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dressing a letter to the United States district attorney at Little Rock,
who gives me the facts substantially as I have stated them. He closes
his report by saying:

The defalcation took place some fifteen or eighteen years ago, and if the mat-
ter had been pressed then many of the sureties were entirely solvent who are
now worth nothing. Tuckeér at that time was a banker here, and could have
paid the whole amount without embarrassment; but now he has nothing, is
working on a small salary in the post-office at this place, and the other sureties
were then, I understand, in a good financial condition, So, under the circum-
stances, I think the relief should be granted.

I have given the substantial points of this case, It is one which il-
lustrates in the strongest mauner the wisdom of the bill which we
passed to-night requiring the Government to proceed promptly against
parties who are charged with being defaulters, and providing that if
suit be not instituted within five years after the person retires from of-
fica the sureties shall be discharged.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration
of this bill? The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing en ed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

. ROGERS moyed 1o recasilér 4o vote’ by which this Bill was
pa;f].(ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ALIEN OWXNERSHIP OF LAND IN TERRITORIES.

Mr. CULBERSON. I call up House bill No. 6832, and yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. I will state that this is
the last bill which we propose to bring before the House this evening.

The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (11, R.6822) to amend chapter 340 of the laws of 1837, entitled ““An act to
aﬂ.ﬁmﬁ the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,

Be il enacted, elo., That section 3 of chapter 340, of the laws of 1857, approved
March 3, 1887, be amended so as to read as follows:

““8ec, 3, That no corporation other than those organized for the construction
or operation of railways, canals, or turnpikes, shall acquire, hold, or own more
than 5,000 acres of land in any of the Territories of the United States; and no
railrond, canal, or turnpike corporation, shall hereafier acquire, hold, or own
lands in any territory, other than as may be necessary for the prug«;gpemtlon
of its railroad, eanal, or turnpike, except such lands as may have nted
it by act of Congress. But the prohibition of this section shall not affect the
title to any lands now lawfully
this section shall not apply to lands acquired, in good faith, by mercantile or,

facturing corp tions, organized under the laws of the United States, or
the constitutions or Jaws of any State or Territory in the United States or the

District of Columbia, upon foreclosure, execution, or judicial proceedings, or |

taken in payment of pre-existing bona fide indebtedness due to such corpora-
tions in the ordinary course of business."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration
of this bill.

Mr. FULLER. I object.

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 25
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED.

TUnder the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced
and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10999) granting a pension to Will-
iam H. Coffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 11000) to aunthorize the leasing of
the school and university lands in the Territory of Idaho, and for other
pn to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 11001) granting a pension to
George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. McKINLEY : A bill (H. R, 11002) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of Eli Haines—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11003) granting a pension to Edward Balmat—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R.11004) granting a pension
to Sarah A. Tryon—to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions .

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester
Gaven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr.J. M. ALLEN: Petition to have the claim of Peter F. Archer,
deceased, referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War
Claims,

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of heirsof H. J. Dickson, for reference cf
their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of Phila-
delphia, requesting prompt passage of Senate bill 2851—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition for the relief of Mary Van Buskirk,
widow of John B. Van Buskirk—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COWLES: Resolution asking that a day be set apart for con-

eld by any such corporation: Provided, That :

sideration of hill relating to compensation of district attorneys, mar-
shals, ete.—to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Manistee County, Michi-
gan, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit-
tee on Commerce,

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Mrs. Lavinia A. Patton and MMiss Belle
Hartley, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the board of commissioners of Ohio County, West
Virginia, for an appropriation for the repair of the national road re-
cently damaged by the great flood in West Virginia—to the Committee
on Appropriations.

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Couneil No. 48, Junior Order United
American Mechanics, of Beaver Falls, Pa., for the ge of Senate
Il?i}l 553, regulating immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Af-

airs,

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of James H. Orr, for a pension—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOFFITT: Petition of Knights of Labor of Ellenburgh, N.
Y., in favor of H. R. 8716—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of citizens of Caswell County, North
Carolina, for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to
the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia,
Pa., in favor of House bill No. 8716—to the Committee on Labor.

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension
hill, based on the principle of paying all scldiers, sailors, and marines of
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of Joseph Elson and 28 others, soldiers of the

! late war, of Spink County, Dakota.

SENATE.
FRIDAY, July 27, 1888.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.
The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid hefore the Senate a communica-

tion from the Secretaryof the Treasury, transmitting, in response fo a
resolution of the 13th instant, reports of the Solicitor of the Treasury

: and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and of Mr. H. B. Little-
. page, lately employed as an agent of the Treasury

ent, in re-

gard to property of the United States, or to which the United States

have a valid claim, which is held in adverse possession against the

United States; which, on motion of Mr. CALL, was, with the accom-

panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented two petitions of citizens of
Coos County, New Hampshire, praying for certain amendments to the
interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Connecticut, praying
for the passage of such legislation as will more effectually protect ag-
riculture; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Meriden, Conn., praying
for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was re-
ferred to #he Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of SBonthwark Council, No. 144, Phil-
adelphia, Pa.,and of Sewickley Couneil, No. 170, Sewickley, Pa., Jun-
ior Order of United American Mechanics, praying for the passage of
Senate bill 553, to regulate and restrict immigration; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens
of Union City, Pa., and vicinity, of John C. Steiner and 24 other ex-
Union soldiers and sailors, of W. H. Wharton and 14 other ex-Union
soldiers and sailors, of William H. Vantassel and 43 other ex-Union sol-
diers and sailors, of H. W. Drips and 28 other ex-Union soldiers and
sailors, of Theodore Hunt and 10 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors,of
William Frasier and 23 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Samuel
B. Kennedy and 27 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. H. Lasher
and 30 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of William MecElfresh and
12 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of W. H. Smith and 9 other ex-
Union soldiers and eailors, of Amos Kuhl and 28 other ex-Union sol-
diers and sailors, of J. D. McQuaide and 11 other ex-Union soldiers
and sailors, of Jacob L. Grove and 17 other ex-Union soldiers and sail-
ors, of John H. Anderson and 6 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of
Henry Bain and 2 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of M. L. Carnahan
and b other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of John H. Park and 38 other
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Vachel Catlin and 31 other ex-Union
soldiers and sailors, of Albert S. Borlin and 12 other ex-Union soldiers
and sailors, of George H. Murphy and 28 other ex-Union soldiers and
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sailors, of J. A. Pearce and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of
C. L. Palmer and 8 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of C. P. Craver
and 66 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. H. Murdock and 12
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of W, H. Swart and 18 other ex-
Union soldiers and sailors, of William Anderson and 14 other ex-Union
soldiers and sailors, of D. L. Crawford and 36 otherex-Unionsoldiersand
sailors, of M. R. Haymaker and 15 other ex-Union soldiersand sailors, of
Henry Campbell and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of H. C.
Fishel and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Michael K. Meanor
and 37 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Andrew Cook and 35
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Henry Stoble and 25 other ex-
Union soldiers and sailors, of Charles Wiley and 6 other ex-Union sol-
diers and sailors, of C. G. Koechlin and 27 other ex-Union soldiers and
sailors, of Samuel McCutchin and 20 other ex-Union soldiers and sail-
ors, of W. D. Patterson and 17 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of
‘William J. Woods and 44 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of N. N.
Fullerton and 19 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Jesse A. Clem-
ents and 8 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of John R. Henry and 7
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of William Behney and 10 other
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. W. Wilson and 6 other ex-Union
soldiers and sailors, of Joseph P. Love and 15 other ex-Union soldiers
and sailors, of John Lauffer and 5 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors,
of James Miller and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Simon
Bitts and 37 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of P. C. King and 14
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, and M. 8, Tarr and 14 other ex-
Union soldiers and sailors, all of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania,
praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which
were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

‘Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of W. W. Smith and
89 others, citizens of Manistee, Mich., praying for an amendment of
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Farmland, Ind.,
praying for the better protection of the Yellowstone National Park;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of Andrew Weiand, late private of
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Infantry, praying for an in-
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of 8. A, H. McKim, executor
of the estate of James Gill, praying that the Secretary of the Treasury
be anthorized and instru to cancel a draft heretofore issued in the
name of Joseph N. Gill for $159.77, and issue a new draft in its stead
for a like sum, the discrepancy in the name having been occasioned by
a clerical error; which was referred to the Committee on Claims.

CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY.

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the Districtof Columbia, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 10758) to amend the charter of tl.le Capitol,
North O Street and South Washington Railway Company, direct me to
report the same back without amendment, and as it is an exceedingly
short bill I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it be
now considered.

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub-
iect to objection.

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Rail-
way Company is hereby authorized to extend its tracks and run itscars thereon
through and along the following-named streets: Beginning at Fourteenth and
B streets southwest, east along B street southwest to Twelfth street southwest,
to an intersection with its present line on said Twelfth street.

SEc. 2. That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to amend the charter of the
Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company," approved
March 3, 1851, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. .

Src. 3. That unless said extension is completed and the cars run thereon
within six months from the passage and approval of this act, the authority
herein granted shall be void.

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

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the section repealed ?

Mr. HARRIS. This extension simply connects the detached link de-
scribed in the bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. But what is the section repealed ?

Mr, HARRIS.. The section repealed is the section which fixes a two-
cent fare extra on that detached link. Itsimply makes thatlinka parb
of the general system.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro-
ceeded to consider the bill,

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

DISTRICT POLICE-COURT JURY.

Mr, FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia to report with an amendment the hill (S. 3132) to
provide for four police magistrates in the District of Columbia, to de-
fine their powers and éiurisdiction, to provide for trial by jury in the
police court of the said District, and for other purposes; andas the bill
is simply for the purpose of providing a jury for the police court under
the decision of the Supreme Courtrendered in May last, I am instructed
to ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered at this time.

Thebill, I'will state, has been drawn by the judges of the District and
appg;ed by the Districtattorney, and carefully considered by the com-
mit

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whele,
proceeded to consider the bill.

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

SECTION 1. That in all causes of which the police court of the Distriot of Co-
lumbia has original jurisdiction and in which, under the law, a person acocused
of an offense is entitled to a by jury, the said jury shall consist of twelve
persons sel in conformity with the provisions and uirements of the
twenty-fourth chapter of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum-
bia, exceptin so far as the said provisions and requirements are modified, altered
or amended by the provisions of this act: Provided, That the person cha
may waive his right to a trial by jury, which waiver shall be entered on the
records of the eourt, and submit the trial of the canse to the judge of said police
court, whose judgment therein shall have the same effect as if the cause had
been tried by a jury. .

BEc. 2. That the names of those persons who may be selected to be drawn for
{ury service in the said police court,as herein provided, shall be put and kept

n & box for that purpose, distinet and separate from that used for the names of
persons selected to be drawn for L:.;rf service in the supreme court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Such names shall be put in said box at such times as the
publicconvenience and the necessities of case may require; and should said
names be exhausted by drawing from said box at a time when said supreme
court in general term is not in session, and the oflicers or persons to make lists
of jurors are from any cause not in existence or capable of acting, the commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia shall act as such officers or persons for the
time being, with respect to jurors for said police court; and at least twenty-six
ﬂﬂmﬂ nﬂ be drawn at any given time for service on the jury at the said po-

ce court,

Sec. 3. That all jurors summoned to serve on a jury in the said police court
shall serve for a term of one month, and shall receive as compensation for each
day’'s attendance the sum of §2, and for each half-day'sattendance the sum of §l.
Any vacancies in the juryso called for service in the {mlioe court shall be filled
by talesmen to be supplied as now provided by law in the case of vacancies in
ajury for service in the supreme court of said District of Columbia. No person
shall be eligible for service on a jury in said police court for more than one
term in any period of twelve months; but service on said jury shall not render
any person so serving exempt, inelig-ibl or disqualified for service in the said
fiupremghoourt, except during the time of actual service on such jury in said po-

ice cou.

Sec. 4. That the power to examine and commit, or hold to bail, in any offense
cognizable in the supreme court of the said District, shall remain in the judge of
the said police court, as is now provided by law.

SEgc, 5, That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing are here-
by repealed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator who reported the bill would make
some explanation of the provisions of the amendment.

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill simply provides for a jury in the po-
lice court of the District of Columbia.

Mr. PLATT. In what kind of cases?

Mr. FAULKENER. Under the existing law there is no provision for
a jury in the police court of the District, and under the decision of the
Supreme Court, made on the 14th of May, the court held that no case
could be tried in the police court except those inferior misdemeanors
for breaches of ordinances of the city, and similar offenses, as in other
cases the Constitution gnarantied to the accused a trial by jury.

When that decision was rendered, of course it limited very greatly
the jurisdiction of the police court by reason of the fact that it had no
jury to try cases coming within the decision of the Supreme Court.

The judge of that court, one of the judges of the supreme court of
the District, and the district attorney prepared a bill and had it pre-
sented in Congress and referred to the Committee on the District ot
Columbia. The bill has been carefully examined, and all its provisions
have been excluded in reference to the appointment of magistrates,
which was provided for in that bill extending the criminal system, and
only the provisions in reference to the jury retained.

The provisions as to the drawing of a jury are the same as those which
govern in to the drawing of juries for the supreme court; they
are to be drawn under the provision of the law which governs the draw-
ing of juries for that court.

I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that this bill is regarded
as exceedingly important in the interest of public justice, for the reason
that the eriminal court has now adjonrned and will not have any jury
before October, and unless this bill is passed any one charged with an
offense governed by the decision of the Supreme Court will have to
remain in jail until the first of October without trial, if it is impossible
for him to give bail. For that reason the officers of the District arc
very anxious that it should be passed as promptly as possible.

Mr. PLATT. In what sort of criminal cases does the police court
have original jurisdiction ?

Mr. FAULKNER. It has original jurisdiction by statute of petit
larceny, of assault and battery, and of such inferior misdemeanors, and
is the committing court for all felonies for the criminal court.

Mr, PLATT. It does not include felonies?

Mr, FAULKNER. No.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the .
third time, and passed.
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The title was amended so as to read: ** A bill to provide for trial by
jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other pur
poses.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

‘Mr. FARWELL. I am directed by the Committee on the District of
Columbia to report favorably, and to ask the consideration at this time
of the bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Rail-
road Company to extend a side track into square No. 1025, in the city
of Washington.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore.
the bill may be now considered.
tion.

Mr, FRYE. I shall be obliged to object to its present consideration.

Mr. FARWELL. It will take but a moment. It will provoke no

discussion.

Mr. FRYE., I am obliged to object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sénator from Maine objects, and
the bill will be placed on the Calendar.

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. 2590) granting a pension to George L. Sanders, re-
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. SAWYER (for Mr. DAvis), from the Cemmittee on Pensions,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Julia M. Edie, reported it without amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

Mr. PAYNE. Iam directed by a majority of the Committee on
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill (8. 948) for the relief
of James and William Crooks, of Canada, to report it without amend-
ment.

In the course of the morning I shall file a written report and the
views of the minority.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed
on the Calendar.

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 3054) to abolish the police courtand
office of justice of the peacein and for the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed
indefinitely.

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
to whom were referred amendments intended to be proposed to the
sundry civil appropriation bill for a publie building for post-office and
other Government purposes, at Roanoke, Va., and for extension of the
public building at Lynchburgh, Va., reported them favorably, and
moved their re%erenceto the Committee on Appropriations; which was

agreed to.

gM:. SPOONER, from the Commiftee on the District of Columbia, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the restoration
to the Reform School of boys who have been discharged on probation,
and for other purposes, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was
postponed indefinitely.

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment:

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor;

A bill (H. R. 1228) for establishing a light or lights and a fog-sig-
nal at or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California;

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California;

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal,
near Nantucket, Mass. ;

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-

gignal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina;

A bill (H. R. 8750) for the establishment of a light-house at or near
Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay;

A }nll (H. R, 7421) for estsbhshmg a light off Pamlico Point, North
Carolina;

A bill (H R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter
Creek, Lake Champlain;

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a
point aboub mldway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the
State of New Jerse

A bill (H. R. 1249} for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on
Roe Island, Snisun Bay, California; and

A bill (H R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house at the
mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia;

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General Will-
iat\lm F. Bmith, reported it with amendment, and submitted a report
thereon.

The Senator from Illinois asks that
It will be read at length for informa-

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8. 3383) granting 2 pension to
Mary A. Potts, widow of Dr. Alfred Potts; wluch was read twice by
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit-
tee on Pension&

He also introduced a bill (8. 3384) to purchase a painting of Abra-

ham Lincoln; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom—
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (8. 3385) to regulate the pra.ctwa
of pharmacy in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by ifs
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a hill (8. 3386) providing
that the fund held for the redemption of United States notes shall be
composed of gold and silver, half in gold coin and gold bullion and
half in silver bullion equal in value to the gold half; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (8. 3387) granting a pension to
Charles 8. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (8. 3388) granting a pension to
Morgan Welsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments intended
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriatien
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION.

Mr. BLAIR submitted the following comcurrent resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on Printing:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the re-
port of the Commissioner of Education for 1887-'88 there be pi nted 6,000 coplea
for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House, and 20, 1000 copies
for distribution by the Commissioner.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. CULLOM. The resolution introduced by me two or three days
ago in reference to the Canadian Pacific Railway was to be laid before
the Senate this morning. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]
wishes to have it lie over. The amendment which he has prepared to
offer to the resolution he left by mistake at his rooms.

) Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the resolution may lie over until Mon-
ay.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie over until Monday.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills:

A bill (8. 64) to authorize the juries of the United States circuitand
di.?trict courts to be nsed interchangeably, and to provide for drawing
talesmen;

A bill (8. 143) to provide for the issuing and recording of certain com-
missions in the Department of Justice;

A bill (8. 183) requiring notice of deficiency in accounts of principals
to be given to sureties upon bonds of United States officials, and fixi
a limitation of time within which suits shall be brought against sai
sureties upon said bonds; and

A bill (8. 783) to correct the enrollment of an act approved March
3, 1887, entitled ““An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act
to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States,
and to regulate the removal of canses from the State courts, and for
other purposes, approved March 3, 1875.”’

The message further announced that the House had passed the hill
(S. 928)in relation to marriage between white men and Indian women,
with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse had signed
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the
President pro tempore:

A bill (H. R. 1312) to provide for a term of court at Quincy, IIL;

A bill (H. R. 1426) supplementary to the act of July 1, 1862, en-
titled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur-

!’ and also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acts amendatory
of said first-named act;

A bill (H. R. 2625) authormng the erection of a bridge across the
Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr.;

A bill (H. R. 3070} to suthonzae the construection of a bridge across
the Missouri River, in Montana;

A bill (H. R. 3361) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and
district courts of the United States for the districtof Kentucky at Owens-
borough, in said district, and for other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 7438) gmntmg to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North-
western Railway Company theright to construct and maintain a bridge
across the Missouri River, near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota;

A bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of James O’Brien;

A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water-
town Railroad Company;

A bill (H. R. 8355 to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon.
and foot-passenger bridge across the St. John’s River between De Land
Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida;
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A bill (H. R. 9420) anthorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and
Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across
Bayou Bartholomew, and across Ouschita, Red, Little, and Sabine
Rivers, in Louisiana;

A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Alabama River;

A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
ihe Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia;

A bill (H. R. 10538) to anthorize the construction of bridges across
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers; and

A bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for
other purposes,

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

Mr. FRYE. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of
executive husiness with open doors. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that
the Senate proceed in open executive session to the consideration of
the fisheries treaty.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 'The motion is not debatable. Is
there objection to the Senator from Kentucky proceeding? The Chair

hears none.

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. I rose toobject tothe motion, if T can,
and fo say that the sundry civil appropriation bill has been pending
for several days, and I understood the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI-
80X ] intended to eall it up this morning. Ik is a bill of very great im-
Eartnuce. There is a great deal of matter in it, and it will take, per-

aps, two or three daysto disposeof it. Nearly thirty days have gone
now since the beginning of the fiscal year, and perhaps it will be nec-
essary to extend the appropriations made by the last sundry civil ap-
propriation act if the bill is not proceeded with at once. I do not
think anything else can be as urgent as that hill, and I hope the Sen-
ate will proceed to its consideration.

Mr, FRYE. I made the motion because the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. BAvLsBURY] is very anxious to occupy the floor this morning,
His family is sick, and he is liable to be called away at any moment.

Mr. BECK. Oh, if that is the object, it is all right.

Mr. FRYE. I had arranged it practically with the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. BECKE. That settles it.

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that I feel the same urgency respecting
the sundry eivil appropriation bill that the SBenator from Kentucky does,
but the Senator from Delaware appealed to me saying that he wonld
be perhaps obliged to go away.

Mr. BECK. I did not know that.

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the SBenator from Kentncky and to
the Senate that immediately after the conclusion of the remarks of the
Senator from Delaware I shall ask the Senate to consider the sundry
civil appropriation bill.

Mr. BECK. That is all right.

Mr. BHERMAN. I feel bound to give notice that after the sundry
civil appropriation bill is out of the way I shall insist on getting the
treaty disposed of as soon as possible, and request Senators who desire
to speak on the treaty to be ready to do so early next week. The rea-
gons are manifest, and I shall feel it my duty to press the consideration
of the treaty; and in my absence the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]
will also press it. I hope that Senators will make their arrangements
80 as to close the debate at least by Wednesday next.

Mr, FRYE. I beg pardon of the Senator from Ohio for making the
motion to proceed to the consideration of the treaty this morning. I
did not see him present when I made it.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
motion of the Senator from Maine.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senate is now in open executive
session.  If there be no objection the reading of the Journal of the last
open executive session will be dispensed with, The Executive Clerk
will report the treaty by title.

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. A treaty, Executive M, between the United
States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven-
tion of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888,

Mr. SAULSBURY. . President, before p: ing to discuss the
treaty under consideration I may be allowed to refer to a matter which
has nothing to do with the merits of the treaty, but which it is neces-
sary shall be placed right before the country.

1t is known by the published proceedings of the secret executive
session relating to the treaty that the Democratic members of the Sen-
ate voted against a motion made by the Senator from Massachusetts to
consider the treaty in open executive session, and that the Republican
side of this Chamber voted for that motion. This fact has been made
the basis for the assertion by the IRepublican press that the Democratic
Senators so voted becanse they believed the treaty indefensible and
desired to prevent a public exposure of its real character. Indeed, it
has been intimated upon this floor that our opposition to a public dis-

.

cussion of the treaty proceeded from that cause. These statements
may have prejudiced some persons against the treaty who know noth-
ing of its merits, and will justify a brief statement of the facts relating
to the consideration of the freaty in open executive session. Soon after
this treaty was sent to the Senate the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rip-
DLEBERGER] offered a resolution providing for the consideration of the
treaty with open doors, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations. That committee at the proper time took the resolution into
consideration and reported it back adversely. "When it came up in this
body the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] made an able speech
in opposition to an open discussion of the treaty and depicted in a most
solemn manner the danger of discussing treaties with foreign powers
in open executive session. He was followed by the Senator from Ver-
mont in an equally able and elaborate argnment on the same side,

deprecating the injury which would be inflicted on the country by
discussing in public treaties negotiated with foreign countries. Mr.
HAWLEY, of Connecticut, ably presented the same view of the matter,
and upon a yea-and-nay vote only three Senators voted for open dis-
cussion. In less than forty-eight hours thereafter (I believe on the
very next day) a Republican caucus was held, and it was determined
by the eauncus that the treaty should be considered with open doors.
Then the humiliating sight was presented of every Republican Senator,
with one exception (Mr, HALE, of Maine), coming into the Senate and
voting for an executive session, reversing their own action npon
the Riddleberger resolution. No more humiliating sight was ever wit-
nessed in the American Senate; Senators who had declared that the in-
terest of the country in its foreign relations wounld be sacrificed by re-
pealing or suspending the rule of the body which had existed from the
foundation of the Government, requiring the consideration of treaties
in secret session, at the mandate of a party caucus for a partisan pur-
pose, deliberately bartering their expressed convictions and surrender-
ing their opinions npon a matter of public duty in order to obtain a
supposed party advantage. It issupposed that there is a class of voters
in this country who are opposed to any treaty or other friendly rela-
tions with Great Britain, and the public discussion of the proposed
treaty was decreed by a party caucus in order that appeals might be
made to their prejudices which would influence their votes in the com-
ing Presidential election, This side of the Chamber deprecates most
sincerely the prostitution of the high function of the Senate as a part
of the treaty-making power of the Government to partisan purposes,
and regrets the evil consequences which may result to the country in
the conduct of its foreign relations from the example which has been
i.eoil in the consideration of this treaty by the Republican members of this

Y.

But, Mr. President, we have not opposed an open executive session
from any apprehension that the freaty was indefensible, or that its
public discussion would injure the Administration or the Democratic
party. On the contrary, we believe a full understanding of the treaty
will commend it to the favorable judgment of the country as a wise
and just settlement of a controversy which has threatened at times
the harmony and peace of both countries. -

If no supposed partisan interests had entered into the consideration
of this treaty it wduld doubtless have encountered hostile criticism
and opposition. Almostevery important treaty entered into with Great
Britain has been opposed by no inconsiderable number of the Amer-
ican people, and too often withont such consideration as was n
to the formation of correct opinions upon the merits or value of the
treaties themselves, !

While the United States has at all times had greater reasons to
maintain friendly relations with England than any other European
country, there has seemed to be on the part of many less desire for
amity and friendship with that Government than any other foreign

ower, and less inclination to adjust amicably any matter in dispute
tween the two Governments,

The treaty of 1793 is, perhaps, the only treaty of much importance
which this country has ever made with England that has not encoun-
tered severe criticism and opposition.

The struggle for independenceand the sacrifices and hardships which
it entailed had prepared the people of that day toaccept a treaty which
acknowledged their independence and established relations of amity
and friendship with the government and people from which they had
separated. I can recall no other treaty of any great importance nego-
tiated between this country and England that has not met with oppo-
sition from some portion of the American people, and for some reason
there has seemed to beless desire to maintain kindly relations with that
country than other European powers,

The treaty of 1794, negotiated by Mr. Jay, at the time Chief-Justice
of the United States, was denounced in every part of the country as a
surrender of American rights and a betrayal of American interests,
and after its approval by the Senate petitions and remonstrances were
sent to the President imploring him not to exchange the ratification of
the treaty. Meetings were held in numerous towns and cities and ad-
dresses made by able and patriotic men in opposition to the treaty,and
its details discussed in the press of that day in no temperate language.
The negotiator, Mr. Jay, was denounced and traduced in unmeasured
terms, and President Washington censured for his appointment and ac-
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cused of assuming power not conferred upon him in negotiating a treaty
withont having previously submitted the instructions given to Mr. Jay
to the Senate for its approval.

The treaty of 1814, which left unsettled some of the very questions
for which the war of 1812 was supposed to have been declared, wasalso
denounced for its failure to adjust some of the questions in dispute be-
tween the two countries; questions which were considered to some ex-
tent, but npon which no conclusion was reached, among others the
question of our fishing rights as well as the questions of the right of
gearch and the impressment of seamen,

The treaties of 1818, 1854, and 1871, relating to the fisheries, have
been productive of severe animadversion, especially by those engaged
in fishing in the neighborhood of the Dominion and by persons repre-
senting their interests. Judging from previous efforts at negotiation
upon the subject of our fishing rights it is safe to say that no treaty
ean or will be found on that subject that will not be opposed and de-
nqlglz:ced by the New England fishermen and those representing their
wishes.

The treaty which settled our northwestern border, at one time a very
threatening ejuestion, gave dissatisfaction to many at the time, and has
since frequently been referred to as a surrender of territory that prop-
erly helonged to this country. The English people as firmly believed
that the settlement then made deprived them of the San Juan Islands
and other territorial rights belonging to them. So that it seems to be
impossible to adjust any disputed guestion to the entire satisfaction of
everybody concerned. To have insisted upon all that we claimed and
to have rejected all overtures of compromise and refused to concede
anything to the other party must have eventuated in a war as dam-
aging to us as to Great Britain. The statesmen of that day in both
countries had the good eense to prevent by mutual concessions a ca-
lamity so dire as well as so unnecessary.

I will refer to one other treaty with England which has been very
severely and very unjustly criticised by many persons in this country,
I refer to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, negotiated during the administra-
tion of President Taylor. That treaty, after full discussion in the
Senate, was ratified; but a misunderstanding having arisen in reference
to some of its provisions, it has remained in a measure obsolete and
inoperative. Owing to the different constructions put npon it by the
two countries, the full benefit which it was intended to secure has not
been realized; buf it has not been without decided advantage to this
country, especially in removing the assumed protectorate of England
over what was known as the Mosquito Coast, whereby it has been made

ible to construct a canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific by the
icaragua route, a matter deemed of great importance at the present
time. I want to add, in justice fo the American negotiator of that
treaty, that in a memorable discussion on the subject in the Senate he
demonstrated the correctness of his construction of its provisions and
vindicated its value and importance to this country.

I have referred to these treaties for the parpose of showing the im-
possibility of negotiating any treaty with the English Government,
however wise its provision or however advantageous to this country,
which will give entire satisfaction to the American people. There has
always been, and probably always will be, hostility on the part of
some persons to the friendly adjustment of any guestion in dispute
between the two countries, and who would rather see the threatening
visage of war than the bow of peace on the national horizon.

The President and Secretary of State knew full well before entering
into the negotiation upon the subject of this treaty the impossibility
of any arrangement that would be acceptable to the New England
fishing interest, however just or beneficial to them it might be, but they
had a duty to perform to the country whose friendly relations with our
neighbors on the north and with England wereliable to be interrnpted
by longer continuance of a condition of affairs such as had existed since
the termination of the fishery clause of the treaty of 1871.

The contention about American fishing rights had existed for neaxly
seventy years and had on more than one occasion excited apprehensions
of a serious character, which were only allayed by temporary expe-
dients to berenewed upon the termination of the arrangementsadopted.

These temporary arrangements were terminated by our own Govern-
ment upon proper notice, becanse they were unsatisfactory to our fisher-
men and deemed prejudicial to theirinterest. No precedingadministra-
tion had attempted or been able to secure a permanent settlement of
the questions in dispute, and President Cleveland’s ini ionin-
herited from those preceding it a controversy which ought to have been
disposed of by Congress and the executive government many years ago.

In fact, the settlement of the dispute had been rendered more diffi-
cult by the delay in its settlement and by the temporary arrangements
of 1854 and 1871,

By the reciprocity treaty of 1854 the Canadian fishermen had been
permitted to send their fish into our markets free of duty, and very
naturally desired a continuation of that privilege and deemed its dis-
continuance by the termination of the treaty a wrong and injustice to
themselves. On the other hand, our fishermen under the operations of
that treaty were unrestricted in their privileges and fishery rights in
Canadian waters and free from all interference in provincial ports and
harbors under Canadian and British statutes relating thereto. The

advantages enjoyed both by the Canadian and American fishermen
under that treaty became to be regarded by both as natural rights of
which they could not be properly dispossessed. =The treaty of 1871,
seeuring the right of inshore fishing to our fishermen and an exemp-
tion from the enforcement of Canadian tions in provineial ports
and harbors, has likewise impressed them with the belief that this dep-
rivation of the privileges which they enjoyed underthat treaty is un-
just and cruel. The operation therefore of both the treaties of 1854
and 1871 has been to instil into the minds of both the Canadian and
American fishermen ideas of respective rights not secured to them
under the provisions of the treaty of 1818, the basis of all rights which
either can claim. These views on the one side and the other have ren-
dered the adjustment of the contention more difficult from year to
year. This difficalty will continue and increase the longer a setile-
ment is postponed.

I have referred to this matter to remind the Senate of some of the
embarrassments which had to be encountered by the American nego-
tiators of this treaty—embarrassments which had been intensified by
the failure of preceding adminisirations tosettle as they ought to have
done the questionsin dispute in reference to the rights of our fishermen
under the treaty of 1818,

In order to understand properly the grounds of the contention be-
tween the two Governments it is necessary to look behind the treaty
of 1818 to the fishing rights we enjoyed prior to that treaty. Itis
well known that England at the time these States were her colonies
claimed and exercised exclusive jurisdiction over the waters adjacent
to Canada and the other British provinces to the north. She had driven
the French fishermen from the neighborhood, and practically controlled
the fisheries in those waters many leagues from her provinces, and even
from some of the banks, far out in the open sea. The right of all na-
tions to navigate and fish in the open sea was not as well understood
and respected at that time as at the present, and the pretensions of Eng-
land were for a time acquiesced in by other powers.

As subjects of Great Britain our fishermen enjoyed the same liberty
of fishing in all the waters claimed to be under the control of England
as other subjects of that country, and continued to fish in those waters
and along the shores of Canada and the other northern provinces with-
out restriction or hinderance from any quarteruntil the Revolution
which eventuated in the independence of this country. By the treaty
of 1783 our former right of fishing in British waters was acknowledged
and continued, and hence until the war of 1812 American fishermen
could take and cure fish on the coasts and in the bays and creeks of the
British possessions at pleasure, and as freely and unvestricted as the in-
habitants of the provinces ves,

It might be dificult to determine upon what principle this liberal
concession was made, but it is most likely that it was becanse the fut-
ure value of those rights was not at the time foreseen.

We could not have claimed the privileges conceded as a right belong-
ing to us under international law or national comity, and wonld not,
I apprehend, have conceded such privileges o British subjects on our
own shores and in waters lying wholly within our territorial limits.
However, under that treaty we possessed and enjoyed the most ample
fishing rights for more than a quarter of a century until they were in-
terrupted by the warof 1812. England contended that that war abro-
gated, as it had suspended, the treaty of 1783, so far as fishing rights
were concerned, and refused longer to acknowledge our rights in that
regard. The treaty of 1514 left the matter unsettled, which led to the
convention of 1818, The first-article of the treaty agreed upon in Oc-
tober of that year reads as follows:

ArTICLE I.

‘Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United
States, for the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts,
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America, it
is between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said
United States shall have forever, in eommon with the subjects of His Britannic
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Ramean Islands, onthe
western and no: rn coast of Newfoundland; from the said Cape Ray to the
Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and also on the
bays, harbors, and creeks, from Mount Joly, on the southern coast of Labrador,
to and through the Straits of Belleisle, and thence northwardly indefinitely
along the coast, without prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive rights of
the Hudson Bay Company ; and that the American fishermen shall also have
liberty forever to dry and cure fish in anty of the unsettled bays, harbors, and
creeks of the southern part of the coast of Newfoundland, hereabove described,
and of the coast of Labrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof,

Il be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish
at such Bgurtion so settled without previous agreement for such with
the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground. And the %n;ted States
hereby renounce forever any Hterl.y heretofore enjc:iled or claimed by the in-
habitants thereof to take, dry, or eure fish on or withi
of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannie Majeslgl‘la dominions in
America not included w‘lﬂlin the above-mentioned limits. t they shall bo
under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent their taking, drying,
or fish therein, orin any other manner whatever abusing the privileges
hereby reserved to them.

It will be perceived that whatever rights of fishery we had hitherto
enjoyed under the treaty of 1783 were renounced forever by the United
States in the treaty of 1818, except such as were specifically reserved
therein and confirmed to this country by the treaty of 1818. We
therefore have now no other basis for any claim of right to fish in
British or Canadian waters than the treaty of 1818, and the abroga-

n 3 marine miles of any
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tion of that treaty by this Government would exclude us from all fish-
ing grounds within the territorial jurisdiction of the British provinces
absolutely. I have heard it said in this debate that the abrogation of
the treaty of 1818 wounld remit us back to the treaty of 1783, and re-
store to us the rights we enjoyed under that treaty. I shall express
no opinion upon the effect in that regard of the repeal of the treaty of
1818 by the British Government. That would be the deprivation of
rights secured to us by the surrender of other rights we possessed or
claimed under a former treaty, and might, perhaps, be justly held to
restore the rights surrendered. But, sir, we counld not claim that the
voluntary relinguishment of our present privileges would restore such
as we had formerly renounced. In the one case the contract wounld be
broken by England, in the other by the United States, and the party
in default might not justly take advantage of its own wrong.

The language of the first article in the treaty of 1818 has been under-
stood by the two governments very differently, and has led to a con-
tention which at times has threatened to disturb the peace of the two
countries, and which it has been heretofore impossible to adjust. It
would be unfair to assume that the contention on the one side or the
other found no support or justification in the language employed in the
treaty of 1818, ang however firm the conviction on the part of any one
that the American construction of the treaty is right, it will not be
denied that the British view of the matter has been maintained with no
little ability, and a persistence that evinces the sincerity of that Gov-
ernment in the position it has maintained so earnestly upon the sub-
ject.

It may be proper to state very briefly the character of the dispute be-
tween the two governments in order the better to understand the pro-
visions of the treaty under consideration. This may be unnecessary so
far as Senators and others who have examined the correspondence be-
tween the two governments on the subject are concerned, but many

rsons in the country who will read the debates upon this treaty have
not had that opportunity, and are, perhaps, uninformed of the nature
of the contention which the treaty is designed to settle.

On the part of this Government it has been contended that American
fishermen have the right under the treaty of 1818 to take fish, not
only in the open sea 3 miles from the coast, but in the bays and
other waters within the territorial jurisdiction of the British provinces
ountside of a 3-mile limit from land. It is further contended on the
part of this Government that the English and provincial statutes or
commercial regulations relating to fishing vessels, under which seizures
and other interference with our fishing vessels have taken place, is
in contravention of the true intent and meaning of that treaty.

On the part of the British Government and her dependencies it is
contended that we have no right under the treaty of 1818 to fish in
any. bays or other waters within their territorial jurisdiction, nor
nearer than 3 miles to such bays and waters, and that the statutes and
commercial regulations of which we complain are authorized by that
treaty and necessary for the protection of their own fishing interests,
and that the seizures and other interference with our fishing vessels
have been for the violations of their statutes enacted for the protec-
tion of their own rights.

It is not my purpose to state the grounds or argnments by which
this contention has been supported, on the oneside or the other. That
can be found in the published correspondence between the two gov-
ernments, and will be found interesting and instructive to such as
may examine that correspondence. It is, however, not necessary toa
proper consideration of the pending treaty to recount the argnments
urged in behalf of the views of the respective governments upon the
matter so long in dispute, and which this treaty if ratified would for-
ever settle,

It is not necessary to consume much time in observations upon the
merits of the proposed treaty. The advantages which it secures to
American fishermen are plainly set forth in the views of the minority of
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and have been ably presented in
debate by others who have preceded me, and need no furtherelaboration.
Every one at all familiar with the complaints of our fishermen at the
restrictions and limitations imposed npon them will, upon an examina-
tion of the treaty, find that it removes many of the causes of com-
plaint and secures to them rights and privileges heretofore denied
them and to which they were not entitled under the treaty of 1818;
privileges which it has been heretofore contended were invaluable and
the denial of which it was insisted disregarded that comity which
should obtain among civilized nations and could only be refused by a
violation of the dictates of humanity. These advantages have been
secured by the proposed treaty to our fishermen without the surrender
of any valuable privileges which they have heretofore enjoyed, and by
this treaty they are placed in a position where they may pursue their
calling free from annoyance or apprehension of molestation from any
quarter.

It defines clearly and distinctly the enlarged rights and privileges
they may enjoy in the ports and harbors of the British provinces so
that no misapprehension on that point can hereafter exist. The merit
of this treaty is not to be judged by the recognized principles of inter-
national law or national comity or the claim of humanity, but by a
comparison of the rights and privileges which it secures with those to

which we are entitled under the treaty of 1818. If our fishing rights
depended upon international law or national comity we should be ex-
cluded absolutely from fishing in the bays and other waters lying within
the territorial jurisdiction of the provinces, and also from the rights
we now have of taking and curing fish and drying nets, etc., on the
coasts of Labrador and parts of Newfoundland. We might perhaps be
entitled under international law to greater commercial rights for our
fishermen in the ports of the provinces than we now have under the
treaty of 1818; but no one will contend that we counld fish in the bays,
creeks, and other waters belonging to England and her dependencies.
‘Whatever rights we now have must be found in the treaty of 1818 and
compared with the privileges and rights therein secured; the proposed
treaty is much more liberal and advantageons.

The ohjections to the proposed treaty found in the report of the ma-
Jjority of the committee are based largely upon supposed undefined rights
to which we are entitled independent of the provisions of the treaty
into which we entered in 1818. It may have been unfortunate that
we entered into that treaty, but having made it, we must abide by it
or seek release from its restrictions by treaty modification of its pro-
visions. We can not justly claim any right for our fishermen which it
does not secure, and if we are not satisfied with its restrictions and in-
hibitions our remedy is to annul the treaty or obtain a modification
of its provisions. It is folly to talk about rights outside of it or inde-
pendent of it as is done in the report of the committee. Whatever
rights we once had under the treaty of 1783 were given up and vol-
untarily renounced for the rights and privileges conceded to us in the
treaty of 1818. 'We can not now claim enlarged rights under national
or international comity or the recognized laws of humanity. We have
entered into the bond and must abide by it, however narrow and re-
strictive its terms, or obtain some abatement of its conditions by treaty
stipulations.

If there was any certainty or even a reasonable hope that a more
favorable arrangement with England and Canada could be made,it might
justify a rejection of the proposed treaty; but no such expectation can
be entertained.

The concessions to our fishing vesselsin the ports and harbors of the
provinees contained in the proposed treaty is a relaxation in their favor
of the regulations applying to .the fishing vessels of all other nations.
We sometimes hear it said that the Canadian and English statutes re-
lating to fishing vessels are harsh and unfriendly regnlations, enacted
to hinder and perplex our fishermen; and there is no doubt that their
enforcement has sometimes been not only harsh, but offensive and
cruel; but the statutes themselves apply with equal force to fishing
vessels of all other nations as well as to those of the United Btates.
‘Whatever relaxations of those statutes have been obtained in thistreaty
for the fishing vessels of New England are exceptions in their favor.
Many of the then statutes, both of Canada and the other provinces, as
well as those of England, had been in existence for a long time, and
although complaints had sometimes been made of the manner of their
execution and the injury inflicted npon our fishing vessels under color
of those laws, no relaxation of their rigid enforcement had been ob-
tained by any previous administration; and now that modification ot
their provisions has heen secured in the proposed treaty which will
prevent further injury to our fishing interests, they are declared to be
trivial and of no value by the majority of the Committee on Foreign
Relations and other Senators who oppose the treaty, while they mag-
nify the value of the bays and waters marked by delimitation, and
in which we relinquish any claim of right to fish hereafter. ;

If the complaints of our fishermen for the last two years were not
groundless, which no one suspects, then the concessions made in this
treaty are invaluable, and will prove, if the treaty is ratified, of singular
advantage to our fishing interests. Great, however, as may be the
value of the proposed treaty to those engaged in fishing, it measures
but a very small part of its importance when we consider it ina broader
view as a settlement of a long-standing controversy which on several
occasions has threatened the interruption of our friendly relations with
England and her dependencies, and which, unless arranged, is liable to
put in jeopardy the material interests and peace of both countries. We
can not disgnise the fact that the harmonious relations of the two coun-
tries, both anxious to maintain with each other the most cordial and
friendly intercourse, is liable to be serionsly disturbed by the injudi-
cious action of those of their citizens engaged in the same occupation
with mistaken ideas of their respective rights and interests.

He who is willing to continue a condition of affairs which, by the
remotest possibility, may endanger the peace of the country, or even
suspend commercial intercourse for a time with England or her Ameri-
can possessions, when such a calamity can be honorably prévented with-
out the sacrifice of any valuable interest, is, to say the least, callous to
the true interest of his country, not to say indifferent to the highest
demands of patriotic duty.

This treaty, while securing to us valuable rights and privileges here-
tofore denied, and which no previous administration had been able to
secure, gives up no undisputed right heretofore claimed or any privi-
lege which can justly be ed as of the slightest value. The objec-

tions to this treaty are captious and too insignificant to be interposed to
prevent a settlement of a long-standing controversy which will be con-
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tinued and aggravated by the rejection of the treaty, and the pretense
that it secures no valuable rights to our fishermen is so absurd that it
is gurprising that Senators will venture to make such assertions.

No one who has heard the complaints of our fishermen in the past,
or read the protests of the present Secretary of State in his vigorous cor-
respondence with the British minister against the wrongs inflicted upon
them, and then impartially examines the provisions of the treaty which
guaranties them exemption from such wrongs in the future, can fail to
see the great value of this treaty to that class of our citizens as well as
the security which it affords to the future peaceful relationsof the two
conntries. The value of this treaty to us is well understood in England
and Canada, and I present a brief summary of the concessions made to
this Government in the treaty announced in debate upon it in the Do-
minion Parliament by Mr. Ellis, a member of that body from New
Brunswick, who declared himself in favor of the treaty because the
concessions were right and proper to be made.

THE FISHERTES TREATY.
[From the Portland Advertiser.]

In the course of the debate in the Canadian House of Commons on the fish-
eries treaty, Mr, Ellis, of New Brunswick, enumerated the following list of con-
cessions made by the Canadian Government in accepting the treaty :

First. We have by that very act of making this treaty receded from the posi-
tion maintained so long in practice, that Canada and Great Britain could im:
their own interpretations upon the meaning of the trealy of 1818, thus enlarg-
ing the restrictions of that treaty. By doing this we have given the United
States a precedent upon which to base new demands for the amelioration of the
regulations applied to their fishing vessels should the n arise.

Second. We have almost wholly aband d t ves-
gels are o class by themselves, and therefore not entitled to any commercial
privil L

Thig We entirely and forever abandon the 3-mile headland theory.

Fourth. We forever admit the right of United States fishermen to navigate
the Straits of Canso.

Fifth, We no longer compel American fishing vessels to depart from our
shores in twenty-four hours after arrival.

Bixth. We relieve them from the obnoxious operations of customs regulations
enforced against them ns fishing vessels, and which were ially severe, as
the true intent of these laws was to regulate commercial trading only,

Seventh. We free them from harbor, pilotage, and other dues,which are some-
times inhospitably and often eapriciously imposed upon them, even in cases
where they sought shelter, dealing with them in these matters as commercial
vesasels, though denying them the rights of commercial vessels,

Eighth. We have practically abandoned the course of ordering them to depart
if supposed to be hovering within our waters; and also the plan of putting an
officer on board of them as a mature of cogrse.

Ninth. We permit them under certain cirenmstances to purchase bail, to're-
plenish outfits, to ship men, and to transfer cargoes.

Tenth, We issue to them, free of charge, permits which enable them to pur-
chase supplies in ports of entry, on all occasions, just as trading vessels, except
that they may not do it for barter, and this applies both to the homeward voy-
age and outward voyages. This section does not name bait, but there will be
no difficulty whatever of purchasing bait under it.

Eleventh. By the fourteenth article we abandon our previous contention that
P ng within Canadian waters to fish is evidence of intention to actually fish
wi Canadian waters, and we therefore recede from the position taken by
the act of 1886,

Twelfth, We have limited and defined and reduced the severe penalties im-
posed by that act for viol of our lusive rights of fishing. Forfeiture
of the vessel is no longer a penalty except for fishing within Canadian waters,
or preparing within these waters to fish therein. In all other cases §3 a ton Is
the highest fine which can be imposed.

Thirteenth. We have provided a summary process of law for dealing with
arn;lited or captured vessels, instead of the old and slow process of the admiralty
court,

Fourteenth. And lest the punishment of an infraction of the new treaty, or
that of 18158, should seem to be unjust, and to prevent the danger of giving of-
fc;ns: to th; United States, the Government of ganadn can reverse the judgment
of the court.

Continuing, Mr. Ellis explained that he did not object to these ec i
He was glad the Government had learned a wholesome lesson. The ¥ an-
noyances ﬁmtieed upon the fishermen of the United States were impolitic, and
might perhaps defeat the treaty in the United States Senate. The spirit of the
treaty should have been shown before, and he, for one, was in favor of a re
of all the restrictions of the treaty of 1815, .

By reference to the treaty it will be found that the advantages se-
cured thereby to this country are not overestimated by Mr. Ellis, but
that his statement of the concessions made to this Government is war-
ranted by a fair and just examination of the provisions of the treaty.
I shall not enter into a review of the various articles of the treaty, but
content myself With the general statement that it secures to our fish-
ermen valuable privileges heretofore denied them and exemption from
the annoyances and interference of which they have heretofore com-
plained without the deprivation of a single right enjoyed or claimed
of any practical value whatever.

Iwill now notice some of the objections raised to this treaty, and will
first refer to one suggested in the report of the majority of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. That report more than intimates that the
President had no right to negotiate this treaty without first having ob-
tained the advice and consent of the Senate as to the agents to be em-
ployed and the instructions under which they weretoact. Thisisthe
second time the assertion has been directly or impliedly made by com-
mittees of this body within the last three years that the Senate of the
United States has a supervisory power over the performance of execu-
tive duties by the President. It is an attempt to revive an cobsolete
idea exploded nearly a hundred years ago, and to assume for the Senate

wers not conferred upon it or upon hoth Houses of Congress com-

ined. We discussed this question, so far as it relates to the removal
of executive officers, in the last Congress, and I shall not say anything
upon that subject now; but the report of the majority of the committee
advances a step further than was then claimed, and impliedly, at least,

tlon wat fishi

XIX——432

denies to the President the right to select agents to negotiate a treaty
without first obtaining the advice and consent of the Senate as to the
persons selected and the instructions under which they shall act.

This idea of senatorial supervision over the negotiation of treaties
by the PreSident had some advocates in the early history of the coun-
try, but had long since been abandoned, and has not been thought of
for nearly a hundred years, until brought forward as one of the ob-
jections to this treaty. Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, in a speech
at Charleston in July, 1795, advanced the same idea as one of the
objections to the treaty of 1794. President Washington had nominated
Chief-Justice Jay as envoy extraordinary, etc., to England, who nego-
tiated that treaty without the Senate’s having been informed of the
instructions given him, which Mr. Pinckney thought ought to have
been done. He advanced the same views which are snggested in the
committee’s report in favor of the right of the Senate to superintend
the negotiation of treaties. This view was not sustained by the judg-
ment of the country at that time or by the Senate itself, and its fallacy
was demonstrated by a logical and lucid argument of Mr. Hamjl_wn,
in reply to the speech of Mr. Pinckney (Second WIEme American
Remembrancer, pages 106-8.)

The speech then lays down this doctrine, in positive terms, * that the Consti-
tution gives no power to the President to commence a ueg:tfation without pre-
viously submitting intenti and instructions to the Senate, requiring their
advice,and receiving theirassent;'" and the words of the Constitution, * tomake
treaties, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,” are the text for this
strange commentary.

The extent of the position is * that the President has no power to enter into
any negotiation whatever without previously consulting the Senate and receiv-
ing their opinion, advice, or assent.as well with r t to the ity of such
a negotiation as to the propriety of his instructions," a position inconsistent
with the very principles of our Constitution, as well as of every other among
civilized nations; repugnant to the practice which has prevailed since the first
operation of the present Government and to the practice which now prevails
in France, where democratic principles are carried to the utmost extent; a i-
tion which would reduce the tdent from beingel.he supreme executive of the
Union to the mere organ and instrument of the Senate.

By the Constitution * the executive power is vested in the President of the
United States.,” Were there no limitation to this power, in relation to treaties,
there would result to the Executive, as such, the power of making treaties. But
the Constitution, in specilying the powers of the President, has wisely limited
this power, and has eclared, after mentioning the various duties of the Presi-
dent, some of which he may perform without the intervention of any other
branch of the Government, that ** he shall have power, by and with the advice
and consent of the Senate, to make treaties.” .

This limitation of the executive power can not be furtherextended than the
clear import of the terms; it can apply only to the making of treaties and not
to the negotiations which precede them. The President may, thercfore, of his
own mere motion, commence or enter on any negotiation and give what in-
stractions he may think proper to his agents, but the negotiations when eom-
pleted can not constitute or make a treaty which shall be obligatory on the
nation without the advice and consent of the Senate.

The doctrine laid down in the speech is, that no negotiation can be
commenced, no instruction can be given without the previous consul-
tation and approbation of the Senate. He then goes on to test the
soundness of that view, and concludes:

We find, then, by tke Constitution that the executive power is vested in the
President, and I have advanced thatevery power of an executive nature is inci-
dent to the President where it results from the nature of the General Govern-
ment, and is not limited and restricted by some speciabprovision. The associa-
tion of the Senate with the President in relation to this point is limited merely to
the making treaties, which are then the supreme law of the land, and does not
extend to the entering on or commencing negotintions which are not the law of
the land, but mere instruments of writing, mere obligations in embryo which
have no effect or validity, and do not become treaties until approved by the
Senate. The diffe bet com ing a negotiation and making or
concluding a treaty is too obvious to be guestioned. The limitation, then,
being confined to the making or concluding the treaty, all the other prepara-
tory powers result to the Executive as such by virtue of the Constitution. '

So that this idea which has been revived in the report of the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations that the Executive must first consult
the Senate and lay before them not only the names of the agents whom
he employs in the negotiations, but the instructions under which they
act, has been examined heretofore and has not been thought of, as I
before remarked, for nearly a hundred years nuntil this committee in
its wisdom brought it forward as an objection to this treaty. It must
have been the supposed weakness of the objection to the proposed
treaty on its merits that induced the majority of the committee in their
report to inject into it a suggestion of usurpation.on the part of the
President in presuming to exercise executive power in the negotiation
of a treaty without the permission of the Senate.

There is much more danger of usurpation of power on the part of the
Senate, as is fully proved by the deliberate attempt of this body a short
time ago to divest the President of the power of removing objectionable
Federal officers, than there is that the President, who is liable to im-
peachment by Congress, will attempt to assume anthority in violation
of constitautional provision.

The complaint of the majority of the committee that the President
had appointed commissioners to assist the Secretary of State in negoti-
ating this treaty without consultation with the Senate, and that the
negotiation had been concluded without the advice and consent of the
Senate, will justly be regarded, not as a bold assertion of the power of
this body over the exercise of executive functions by the President,
but as a covert claim that the President has no right to enter upon
the negotiation of a treaty upon any subject or with any government
évithout. humbly asking the permission of the Senate of the United

tates,
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The Senate may volunteer its advice to the President in reference to
the negotiation of treaties if it so desires, and he may or may not act
upon such advice; or he may, if he desires, nsk the advice of the Sen-
ate. But he is under noobligation todo so, and from the temper man-
ifested by the majority of this body towards the present Executive he
would degrade his high office to ask its advice upon any matter purely
executive unless required to do so by the Constitution he has sworn to
support. Ishould be glad to see at all times the observance of that
courtesy, cordiality, and confidence which onght to exist between the
executive department and the Senate, and as a member of this body
wonld defend and maintain every just right which it can claim; bat I
hope the time will never come when the exercise of executive func-
tions by the Chief Magistrate of this country shall depend upon the
will and pleasure of a majority of this body.

The country will estimate at its true value the intimations of the
committee ** touching the usurpation of unconstitutional power’’ by
the President in the negotiations of this treaty, and will be more likely
to attribute the suggestion to partisan motive than a desire to protect
the country from Execntive usurpation.

It is said that the treaty concedes the headland claim of the British
Government and surrenders the right to fish within certain bays and
waters marked by delimitations in the treaty. It is well known that
England and Canada have always contended that by the terms of the
treaty of 1818 we had no right to fish nearer than 3 miles of any of the
bays and creeks within their territorial jurisdiction, and that whatever
privileges we have enjoyed therein, except under the treaties of 1854
and 1871, was of comity and not of right. That such a elaim on their
part found some support in the terms of that treaty can not be denied.
But without expressing any opinion upon the justice of this claim, and
conceding for the sake of the argument that it was not well founded,
it is sufficient to say that the concession, if any has been made, settles
a long standing contention and eliminates from the controversy between
the two Governments one of the questions in dispute, and which at
times has threatened the peace of the two countries.

If theprivilege alleged to have been surrendered had been one of some
value and given up upon no other consideration than a desire to es-
tablish perfect cordiality and prevent discord in the future, it would
find sufficient justification and excuse. But when we remember that
the treaty yields no admitted right, but merely settles by compromise
acontention of long standing, which has given trouble in the past and
which, if it had ultimately been decided in our favor, of which there
could be no reasonable expectation, wounld have proved of no value to
our fishermen, whatever may be its value to the Canadian people, this
provision of the treaty should commend it to the favor of the Senate.

But the objectors to this provision of the treaty say that the head-
Jand claim had virtually been abandoned by the British Government,
and that if onr negotiators had insisted with determination England
would have renounced her pretensions in that regard. Nothing could
be further from the truth. England has never abandoned her position
on that point, and I venture nothing in saying that she never will
abandon it and never can abandon it further than she has done in the
proposed treaty and hold her provinces in allegiance to herself.

Around these bays, lying wholly within the territorial limits and ju-
risdiction of the provinces, are the homes and settlements of Canadian
fishermen and others, who regard these waters as belonging exclusively
to their governments and all intrusion therein by foreigners as an in-
vasion of their just rights. Who will say that their exclusive claim to
the use of these waters is not justified by the example of other nations,
if not by the language of the treaty of 1818,

‘Would our Government permit the fishermen of Canada or of any
foreign power to enter the bays and other waters lying wholly within
our limits and jurisdiction and fish therein under a claim of right or
under national comity? Conld foreign fishermen enter the Delaware
Bay or the Chesapeake Bay, each as large as any of the bays marked by
delimitations in the treaty, and pursue their avocation with impunity?
Certainly not, No American Senator and no American citizen would
be willing to see such a right conceded by their Government. Nor
can our fishermen claim a right to enter and fish in the waters of the
Dominion unless that right is secured by the treaty of 1818. When
did England abandon her headland claim, as has been asserted by the
objectors to this treaty? Whether it was well founded or not, it has
been steadily maintained in every discussion upon the subject what-
ever relaxations of it may at times have taken place.

I now propose to refer to a speech of Mr, Foster before the Halilax
Commission in which he recognized the existence of that controversy
about the headland question. On page 1589, volume 2, Documents
and Proceedings of the Halifax Commission, Mr. Foster said:

When I commenced the investigation of this question I supposed that it was
robable that an important question of international law would turn out to be
nvolved in it, relative, of course, to the so-called headland question, which has

been the subject of so thuch discussion between the two governments for a long
series of years; butthe evidence that has been introduced renders this question
nol of the slightest importance, and inasmuch as it is a question which you are
not empowered. pt incidentally, to decide, a question eminently proper to
be ;l:mad u between the governments directly, I presume you 1 rejoice
with me in finding that it is not practieally before us, and that we need not
trouble ourselves coneerning it.

If it had appeared in this case that there was fishing carried on to any appre-
ciable extent within the large bays, more than 6 miles wide at the headlands,

and at a distance of more than 3 miles from the contour of the shores of those
bays, the United States would have contended that their cilizens, in common
with all the rest of mankind, were entitled to fish in such great boéiea of water
as long as they kept themselves more than 3 miles from the shore. In short,
they would have contended, as it has been contended, in the brief filed in this
case, that where the bays are more than 6 miles in width from headland to head-
land, they are to be treated in this respect, for fishing pu es, ns parts of the
;:hpe? seai; but the evidence, as I said before, has eliminated all that matter from
o inquiry. .

So that Mr. Foster in the discussion before that commission recog-
nized it as an existing question between the two Governments at that
time, which was in 15876, I believe—that the headland question wasqan
existing question which had long been pending between the two Gov-
ernments, and which he said was eminently proper to be and should
be adjusted by the Governments and not by the Halifax Commission.

Mr, Thompson, who represented the British case, when he came to
make his argument referred to the language used by Mr. Foster; and
I will read from his remarks in order to show that on the part of the
British Government the claim of the headland theory still existed on
their part: ‘

There was one matter which,if I may use the expression of my learned friend,
the agent of the United States, at one time ap likely to loom up with
very great importance, I refer to the headland question. I feel that I can con-
gratulate this commission that, for the purpose of their decision upon the sub-
ject submitted to them, that g ion does not any importance whatever
in this inquiry. But I wish to guard myself distinctly from assenting to the
view gresenled by Mr. Foster when alluding to that subject. He rather ap-
peared to assume that for practical purposes this headland question had been
abandoned by Her Majesty’s Government, and that the mode of conducting this
inquiry on the part of the counsel for Her Majesty’'s Government showed such
an abandonment. I beg lo setmy learned friends on the other side right upon
that matter. There has been noabandonment whatever. Itonly comes tothis:
that in this particular iqu]u.iry the evidence has so shaped itself on either side
that 'lyour excellency and your hénors are not called upon to pronounce any
opinion on the subject. There can be no doubt that under the terms of the
treaty your excellency and honors are not empowered to pronounce any au-
thoritative decision or effect any final settlement of that much-vexed question.

Incidentally, no doubt, it might have fallen within your provinee to deter-
mine whether the contention of the British or of the American Government
in reference to that question were the correct one; because had it been shown
that large catches had been made by the American fishermen within the bodies
of great bays, such as Miramichi and Chaleurs, it would have become at once
necessury to come to a decision as to whether we were entitled to be credited
with those catches. But in fact no such evidence has been given. And that
course was taken somewhat with the view of sparing you the trouble of inves-
tigating that question, when the tregty did not empower yon to effect a final
decision of it. The learned ecounsel associated with me on behalf of Her
Majesty's Government and myself shaped our evidence as much as possible
with reference to the inshore fisheries. We coneluded that if the American
Government, who had put this matter prominently forward in their brief, in-
tended to ehailenga.n ‘t-!ecision from this commission, they ought to have given

E\. d of large e by their vessels in those bays. They have not
oneso.
The evidence on our side has shown that to a very great extent the value of

Anrihiadl

the fisheries is inshore; that very large catches could be made in
the bodies of those bays, and that the fish frequent the body of the bays as well
as the portion within 3 miles from the contour of the coast all around those
bays; but we tendered evidence chiefly with relation to the fisheries within 3
miles of the shore, by no means intending to have it understood—in fact, we
expressly disclaimed the intention of having it understood—that there were not
in the bodies of those bays valuable fisheries, I can only say, however, that
before this commission there ia no evidence of that, and you may dismiss it,
therefore, from your minds. When this headland question shall T arise,
if it should unfortunately arise, then I beg to say that the position laid down
when the convention of 1518 was made has since been in no way departed
from. My learned friends on the other side point to the Ba& of Fundy. They
say there is a bay which Great Britain contended came wi i in the convention

of 1518, and yet she was obli , in conseq of the d ion given by Mr.,
Bates in the case of the Washington in 1854, to recede from that position in ref-
erence to that bay. I beg tosay that Great Britain did not e,

It was stated on the other side that it was resadjudicala. Isay itisnot. Itis
wholly improbable that the Bay of Fundy will ever again me & matter of
contest between the two nations; butthefact in regard to that caseis that Great
Britain gave the United States the right to doin that bay that which answered
their purpose quite as well as if she had abandoned her claim,. Sherelaxed any
alaim that she had by the convention of 1815, and that relaxation lias never been
departed from, and in all human probability never will be departed from for all
time to come. DBut it is relaxation, and nothing else.

Mr. GRAY, Thatassertion was made by the British counsel in 1877.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; that assertion was made, as has been
remarked by my colleague, by the British counsel representing the
British Government before the Halifax Commission, in which he most
distinetly affirmed the headland claim of the British Government; and
yet it has been said in debate here that that claim has beenabandoned
or virtnally abandoned, and our negotiators have been charged with
not pressing our opposition to it with sufficient energy and vigor so as
to obtain an acknowledgment of its abandonment in the treaty.

Baut, sir, the British Government has never abandoned it, and I re-

again that she never can abandon it further than she has in this
treaty and hold her northern provinces in allegiance to herself. It is
a vital question to the people of the northern provinces, and they will
assert it and they will demand of Great Britain as her dependencies that
she shall interpose to protect them, and this concession made in this
treaty on that question, Mr. Ellis acknowledges in the debate to which
I have referred, has been made as a practical abandonment of the head-
land theory in this treaty, which was never done before.

Mr. Trescot has been very officions in his strictures and censures
upon this treaty, perhaps a little intensified because he was not em-
ployed as one of the negotiators of the treaty. He, too, in that discus-
sion before the Halifax Commission recognized this treaty, and made
some statements which I do not agree with entirely; nevertheless he
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acknowledged this headland theory to be an existing question between
the two governments. On page 1639 of the same volume he said:
Then, with regard to the character of the convention of 1818, I wish to put
on record here my profonnd conviction that, by every rule of diplomatie inter-
pretation and by every established precedent, the convention of 1518 was abro-
gated by the treaty of 1854 and that when that treaty was ended, in 1866, the
United States and Great Britain were rel to the treaty of 1783 as the regu-
lator of their rights. That gmposition 1 will maintain whenever the proper
time arrives. But certainly I am not at liberty to take that ground here at all,
and for this reason: that by the action of the two governments and by the for-
mal ineorporation,so to ak,of the treaty of 1818 in the treaty of 1871, that
ireaty is made the practical rule of decision in this case; co nently, we have
nothing to do with that, except to say this: that the :reatynz?qlﬂs depends for
its validity and its existence upon the headland question; that the two stand or
fall together; because the convention of 1818 was a relinquishment of certain
rights upon certain conditions, and if those conditions are not understood in
the same sense by the parties to the contract, the cgntract ends or is to be sub-
mitted to arbitration. If,then,the treaty of 1871 should end,with nothing else
to supply its place, it would be absolutely necessary either that the headland
g::s:llligé should be settled or the convention of 15818 should be considered as

After giving his views upon that subject; that on the termination of
the treaty of 1871 we were remitted back to the treaty of 1783, I deny
that Mr. Trescot is a very reliable censor of this treaty.

We had as well deal frankly with this matter. The headland con-
tention had never been abandoned by Great Britain, but had been
steadily insisted upon whenever it was deemed necessary to assert
it. I do not say that the claim of England in that matter is right, I
am only saying that she had steadily insisted upon it, and that the
assertion that she had withdrawn from that contention is confradicted
by the repeated declarations of her public men and diplomatic agents
authorized to speak for her on the subject. For nearly seventy years
she has denied our right to enter the bays and other waters over which
her territorial jurisdiction extends {except by her permission, as under
the treaties of 1854 and 1871), for the purpose of fishing or preparing
to fish therein. This treaty settles that controversy, and if ratified
will prevent any possibility of disagreement between the two countries
hereafter on that subject. Is it not a matter of great importance to
settle a dispute of long standing which at times has threatened to dis-
turb the amicable relations between this country and England, and
which remaining unsettled might put in peril not only the commer-
cial interests but the peace of both countries?

Dut it is said that in agreeing to the delimitations of bays fixed
in the treaty and those to be determined by a joint commission ounr
negotiators surrendered our right to fish in large bodies of water where
we were clearly entitled to enter for that purpose. That is hardly a
fair statement of the ease. Our claim of right to fish in the bays
marked by delimitations was a disputed claim as persistently denied
by England and the provinces as asserted by our own Government.
The treaty surrenders no admitted American rights, but simply agrees
to an egquitable and honorable compromise of a disputed guestion which
seventy years of controversy had failed to settle. But admitting for
the sake of theargnment that the delimitations provided forin the treaty
yield up a clear right of fishery in the waters so marked, may we not
assert that the treaty secures much more valuable rights to our fisher-
men than the privilege of fishing in the bays from which they are to
be excluded by it?

The tenth and eleventh articles of the treaty—to say nothing of
other valuable rights secured to our fishing vessels—confer immunities
and privileges heretofore deemed indispensable to our fishing fleet and
the denial of which has been a subject of bitter complaint for many
years. These provisions of the treaty guaranty our fishermen from
the annoyances and tronbles to which they have heretofore been sub-
jected and will prove, if the treaty is ratified, of inestimable value in
the future prosecation of their business. The delimitations agreed upon
in the treaty exclude us from no bays in which our right to fish was
undisputed, and surrender no claim of right which has any practical
value whatever. The statement, therefore, that the treaty surrenders
any valuable right is fanciful and fallacions, and is contradicted not
only by the sworn testimony of numerous persons engaged in the fish-
ing business, but by the written report signed by mémbers of the Sen-
ate who now urge this objection to the treaty.

The objection made to the treaty founded on the allegation that it
gives np any right of fishing anywhere does not discriminate between
a disputed claim of right and a recognized and undisputed right. We
claimed the right under the treaty of 1818 to fish in the bays and creeks
of the provinces ontside of 3 miles from the shores. England has never
admitted this claim, but denied it absolutely and persistently, so that
the treaty surrenders no admitted right, but simply agrees to a settle-
ment of a disputed claim which for seventy years has been strenuously
resisted and denied by England and her dependencies. We have had
able men at the head of the State Department who have discussed the
headland question with English statesmen without obtaining from that
Government the faintest intimation that our construction of the treaty
of 1818 would ever be admitted. Did any of the distinguished men
who for fifty years preceded the present Secretary of State—Mr. Web-
ster, Mr. Seward, Mr. Fish, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Evarts, Mr. Frelinghuy-
sen—some of whom discussed this guestion with British ministers and
heads of their foreign offices, and all of whom had the question open be-
fore them, obtain the slightest recognition of the justice of ou.rcﬁi.m to

fish in the bays over which the jurisdiction of the provinces extended ?
The assertion, therefore, that the treaty surrenders a right to fish in
British bays is not only a misconception but a misrepresentation of the
facts in the case, and does great injustice not only to our negotiatorsof
the freaty but to former Secretaries of State who have failed to have
such right acknowledged.

In saying, Mr. President, that this treaty surrenders no admitted
right of fishery in British waters, but only compromises a disputed
point, I do not wish to be understood as denying that our contention
was just. I will not go even so far in that direction as Mr. Webster
when he said:

It would appear that by a strict and rigid construction of thisarticle—

In the treaty of 1818—

fishing vessels of the United States are precluded from entering into the bays,
ete.

And that—

It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to make so large a
coneession to England.

I go no further in saying that this treaty abandons noadmitted right,
but only agrees to settle a disputed claim, than Mr. Evarts went when,
as Secretary of State, he characterized the contention as an—
irreconecilable disputation as to the true intent covered by the somewhat céare-
less and certainly incomplete text of the convention of 1818,

I will not go so far as Mr. Edward Everett when, in his correspond-
ence with Lord Aberdeen, May 25, 1844, after stating what our rights
had been under the treaty of 1783 and then guoting the language of
the treaty of 1818, he went on to remark:

The existing doubt as to the construction of the provision arises from the fact
that a broad arm of the sea runs up to the northeast, between the provinces of
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. This arm of the sea, being commonly called
the Bay of Fundy, though not in redlity possessing all the characters usually
implied by the term ' bay,” has of late years been claimed by the provincial
authorities of Nova Scotia to be included among ' the coasts, bays, creeks, and
harbors” forbidden to American fishermen. ‘

He denied that the Bay of Fundy was such a body of water as was
included in those terms; and he went on to say:

An examination of the map is sufficient to show the doubtful nature of this
construction. It was notoriously the object of the article of the treaty in ques-
tion to put an end to the difficulties which had grown out of the o tions of
the fishermen from the United States, along the coasts and upon the shores of
the settled portions of the country; and, for that purpose, to remove their ves-
sels to a distance not exceeding 3 miles from the same. In estimating this
distance, the undersigned admits it to be the intent of the treaty, as it is itself
reasonnble, to have regard fo the general line of the coast; and to consider its
bays, creeks, and harbors—that is, the indentations usually so accounted —as in-
cluded within that line.

I do not go so far as Mr. Edward Everett went in 1844, and yet I
suppose the Senator from Colorado will think thatI am, as he has char-
acterized the action of others, taking the British or Canadian side or
this ease. I do not care where the truth may lead, I shall follow that
light to the veryshades and abode of darkness rather than be untrue
to my own convictions. But in this argument I am not attempting to
defend the British construction. I am saying that I donot goas far as
Mr. Edward Everett went in that line. Ido notgo asfaras Mr. Daniel
Wehster wenf. I go no further than the Senator from New York [ Mr.
Evarts] went when he was Secretary of State.

With these declarations of Mr. Webster and Mr. EVARTS on the
official records of the country, am I not justified in saying that the
allegation that the treaty surrenders a valuable right of fishery in
British waters is unjust and untrune? It surrenders no admitted right,
but simply settles by compromise a long disputed claim of a right to
take fish in certain bays lying wholly within the territorial limit and
jurisdiction of England and her North American possessions—a privi-
lege, if nndisputed, of no practical value to ns, as must be admitted by
every member of the Senate who has read the testimony of the fisher-
men themselves taken before a committee of this body, as well as that
presented by this Government before the Halifax Commission. The
denunciation of this treaty on the allegation of a surrender of Ameri-
can rights when no admitted right has been given up and no claim of
right of any possible value has been abandoned, can find no justifica-
tion or excuse in the mind of any man who wishes to form an honest
judgment of the treaty.

Let us now look at the testimony bearing on the value of fishing
rights to American citizens in the waters from which they are to be
excluded by this treaty. That question has been fully examined, and
the evidence obtained under oath is in the possession of the Senate, so
that no mistake can be made nupon that question.

On this point I shall cite, first, some of the evidence submitted by
Mr. Dwight Foster, charged with the management of the American
case before the Halifax Commission, in 1877. The testimony and state-
ments of the Gloucester fishermen were presented before that commis-
sion to prove what was the actual value of the fishing rights in the
waters of the Gulf of St. Lawrence and those appurtenant thereto. I
can not read all the testimony which was taken in that case; it isvery
voluminous, but I will read some of the testimony to show the general
character of all the testimony given by the fishermen and the men en-
gaged in the fishing business in Gloucester, showing that the fishing
rights in those waters are of no value whatever to the American fisher-
men at the present time.
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Mr, Michael Walen, a fisherman, states:

Most of our vessels are codﬂ.shin€ on the ocean banks and some of them are
off our own shores mackereling. We send no vessels into the Bay of 8t, Law-
rence this year. Our experience is that the mackerel fishery there is a failure.
Last year we sent one vessel 150 tons with 20 men, and she brought home as her
geason's work 70 barrels of mackerel. As that ﬂ.nhary has been the last five
years, to pursue it would be ruinous. Our vessels enter British waters only for
supplies and bait, tor which we pay cash.

Benjamin Maddocks & Co. say:

We employed apart of our fleet in the Bay St. Lawrence fisheries during the
years 1871-'72-'73, and found it to be a losing business, and since 1873 we have
employed our vessels in the Grand Banks and Georﬁ: and American shore fish-
eries, with the exception of one trip to the Bay St. Lawrence in 1874, which did
not pay one-half the expenses of the voyage, and we consider the Bay 8t. Law-
rence fisheries entirely worthless to us, and have so considered them for the
past four or five years.

Mr. George Dennis and Mr. George Tucker say:

Our vessels are mostly confined to ocean banks for fish. We do not take any
fish in British waters. The Bay Si. Lawrence fisheries have proved a failure
in our experience. Vesselsscent there for the past five yearshave not paid their
expenses, and to continue the business in that direction would prove ruinous.

Mr. Samuel Haskel states:

Have sent no vessels into the Bay of 8t. Lawrence the last two years, the
bay fishing does not pay the nses. The last years I vessels there, in
1873-'4, they did not pay for their ontfits. The mackerel are poor, worth one-
third less than shore mackerel, it is a bad to use a seine, s long time is
required for a trip, and to pursue the bay fis mr?', and that alone, would fail any
firm in Gloucester. 1t is entirely and practlically useless to us as a fishery.

Not less than fifty different witnesses whom the Government of the
United States produced before the Halifax Commission have testified
in the same strain in reference to the value of those fishing rights.

I might here refer to the statement of the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations of the Senate, after taking the testimony two yearsago in Glon-
cester, Provincetown, and Portland, Me., they came back to the Senate
and by a written report, drawn by the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, declared emphatically that those waters were not good fishing
grounds. Perhaps 1 might as well read some portion of that report:

From the investigations made by the committee during the last summer and
fall, and as the result of the great masa of testimony taken by it and herewith
returned, the committee believe it to be clear, beyond all dispute, that the right
to fish within 3 miles of the Dominion shores is of no practical advantage what-
ever to American fishermen. The cod and halibut ng has been for many
years almost entirely carried on at long distances from the shores, in the deep
waters, on banks, ete,; and it is believed that were there absolute liberty for
Americans to fish, without restriction or regulation of any kind, within 3 miles
of the Dominion shores, no such fisherman would ever think of going there for
the purpose of catching cod or halibut,

L] L L]

. ® . .
In view of all these facts, well known to the t body of the citizens of the
United States engaged in fisheries and embrac every variety of interest con-

nected therewith, from the wholesale dealer, veasel-owner, and outfifter, to that
portion of the ecrew who receive the smallest share of the venture, it must be
considered as conclusively established that there would be no material value
whatever in the t by the British Government to American fishermen of
absolutely free fishing; and in this conclusion it will be seen, by a reference to
the testimony, that all these interests fully concur.

I might cite the testimony of witnesses who were examined by asub-
committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations two years ago, and
show from that testimony that, withoutalmost a single exception, the
general opinion was that the bay fishing, which is now esteemed by the
ol?hpoaers of this treaty as being valuable, is of no practical advantage
whatever.

With this proof that the waters from which this treaty excludes
American fishermen is entirely valueless for fishing purposes—waters
into which En?and has contended we had no right to enter by our own
agreement in 1818—how can Senators declare that this treaty sur-
renders any right or privilege of the least practical value to us, how
can they justify a rejection of the treaty which secures valuable com-
mercial privileges to our fishermen and guaranties the future peace of
the country upon a pretense so fallacious, not to say so criminally in-
different to the interest of the country ?

But, Mr. President, this treaty is not to be passed upon in this Sen-
ate upon its value to the country or the fishermen of New England. It
is to be made an issue in the Presidential election. It is hoped that
prejudices may be aroused against England and the Canadians in the
minds of a class of voters that can be made to tell against President
Cleveland and the party of which he is the candidate. It was feared
that the settlement of a long-standing controversy which Republican
administrations had failed to adjust might commend the President and

_ his administration still more strongly to the favor and confidence of the
country, and partisan interests are supposed to require the rejection of
any treaty which he might conclude with Great Britain on the subject.
Long before this treaty was negotiated, and even before the negotiators
had entered upon the consideration of the questionsinvolved, the Pres-
ident was assailed for consenting to attempt an honorable settlement by
diplomacy. The public présswas made the vehicle of assanlt, not only
on the foreign plenipotentiaries, but also on the Secretary of State, in
order fo poison the public mind and prevent a fair consideration of the
conclusions reached.

The President could have made no settlement of the question which
would have met the approval of a majority of the other side of this
Chamber. A few of the more conservative Republican Senators might
have been willing, if party exigencies would have itted it, to agree
to a settlement of the dispute, but the more active and daring party

leaders, who saw in the succets of the Republican party a greater hoon
than in the commereial prosperity and peace of the country, would have
agreed to no settlement that would have deprived them of the oppor-
tunity of appealing to the prejudices entertained by a class of voters
against England. It is votes they want, not a settlement of the con-
troversy, however honorable or beneficial. Had a Republican admin-
istration negotiated this treaty every Republican Senator would have
approved of it; and because it has been sent here by a Democratie Presi-
dent, they have determined in party cauncus to vote against its ratifica-
tion.

The consideration of the treaty in open session was a mandate of a
party caucus in order that their appeal to the prejudices of voters
against England might have its full force and produce the effect de-
sired. To accomplish & partisan purpose the rules of this body requir-
ing the consideration of treaties to be with closed doors, which have
been in force from the beginning of the Government, have been sus-
pended by caucus arrangement, not because the interest of the Gov-
ernment would be promoted thereby, but because it was supposed
that party interests could be enhanced by a public tirade against a
Democratic Administration for negotiating the treaty.

To what base uses we may return, Horatio,

The Senate of the United States made by the Constitution a part of
the treaty-making power of the Governmenf, under the mandate of a
party caucus abhdicates the high functions assigned it by the Constitu-
tion, and debases and degrades its executive powers into a political
machine to further supposed party interests. Bear with me, my Re-
publican friends, while I tell you in plain language that your action
in reference to this treaty whether judged from the motives which
prompt it, the circnmstances surrounding it, or the consequences likely
to result from it, is wholly indefensible, and merits, and should receive,
the condemnation of your countrymen. ;

For urposes alone this treaty isto be rejected and the country
remitted back to the long-standing contention which has been the
source of so much disquietude and apprehension in the past, and may
prove a more serious impediment to the friendly relations which it is
our interest to preserve with England and our neighbors on the north.

When you reject this treaty which proposes an honorable and friendly
adjustment of the questions of which it treats, what do you propose ?
Can you hope to secure any better settlement by negotiation? You do
not want any negotiation, and the report of the Committee on Foreign
Relations which you will adopt in the passage of the resolution before
the Senate virtually so declares, and impliedly at least censures the
President for attempting a settlement of the dispute by negotiation.
It is not likely that the President will proceed further by diplomacy,
or that he could obtain better terms in any future effort in that direc-
tion.

What then will yon do? There is but one other mode of peaceable
settlement, and that is by arbitration. We have had some experience
in the settlement of fishery questions in that mode, and I apprehend
no member on the other side of this Chamber would vote for a resolu-
tion authorizing the President to submit the matter in controversy to
arbitration. Insuch a settlement the respective rights of the two gov-
ernments would have to be determined by the construction placed by
the arbitrators on the treaty of 1818. Neither thelaws of nations nor
the laws of humanity could be invoked in our behalf, but the plain
langunage and intent of that unfortunate treaty would govern the de-
cision to be made.

One of the questions submitted under that treaty would be the head-
land question. Does any one suppose that that question would be de-
termined more favorably to us by arbitration than it is by this treaty ?
For one I have no hesitation in saying that no rational expectation
could be entertained of such a result. Neither inmy judgment would
more liberal commercial privileges be accorded to our fishing vessels by
arbitrators than are secured to them in the treaty before the Renate,
without securing to Canada a full equivalent therefor in some form.

If England should make the proposition to submit the questions
agreed upon in this treaty to arbitration, and the respective rights or
the two Governments to be determined by the true intent and mean-
ing of the treaty of 1818, I doubt whether there is a single member of
the Senate on the other side of this Chamber that would be willing to
accept the offer. Then, when this treaty is rejected, as it will be, for
partisan considerations alone, what will be the result? The contention
will remain unsettled, England and the provinces will maintain the
position they have occupied in reference to our fishermen, and the same
complaints will be heard against the enforcement of these statutes re-
lating to foreign fishing vessels.

The remedy i;a:po&ed by the other side of this Chamber is retaliation.
The President been anthorized, in his discretion, to resort to that
measure, and perhaps a power of that character could not have been
conferred npon any one less likely to abuse it. Still it is a dangerous
power to rest in the discretion of any man. Nothing less than the in-
vestiture of the President with the power to adopt measures that may
suspend commercial intercourse not only with Canada and the provinces
but with England herself. Retaliation in any form is an unfriendl
act, and when adopted may lead to consequences not anticipated. I#
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is well calenlated to provoke resentment in those against whom it is
directed, and they will be at liberty to oppose it with such measures
as they may deem necessary. Is it likely that any act of retaliation on
our part would not be met by some measure equally prejudicial and
offensive to us? Where would these hostile and unfriendly measures
stop? Would they not be likely to lead to serious interruption of our
commercial relations not only with Canada but also with England,
which would sooner or later be involved in any commercial war with
her North American possessions?

Suppose the President in the exercise of his discretion should issue
a proclamation prohibiting the introdunction of Canadian fish into this
country, as is desired by the New England fishermen and Senators rep-
resenting their interests, what would be the result? The first effect
would be to diminish largely the supply of fish food to the people of
the country. This wonld be a serious matter to a large class of per-
sons who from limited means are compelled to buy fish instead of

_ meats, There are hundreds and thousands of poor people in the land
who are compelled to live on the cheapest food they can buy, and to
limit the supply of fish in our markets would be a serious calamity to
them. The second effect of such a measure would be to put up the
price of fish and increase largely the profits of the fish trusts and specu-
lators at the expense of those who use fish as o necessity or a luxury.
This is the result that is desired by many of those who want this treaty
rejected and retaliation adopted. The fact is, that underlying this
whole controversy is the effort of the fish syndicates and trusts of New
England to obtain the prohibition of Canadian fish into this country, so
that they may have a monopoly of the market and increase their
profits on their business. If these shounld prove to be the only effects of
retaliatory measunres they wonld be too serious to justify retaliation if
redress can be had in any other manner.

But suppose retaliation shounld result in the suspension of commer-
cial relations generally with Canada, a result not improbable if the
first step is taken, would we not be greatly the loser by srch inter-
ruption of commercial relations? Our exports to Canada are largely
in excess of our imports from that country, and we need markets for
our products of every kind. But are we sure that a resort to retalia-
tory measures would stop with the prohibition of the importation of
Canadian fish or the suspension of commercial relations with that
country? Might it not disturb onr commercial relations with England
and affect serionsly our markets for agricultural products in that guar-
ter? England can not fail to become involved in any quarrel with
Canada, and however much she might and doubtless would regret any
disturbance of her present relations with this country she is so related
to her North American provinces that their quarrels must become her
own. I will not pursue this thonght further, but leave it for the re-
flection of those so anxious to see the President resort to retaliation
instead of negotiation for the settlement of this dispute.

But the President would not be justified in resorting to retaliation,
notwithstanding you have conferred npon him in his discretion author-
ity to do so. The President has sent here a message with the treaty
laid before the Senate, in which he declares that in his belief—

It supplies a satisfactory, practical, and final adjustment upon a basis honor-
.ell;:ltlei;‘an just to both parties of the difficult and vexed questions towhich it re-

With that conviction resting on his mind, how can he consistently
resort to measures of an uniriendly character when England is willing
1o settle the difficulties and offers to do so in a manner which he says
is honorable and just to both parties?

8ir, I do not hesitate to say that in my opinion it would be an abuse
of the discretion reposed in the President if he were now to adopt any
measure of retaliation with the offer of England open for acceptance
to settle the questions embraced in the treaty in a manner honorable
and just to this country.

What would be the judgment of the nations of the earth if the Presi-
dent, acting upon his own discretion, not under the compulsion of legis-
lative requirement, should assume a hostile position toward England
and her North American possessions with that declaration of his mes-
sage upon the records of the country and known to the world? Con-
gress can, if it desires, enact a law that it will be the duty of the Presi-
dent to execute; but the law which was passed at the last session sim-
ply invested the President with discretionary authority to resort to
retaliatory measures, but the exercise of the authority conferred rests
in his own discretion; and while he believes that England is ready to
accede to all our just demaunds, he can not properly seek to enforce our
rights by unfriendly and hostile acts of hisown motion. Let Congress,
if it desires to try belligerent measures, assume the responsibility and
enact a law the responsibility for the execution of which will rest upon
Congress and not in the discretion of the President. Senators, if you
want a suspension of commercial relations with Canada and England or
war of any other kind, say so, but do not hide behind executive discre-
tion and try to evade the respousibility for the consequences that may
ensue.

And now, Mr. President, let me say that in my opinion whenever a
resort is had to retaliation, either by the President, acting upon hisown
discretion nnder the authority already given him, or under the uncon-
ditional requirement of law hereafter to be enacted, we will enter upon

a commercial warfare as disastrous to us as we can make it to the Do-
minion Government or England herself. Any people having a proper
regard to their honor and the t of the world,will not submit to
unfriendly acts of retaliation for alleged injuries which they deny with-
out meeting retaliatory measures with acts equally as unfriendly and
hostile. We haveas greatinterests at stake as Canada or England, and
any interruption of friendly commercial relations would tell as seriously
upon this country as upon them. Let us not flatter ourselves that the
whip is altogether in our own hands. They candoas well withoutour
markets as we can do without theirs, and shall we rashly put in jeop-
ardy our agricaltural and other interests by a resort to a policy which
may lead to consequences so disastrons? Our commerce with the Do-
minion, already considerable, is steadily increasing.

We export annually to the British possessions in North America prod-
uets to the value of from $40,000,000 to $50,000,000, and import there-
from goods to the value of from $30,000,000to §40,000,000. 'This trade
with Canada is greater than with any South American state, and larger
than with most European countries, Our frade with England is greater
than with all Europe; beside, she furnishes the principal market for our
snrplus products, especially agricultural products. We furaish €0 per
cent. of her breadstufls; and but for the demand which she makes for
our flour, wheat, corn, and meats, we should have no market for our
surplus grain and other products, and farming lands would not be worth
half their present value. We can not afford at the dictation of a few
persons engaged in fishing in northern waters to put in jeopardy the
great commercial and agricultural interests of the American people, even
if the peace of the country should not be disturbed.

The other side of this Chamber justify their opposition to this treaty
upon the pretense that it wonld prove injurious to the fishermen of
New England. Such an assumption is unwarranted by the provisions
of the treaty, which if ratified would prove of great valne to them. If
furnishes, Liowever, another illustration of the readiness of the Repub-
lican party to sacrifice the public good in order to advance the interests
of individuals and classes of men. Through every period of that par-
ty's history private interests have been fostered at the expense of the
great body of the people of the country. It gave away a large portion
of valuable public lands to corporations and associations of eapitalists,
and thereby prevented thonsands of honest men from procuring from
the Government cheap homes for themselves and their families. Its
financial policy and legislation, when in the absolute control of the
Government, was in the interest of monopolies and capitalists, and op-
pressive to the poorer classes of the community—enriching the few at
the expense of the many.

It has maintained a system of excessive and burdensome taxation,
imposed to meet the exigencies of the civil war, for more than twenty
years after its termination, and which is yielding a large surplus be-
yond the necessities of the Government, solely for the purpose of pro-
tecting the manufacturing interests of the country and enabling them
to extort hundreds of millions of dollars in excess of fair profits from
the people of the country who are compelled to buy and consume their
products. And now, when the Treasury is overflowing with a con-
stantly increasing surplus of money needed in the business of the conn-
try, and which must eventually, unless arrested, result in financial em-
barrassment and disaster to individuals and general depression and
paralysis to the business world, they are resisting a modification of the
tarif’ taxation which is producing that resnlt from a desire and pur-
pose to render the great mass of the people tributary to the few. The
opposition to this treaty on the other side of the Chamber, on the un-
warranted allegation that it is detrimental to local and individual in-
terests, furnishes further proof that the Republican party is ready and
willing to sacrifice the public welfare, and even the peace of the conn-
try, in order to promote the interests of a very small portion of the peo-
ple of Maine and Massachusetts engaged in a laudable but private en-
terprise,

I appreciate as highly as gentlemen on the other side of this Cham-
ber the character and services of the American fishermen, and would be
as far from inflicting injury upon them. The men who put their money
in the business are perhaps not better paid on their investments than
those engaged in other occupations. Many of them, perhaps all, are
worthy citizens, but they are not generally the men who brave the
dangers of the deep and go out in vessels and dories to take the fish
from the water. Many of the latter, who are relied upon to recruit
our Navy in time of war by Senators who urge the rejection of this
treaty, are not American citizens, but natives of the provinces, and
who, in case of war between this country and England, would in all
probability erlist in her navy and not in ours. I listened the other
day to the eulogy of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR] upon
the prowess and bravery of the American fishermen in the wars of the
past, and have no disposition to deny the value of their services, both
in peace and war, but I apprehend that the past history of this country
will reveal the fact that the glory of the American Navy has not been
wholly due to New England fishermen; nor do I believe that the fua-
ture greatness or safety of the Republic will depend entirely upon the
valor or statesmanship of that section of the country. If Massachu-
setts wonld remit or greatly abate her taxation upon the vessel prop-
erty of her fishermen, and her Senators would unite in an effort to
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modify the tariff upon the materials that enter into the construction
of their fishing vessels, the owners of such vessels wounld realize greater
profits from their investments, and be able to pay higher wages to the
men who man them.

It has been intimated in debate that this side of the Chamber and
the Democratic party support this treaty and are willing to surrender
American rights through timidity and fear of strife with England. I
shall not deny, Mr. President, that the Democracy of the country be-
lieve that its prosperity and the happiness of the American people will
best be promoted by maintaining an honorable peace with all the
nations of the earth, and would regret the necessity which would
compel a resort to acts of hostility to maintain its honor or defend its
rights. But I deny most emphatically that any Senator on thisside of
the Chamber or any member of the Democratic party, either in publie
or private life, is willing tosurrender the rights or is indifferent to the
honor of his conntry from any cause whatever, or that this treaty makes
any such surrender or abandons any just right.

The insinunation that it is supported by any one from fear of England
or any other power is unjust and untrue, and can neither impeach the
patriotism of those who favor the treaty nor prove the bravery or courage
of the men who oppose it. I the time should ever come when the
rights of this country could only be maintained by the arbitrament of
the sword, the men of all parties and all sectionsof this country wounld
vie with each other in eagerness for the fray. I pitty, sir, the igno-
ranceand despise the dishonesty that can attribute to any portion of the
American people a willingness to surrender the justrights of their Gov-
ernment through fear of any poweron earth. Such an argument is un-
wor;}:y of the Senate, and proves the want of valid objection to the treaty
itself.

Mr. President, I sincerely regret that a great public question affect-
ing our foreign relations should have been made the subject of political
- discussion. It ought to be considered solely with reference to the honor
and welfare of the country and not with reference to party interests.
But the other side of this Chamber has deliberately and premeditatedly
and by caucus arrangement made this treaty the occasion for partisan
assault upon the Administration and the Democratic party. They
have denounced the President for attempting to settle by diplomacy an
irritating question in dispute between this country and England, and
assailed with v abuse the Secretary of State for the part he was
compelled by his position to take in the negotiation. No more un-
justifiable assault was ever made upon a high public official than has
been made npon Mr. Bayard by his political enemies in this Chamber
and in the Republican press of the country. He has been denounced
as willing to surrender the honor and interests of his conntry or too
weak and pusillanimous to maintain them.

Sir, if a sense of justice to a high official who has given the best years
of his life to the public service was insufficient to restrain the unmerited
vituperation which party malignity had heaped upon him in this de-
bate, a decent respect for the truth should have done so.

No man that has ever filled the office of Secretary of State has more
earnestly labored to promote the interests and maintain the honor of
his country in its relations with foreign countries, and but few that
have occupied the position have manifested equal fidelity and ability in
the discharge of the duties which it imposes. It may be that his suc-
cess in securing an honorable adjustment in the pending treaty of a
long-standing controversy which his Republican predecessors in office
were unable to secure may, in part at least, inspire the assaults upon
his character and the treaty which he has negotiated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair.) If there
be no objection, the SBenate will proceed to the consideration of legis-
lative business.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil
expenses 6f the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1889,and
for other purposes.

The motion was a to.

“Mr. ALLISON. I yield for rontine business.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLESs,
jts Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain corporations {0 become surety
in cases within the jurisdiction of Federal courts and Departments;

A bill (H. R. 4239% for the relief of P. H. Winston;

A bill (H. R. 8025) to amend an act entitled ** An act to extend the
jurisdiction of the district and cirenit courts of the United States for
the sonthern district of Florida,’’ approved February 3, 1879;

A bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina;

A bill (H. R. 7643) to establish a United States land court, and to
provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land
claims in the Territory of New Mexico and in the State of Colorado;

A bill EH. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others;

A bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; N

A bill (H. R. 10041) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the cir-
cuit and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters;

A bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher; and

A bill (H. R. 10578) for the relief of Rufus Lowe and C. M. Loftin.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions adopted by the conference of
woolen manufacturers, wool-growers, and wool-dealers, held at Wash-
ington, D. C., January 14, 1888, favoring the protection by tariff of the
production and mannfacture of wool. 1 move that the resolutions be
printed in document form and referred to the Committee on Finance.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of citizens of Goodhue County, Min-
nesota, praying for the passage of certain amendments of the interstate
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate-
Commerce.

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of salmon-packers and other
citizens of Portland, Oregon, praying for the repaymentin full of duties
paid on imported tin when made into cans and exported containing
American products; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Norman Wiard, of Washing-
ton, D. C., praying for the adoption of the armament projected by him
and proposed for the coast-defense forts of the United States by the
American Standard Ordnance Company of New York; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (S. 3379) in regard to a monumental column to com-
memorate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000, reported
it without amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 1o whom

was referred the bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson,
asked that the committee be discharged from the further consideration
of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which
was agreed to.
Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to whom was referred the bill (3. 3193) directing the commissioners
of the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown a part of an
alley in square 120, in the city of Washington, on certain conditions,
reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

REPOSITORY FOR HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS.

Mr. EVARTS. I present, from the Committee on the Library, a re-
port relating to the expediency of establishing a repository for the cus-
tody of historical papers and documents presented to or acquired by
the Government. I have offered, by direction of that committee, an
amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and this report which
is presented by the committee has the advantage of Mr. Spofford’s
very accurate and careful statement, and I ask that it may be printed
in the RECORD, and also printed in document form.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York asks
that the report to which he refers be printed in the RECORD and be
pri:llted in document form. If there is no objection that order will be
made.

The report is as follows:

Report as to the expediency of a repository or de| ment of historical manu-
scripts in the Congressional Library.

The collection and preservation of historical records should be an object of
national concern. In every country there are many scattered collections ot
manuseripts valuable to historical inquirers, but comparatively inaccessible be-
cause they are either in private hands or in the archives of societies loeal in
character and not widely known. In some European nations publie attention
has long since been drawn to the importance of enlarging the national collee-
tions of state papers and government archives by the addition of manuseriptsin
private hands.

Thus, in the archives of the French Government, and in the National Library
at Paris, are preserved a great mass of personal memoirs, journals, records,
military and civil, and private letters of inestimable value as materials for his-
tory. InGreat Britain, so powerful has been the interest in this subject during
the present generation, that a royal commission on historieal manuscripts,
created in 1869, has made extensive though not exhaustive researches among
the ous private reposilories of papers in that country, until there have
been published as the results of their labor twelve folio volumes of reports,
filled with detailed descriptions of the manuseript treasures existing through-
out Great Brilain. At the same time, the British parlinment has for many years
past expended large sums for the special purchase of manusoripts, besides the
regular annual grant of $50,000 (£10,000) for printed books, and 12,000 (£2,400) for
manuscripts devoted to the increase of that great national collection, the library
of the British Museum, This is exclusive of large sums devoted to the publica-

tion of historical ipts, cal of stale papers, ete.

In the United Staten.whire"mun!: zeal and energy have long been manifested
bycFﬂvata individuals and historical societies in the collection of manuscripts
and autographs, little has yet been done by the General Government in this
direction. The purchase by Congress, through successive l:{)proprialions, of
the papers of Washington, Madison, Jefferson, Monroe, Franklin, and Rocham-
beau represents all the notableaequisltlona of manuscripts by our Government,
although these areof inestimable value. The historical library of Peter Force, of
Washington, however, purchased by Congress in 1867, brought with it a large
assemblage of historical and military padpers. journals, orderly books, letters,
ete., of the period of the Revolution and later, which are chronoclogically ar-
ranged, and present much material of great interest to historieal inquirers.
That this extensive collection of books, manuscripts, maps, and newspapers
was saved through a wise and timely purchase by the Government from being
dispersed in the possession of numerous scattered collectors is matter of con-
gratulation with all who appreciate the importance of enriching our national

of material for historical research.
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It becomes constantly more apparent that a wise and careful expenditure in
the same direction is an aim worthy of the National Government, There is
abundant evidence that much valuable material in American history has per-
ished beyond recall into the hands of private owners, through the ravages of
fire, of damp, of insects, and other destructive agencies, while much more has
been lost or mutilated through the

rs. There is of late years, with the growth of the historical Bsirit in
our country, an active competition for autographs and manuscripts on the part
of individuals, societies, and public libraries. And Great Britain has become
an interested gatherer of American books, maps, and manuscripts, so that
there isrisk of valuable original material being taken out of the country through
the neglect of our own Government to secure it a place in the national archives
by timely action.

Alread, Ehotom-nphu and manusecripts of the Revolutionary period are sought
for by Pritish collectors, There are in the United States many private collec-
tions of manuseripts, like those of Mr. George Baneroft, un

ion of the Government.

wvalue, which should be made the nt
‘Where are the papers, public and private, left by the Presidents of the United
since the time of Monroe? The manuseripts and letters of a multitude
of other public officers, of the national or State governments, are scattered
among their posterity for the most part or in the possession of private owners.
Many of these collections represent invaluable material for politieal and m:
sonal history, which are in constant danger of perishing orof depletion. W
once scattered these manuscript records of the pastare rarely or never reunited.
In view of the erection now in progress of a commodious and fire-proof national
library building, the Joint Committee on the Library deem it a proper time to
¥ dthat asy tie effort should be made to collect and to preserve all
manuscript papers which may be offered to t_l‘erovernm_ 1 ent,

ignorance or want of appreciation of the

ue in historical

and to make pro-

vision for the purchase of ma ipts d T value. Upontheopen-
ing of the new Library, a special tor or custodian, of the requisite qualifiea-
tions, should be selected to have ¢ of the depart t of t

they should be made available to public use, under sunitable regulations é:::tg:ii
protection.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (8. 3389) to erect a public building
at Yonkers, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 2390) to create the Lincoln
land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

AMENDMENT TO A BILL.

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

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was

Ordered, That Esther G, Nally have leave to withdraw the papers in her case
from the files of the Senate.

WHEAT-GROWING DISTRICTS OF OREGON AND WASHINGTON.

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con-
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to transmit to
the Senate a recent report upon the whea wing districts of Oregon and
Washington Territory, prepared by-Second Lieut. Frank Green, Signal Corps,
under the direction of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army.

HOUSE BILLS REFEREED.

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary:

A bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain corporations to become surety
in cases within the jurisdiction of Federal courts and Departments;

A bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston;

A bill (H. R. 8025) to amend an act entitled ‘““An act to extend the
jurisdiction of the district and eircuit courts of the United States for
the southern district of Florida,’’ approved February 3, 1879;

A bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina;

A Dbill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others;

A bill EH. R. 8846) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins;

A bill (H. R. 10041) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the cir-
cuit and district courts to the Great Lakesand their connecting waters;

A bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher; and

A bill (H. R. 10578) for the relief of 1tufus Lowe and C. M. Loftin.

The bill (H. R. 7643) to establish a United States land ecourt and to
provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land claims
in the Territory of New Mexico and in the State of Colorado was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims.

INDIAN MARRIAGES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 928) in relation to mar-
riage between white men and Indian women.

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was, in seetion
1, line 4, after the word *‘ who,’’ to strike out the words ‘“ has married
or;’’ so as to make the section read:

That no white man, not otherwise a member of an{ tribe of Indians, who may
hereafter ma an Indian woman, member of any Indian tribe in the United
States or any of its Territories, except the five civilized tribes in the Indian Ter-
ritory, shall by such marriage hereafter acquire any right to any tribal prop-
f:ﬁia privilege, or interest whatever to which any member of such tribe is en-

The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, in section
2, line 2, after the word “* who,”” to strike out the words ‘ has been,
or;" so as to make the section read:

SEc. 2. That every Indian woman, member of any such tribe of Indians, who

may hereafter be married to any eitizen of the United States, is hereby declared
to become by such marriage a citizen of the United States, with all the rights,
privileges, and immunities of any such citizen, being a married woman: Pro-
vided, That nothing in this act contained shall impair or in any way affect the
rti:ghtior title of such married woman to any tribal property or any interest
therein,

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of
the House of Representatives.
The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FEOM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J.
Headly.

The{:u.eaaage also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 94)
for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late firm of
Cowan & Dickinson, with an amendment; in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate. ]

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its
amendment to the bill (8. 1082) to authorize the issnance of patent to
certain land in Arkansas, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed
Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. WHEELER, and Mr. PAYSON managers at the con-
ference on its part.

PEREZ DICKINSON,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez
Dickinson, surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson.

Mr. FAULKNER. Imove thatthe Senate non-concur in the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives, and request a conference on the

i ing votes of the two Houses.

The motion was agreed to. -

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was anthorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FAULKNER,
Mr. HoAR, and Mr. SPOONER were appointed.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the sundry civil appropriation bill be
proceeded with.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the
*bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other

urposes.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with
amendments,

Mr. ALLISON. T ask that the amendments of the Committee on
Appropriations may be considered as the bill is read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). If there be
1;9{ lohje('.tion, that course willbe pursued. The Secretary will read the

ill.

The reading of the bill was proceeded with. The first amendment
reported from the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head
of ‘*under the Treasury Department,”’ inthe appropriations for *‘ pub-
lic buildings,’’ on page 2, alter line 12, to insert:

For court-house and 'lpqnbvoﬂme at Bay City, Mich.: For purchase of sile and
commencement of building, $100,000. ;

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 18, to insert;

For post-office at Bridgeport, Conn.: For purchase of site and completion of
building, §150,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 4, before the word *‘ com-
plete,”’ to insert ‘‘and breakwater;’ and after *‘ complete,’’ to strike
out ‘“ten’’ and insert * fifteen;’’ so asto make the clause read:

For marine hospital at Chicago, 11l.: For approaches and breakwater com-
plete, $15,000,

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 6, before the word ‘‘ thou-
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’ and insert *‘ twenty-eight;’ so as to
make the clause read:

For repairs of post-office and custom-house building, Chieago, I11., $28 000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 8, to insert:

For court-house and post-office, Des Moines, Jown: To defray the expenses of
paving alley adjoining court-house and post-ofiice at Des Moines, Iowa, §514.42,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, after the word *‘limit,”’
to strike out *“one hundred and forty ’’ and insert *‘two hundred;?
and in line 15, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to insert:

Provided, That said buoilding may be loeated not less than 16 feet from any
other building.

Bo as to make the clause read:

. For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo, : For continuation of build-
ing under present limit, §200,000: Provided, That said building may be located
not less than 16 feet from any other building.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, after the words “‘site

@
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and,” to strike out *‘ commencement’’ and insert ‘‘ completion;’ and
in line 19, before the word *‘thounsand,” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and in-
sert *‘one hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read:

For court-house and post-office at Greenville, 8, C.;: For purchase of site and
completion of building, £100,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next anmendment was, on page 5, line 1, after the words ‘‘site
and,”’ to strike out ‘‘ commencement’’ and insert ‘‘ completion;’’ and
after the word *‘ building,’’ at the end of the line, tostrike ont ** thirty-
seven thousand five hundred’’ and insert “‘seventy-five thonsand;” so
as to make the clause read:

For court-house and post-office at Helena, Ark.: For purchase of siteand com-
pletion of building, $75,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 4, after the words ‘‘site
and,”’ to strike out ** commencement’’ and insert ‘‘ completion,’” and
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ building,” to strike out ** thirty "
and insert *‘sixty;’’ so as fo make the clause read:

For post-office at Hoboken, N. J.: For purchase of site and completion of
building, $60,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 5, to insert:

For post-office and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla.: I'or completion of
building under present limit, $30,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, alter line 11, to insert:

For post-office at Lincoln, Nebr,: For paving, curbing, grading, and setting
stone stepsabout iheli)osirotﬁce site and public grounds, and repairing the fount-
ain and walks on said grounds at Lincoln, Nebr,, $10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, afier the words *‘ al-
terations, and,”’ to strike out ‘*so forth’’ and insert ** other necessary
work; "’ so as to make the clause read:

For the United States Mint at Philadelphia, Pa.: For an additional story to,
and enlarging the building, including vault, alterations, and other necessary
work, $220, 000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 24, after the words *‘site
and,”’ tostrike out ‘‘ commencement ' and insert *‘completion;’’ and
in the same line, after the word *‘ building,”’ to strike out *‘ thirty”’
and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: -

For post-office nt Portsmouth, Ohio: For purchase of site and completion of
building, $60,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, after line 25, at the bottom of page 6, to
insert:

For custom-house at Portland, Oregon: For the purpose of reimbursing the
eity of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced out of its general fund in pay-

ment of street improvements assessed to the United States on the custom-house
block in that city, between March 1, 1859, and January 1, 1883, §!,271.82,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 8, to insert:

For marine hospital at Portland, Me.: For fornishing water supply, §2,000.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 20, to insert:

For custom-house at St. Louis, Mo.: To defray the expense of paving streets
in front of the custom-house at St. Louis, Mo., £1,056.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page B. line 1, after the word ** for,”
to strike ont ‘‘continunation’ and insert ‘‘ completion;”’ and in line
2, before the word *‘thonsand,’’ to strike ont ‘‘seventy-five ’’ and in-
sert “‘ one hundred and fifty; '’ so as to make the clanse read:

For courl-house and post-office at Savannah, Ga.: For completion of building
under present limit, $150,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, after the words ‘‘ site
and,’’ tostrike out ** commencerment *’ and insert ** completion;’’ and in
line 19, before the word *‘ thousand,”’ tostrike out ‘‘fifty ’’ and insert
‘*one hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read:

For court-house and post-office at Springficld, Mo.: For purchase of site and
complction of building, £100,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, after the words ‘‘site
and,”’ to strike out *‘ commencement’’ and insert ‘‘ completion;’ and
in line 25, before the word ** thousand,’’ to strike out *‘ fifty ' and in-
sert ‘‘one hundred; " so as to make the clause read:

For court-house and post-office at Texarkana, Ark.: For purchase of site and
completion of building, $100,000,

The amendiment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 4, to insert:

For court-house and post-office, Utica, N. Y.: Todefray the expense of paving
the streets infront of the court-house and post-office at Utica, N. J:’e £3,435.60.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 10, after the word *‘bunild-
ing,’” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred;"’ so as to make
the clause read:

I'or court-house and post-office at Vicksburg, Miss,: For purchase of site
and commencement of building, $100,000.

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the word ‘‘commencement’?
in that clause and insert *‘ completion.’’

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, after line 14, to insert:
ﬂx‘.;“or custom-houseat Wheeling, W. Va.: For necessary repairs of building, $27,-

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was to strike out the clanse from line 21, on
page 9, to the end of line 2, on page 10, as follows:

That the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize contracts to be made forthe
whole or any portion of any of the foregoing public buildings and the post-
oflice and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla., and the court-house and post-
office at Chattanooga, Tenn., within the limit of cost fixed by law as to each of
said publie buildings.

Mr. BECK. I was about to ask the chairman to make a statement
here, but I can do it myself in a minnte. That clause was stricken oub
because in all cases where public buildings are to be erected for $100,-
000 or less, instead of putting in a part of the appropriation, we in-
serted the whole amount needed for completion, believing ihat the
most economical way to erect a bunilding of that magnitnde is to give
the money all at once. Then all the contracts can be made and the
whole work done. Therefore we have so amended the bill; and while
this increases the apparent amount appropriated by thebill, in my opin-
ion it will conduee to an economy of at least 10 or perhaps 15 per cent.
in the buildings to be erected.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, after the words ‘* Winder
Building,”” at the end of line 4, to insert ‘‘including employment
of plumbers, carpenters, and painters, and materials for their use;”’
in line 6, after the word ‘‘use,’” to strike out “‘one thousand’’ and
insert ‘‘eight thonsand two hundred and sixty-five;”’ in line 7, after
the word ** dollars,”’ to insert *‘ for repairing, filling, and painting the
east front of the Treasury building, $10,000;'* in line 10, after the
word *‘rooms,”’ to strike out ‘‘two thousand four ’’ and insert ‘‘one
thousand five;"’ in line 11, after the word *‘dollars,”’ tostrike out
** repairs toroadway west of building, $300;" and in line 16, after the
word “‘all,” to strike out *‘eight thousand five hundred and seventy *’
and insert ‘‘twenty-four thousand six hundred and thirty-five;’ so
as to make the clause read:

For Treasury building at Washington, D, C.: For repairs to Treasury build-
ing and Winder Building, including employment of Plumbars, carpenters, and
painters, and materials for their use, $3,265; for repairing, filling, and painting
the east front of the Treasury building, §10,000; resetting and repairing loose
tile flooring, 8800; for flooring rooms, $1,500; lead calking for joints in the ap-
gmachas on the north, south, and west, §350 ; reslating southwest pavilion roof,

1,920; piinting remainder of roof, §1,800; in all, $24,635,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘* Light-houses,
beacons, and fog-signals,’’ en page 11, after line 7, to insert:

Crooked River light-station, Florida: For the erection of a light-house on
the highland (mainland} to the westward of Crooked River, in Franklin County,
Florida, $40,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 11, to insert:

St. Josepl'’s Point light-station, Florida: For establishing a light-liouse at
or near St, Joseph's Point, Florida, $25,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 22, to insert:

Crabtree Ledge light-station, Maine: For additional amount for completion
of & light-house on Crabtree's Ledge (so-called), between EBean Island and the
mainland of Crabtree's Neck, in Frenchman's Bay, Maine, £13,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 2, to insert:

Lubec Narrows light-station, Maine: For additional amount for completion
of a light-house at or near Lubec Narrows, Maine, $12.000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 5, to insert:

Dear Island light-house and fog-signal, Massachusells: Foradditional amount
for completion of a light-house and fog-signal at or near Deer Island, Boston
Ilarbor, Massachusetts, §56,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, tv insert:

Stonington Harbor, Connecticut: For the establishment of a light and fog-
signal on Lthe breakwater at the entrance to Stonington Harbor, Connecticut,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 12, to insert:

Statue of Liberty, Bedloe's Island, New York: For completing the pedestal
and the approaches to the Statue of Liberty, Bedloe's Island, New York Har-
bor, $5C,000. *

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 15, to insert:

Cob Point Bar light-station, Maryland : For establishing a light-house at or
nesr Cob Point Bar, Wicomico River, Maryland, $15,000. =

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert:
Holland's Island Bar light-station, Maryland ; For establishing a light-house
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at Holland's Island Bar, near the entrance to Kedge's Straits, Chesapeake Bay,
Maryland, §35,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 22, to insert:

Bush's Bluff Shoal light-station, Virginia: For establishing a first-class light-
ship with steam fog-si 1 in duplicate, on or near Bush's Bluff Shoal, entrance
to Elizabeth River, Virginia, $§40,000; and in addition thereto the unexpended
balance of the s?propﬂation of §20,000 heretofore made for establishing a light-
house at that point is hereby made available and may be used for the establish-
ment of a light-ship herein provided for.

The amendment was agreed to. :
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 4, to insert:

Tangier Sound light-station,Virginia: For the establishment of a light-house
;;d fog-signal to mark the lower entrance to Tangier Sound, Chesapeake Bay,

The amendment was a; to.

Mr. ALLISON. After line 8, on page 13, I move to insert:

Great Wicomico River light-station, Virginia: For the establishment of a
light-house at the mouth of the Great 'Wicomico River, Chesapeake Bay, Vir-
ginia, §25,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 9, after the word
‘“for,”* to strike out ** beginning the construction of’’ and insert ‘‘es-
tablishing;'’ and in line 11, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike ont
““twenty-five’’ and insert ** fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read:

Newport News light, Virginia: For establishing a light-house at Newport
News Middle Ground, Virginia, $50,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 14, before the word
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;"’ so as to read:

Oil-houses for light-stations: For establishing isolated houses at light-stations
for the storage of mineral oil, $30,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 17, to insert:

Cedar River Point light-station, M{chig&n: For the establishment of a light-
house at or near Cedar River Point, at the mouth of Cedar River, Green Bay,
Michigan, $25,000.

The amendment was a to.

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9 on page 14.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should not the spelling of the word
“‘gight,” in line 7, be changed?

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. It should be ‘“‘site.”’

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The change will be made, if there
be no objection. The Chair is informed that the first word in line 8
should also be changed from ‘‘Absecon’® to ‘‘Absecom.’”” Thatcan be
verified hereafter, however.

Mr. BECK. Itis sgelled that way in the report.

Mr. ALLISON. I find that ‘‘Absecon’’ is the spelling in the Book
of Estimates. So I suppose it is correct.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, after line 12, to insert:

Point Loma light-station, California: For esmblishtnF the light station at
Point Loma, California, in a situation lower down the cliff, $30,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 15, to insert:

Ballast Point light-station, California: For establishing o li%;lat or lights and
%og-sigmﬂ on or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, ifornia,
000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 19, to insert:
Umpqua River light-station, Oregon : For the purchase of a site and the con-

struction of a first-order coast light-house on r.hephuad!auda. near the mouth of
the Umpqua IRtiver, Oregon, $80,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 23, to insert:
Wharf at Astoria, Oregon: For the purchase of a site and the coustruction of

asuilable wharf at Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light-House Establishment
and of vessels belonging to the United States, $15,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 2, to insert:

Pier-lights: For the consiruction of pier-lights at Duluth, Lake Superior,
Minn.; Kewaunee, Lake Michigan, Wis. ; Charlotte harbor, Lake Ontario, New
York ; and Port Washington, Lake Michigan, Wis., $25,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 7, to insert:

Steam-tender for eleventh li%hf.-housu district: Forthe construction of a new
steam-tender for the eleventh light-house distriet, $35,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 10, to insert:

Supply-steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts: For an additional amount
for the construction of a st orthe t portation of oil and other supplies
to the light-houses on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, $32,500,

The amendment was agreed to.
The Chief Clerk resumed the readingof the bill, and read as follows:
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE.
For salaries of superintendents for the life-saving stations, as follows:
Mr. REAGAN. I see that provision is made here for salaries for
nine superintendents for the life-saving stations at $1,500 apiece, and
_for five superintendents for life-saving and life-boat stations at $1,800

the amount of lahor performed for very small

apiece, the aggregate amount being $20,800. T desire to inquire what
reason there existed for appointing these superintendents? I see also
that provision is made in lines 3 to 6, on page 17, ‘‘for salaries of 231
keepers of life-saving and life-boat stations and of houses of refuge,
$154,760,”" making 249 additional employés of the Government. Ide-
sire to ask what was the evidence before the committee of the necessity
of these employés ?

Mr. ALLISON. These appropriations are for the entire Lile-Saving
Service on our seacoast and on the lakes, and the appropriations are
made in pursuance of statutes passed by Congress on the subject.
These appropriations are for exactly the salaries fixed by law for these
officers and employés.

Mr. REAGAN. I see, beginning at line 7, on page 17, *‘ for pay of
crews of surfmen,’”” ete., and then the life-saving crews, lifec saving
stations, and life-boat stations must be provided for elsewhere. Iam
not raising any question as to making a necessary appropriation for the
crews of surfmen at life-saving stations and at life-boat stations, but I
do not see what necessity thereis for a superintendent and a keeper at
every life-saving station. There is the crew with its apparatus for the
duties it has to perform; and what can be the necessity for a superin-
tendent of that crew? Why is not the leading man superintendent
enough, and why can not the men take care of their own station?
‘Why is there to be a keeper and a superintendent?

Mr. ALLISON. Of course these questions are very pertinent. The
Committee on Appropriations felt bound to make these appropriations
as they have been provided for by law from time to time, and I have
no doubt that all the appropriations are necessary.

Mr. SHERMAN. I.can explain the matter to the Senator from
Texas. Not only is this one of the most interesting, but it is one ot
the most useful branches of the service of the Government, The super-
intendents provided for here are superintendents of large sections ot
country, and they are very valuable officers, skilled and experienced
in thatline of business. A superintendent may have under him twenty,
thirty, forty, or fifty life-saving stations. The keepers are at the sta-
tions. Only one man is kept at a station, and the crew generally are
around near by. They could not afford to devote their whole time to
this business for the compensation allowed, but they are employed
upon an alarm being given, signals by light, ete. A keeper has charge
of each station. A superintendent has charge of a large district. The
bill itself shows that there is one superintendent for the coast of Maine
and New Hampshire, That coast I suppose covers at least a thousand
miles.

Mr. FRYE. Three thousand miles.

Mr. SHERMAN. How many life-saving stations are there on that
coast?

Mr. REAGAN. There are nine of them.

Mr. SHERMAN. There are more than that.

Mr. REAGAN. There are nine superintendents.

Mr. SHERMAN. There are nine superintendents, but how many
stations are there on the coast of Maine? Are there fifty ?

Mr. FRYE. I do not know how many; there are a good many. It
takes the superintendent all of his time.

Mr. SHERMAN. The superintendent goes from place to place and
keeps up the drill and discipline. The salary is $1,500. It occupies
the entire time and attention of the superintendent. The keeper has
charge of the property of the life-saving station. He stays always in
his place. He lives there, generally a kind of 2 hermit life on a lonely
shore, while the men around, mostly fishermen, are within call. When
he gives the alarm they rush to the station and then they save life and
property. The statistics of this service are among the mostinterestin,
in the operations of the Government. The enormongsavingof life ang
property is measured by millions.

Mr, REAGAN. I know that the Life-Saving Service is a very inter-
esting and important feature, and it ought to be encouraged; but we
have undoubtedly gone into a great deal of extravagance in connection
with it. Take the case of New Jersey, and I believe it is pretty much
the same all the way up the New England coast. It seems that there
is a life-saving station wherever there is an available piece of ground,
There must be thirty or forty on the coast of New Jersey.

Mr. SHERMAN. Every 5 or 6 miles there ought to be one along
that coast. At night there are patrolmen who go along the whole
coast. A patrolmen goes along the beach for 5 or 6 miles. That re-
gion has to be traversed every night by patrolmen. If the Senator
would just go and visit one of those places and see the character of
service done, especially if he should happen to be there during a storm,
he would be satisfied as to the value of the service and the amount of
labor performed.

I visited several of these places officially at one time, and I found
pay to be enormous.
The pay has been considerably increased since the time I had any con-
trol over the matter; but at that time it was insignificant for a very
severe and arduous service. Many a weary night in the midst of a
storm these patrolmen traverse the whole coast. They do it on foot,
carrying a lantern, if it is a dark night, or by moonlight, exposing
themselves to rain and storm.

Mr. REAGAN. Isupposethe Committee on Appropriations, as there
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is a law in existence for these officers, felt it to be their duty to make
the necessary appropriations for their support, and perhaps it was neces-
sary, yet 1 was afraid that this was the creation, as we are doing in
nearly all the departments of the service, of additional and unneces-
sary officers, and that on account of the very peril which it is the object
of the life-saving service to relieve against there has grown up a senti-
mental extravagance that is unreasonable. I know this to be the case
from having investigated the subject from year to year, and it ought
in some way or other to be arrested. Whatever is nec , Whatever
is proper should be done; but for us from a mere sentiment of human-
ity, without the necessity of a practical exertion of power, to be in-
volving the Government in the expenditares we have done on this
subject is going too far.

Mr. ALLISON. This is almost the exact appropriation of last vear.
There is certainly no increase over the service of last year.

Mr. BHERMAN. It is fixed by law.
< L][r. ALLISON. Every one of these superintendents is provided for
y law.
Mr. BECK. the Senator will turn to the Revised Statutes, sec-
::ilon.s 4243, 4244, 4245, 4246, and so on, he will find provision made for
1 of them.

Mr. REAGAN. For the stations?

bo:h- BECK. TFor superintendents and keepers and crews of surf-
s,

I can only add that from time to time we have had to investigate
this matter, and if there is any branch of the public service that is car-
ried on economically and carried on energetically, earning its money
and every dollar of i, it is the Life-Baving Service. I went along the
coast of North Carolina two or three years ago, going from Hatteras up
and down nearly a hundred miles, and I have stroggled from that time
until now to have the surfmen and the life-boat and station keepers
and superintendents provided for the way they ought to be, by having
at each alternate station, 6 miles apart, a pair of strong mules kept for
the purpose of carrying the surf-boats from point to point instead of
making the men drag them the way they do now. But somehow we
are so economical that we have not yet got up to that point. Allalong
the stations on the New Jersey coast, and the North Carolina coast, and
the New England coast, there ought at each alternate station to be kept
at least one pair of mules to help those men drag the heavy surf-boats
for miles. They would save dozens, perhaps hundreds of lives by that
additional facility. -

Instead of being extravagant in this service we have absolutely not
gone to the point that common humanity requiresus to go, for fear that
somebody would say that we were giving too much.

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say in connection with this service that
it has been so wisely and economically and carefully managed that one
man, Mr. Kimball, now probably fifty or sixty years of age, hasalways
had charge of it from the beginning to this hour; and through every
administration, in all the mutations of party life and the changes which
have been made, he has been kept as a model officer. I do not believe
that any administration would be courageous enough to remove him
for any cause. Besides, there is no party politics in it in the slightest
degree, nor could there be any, because the men employed are all labor-
ing men, receiving thesmallest kind of compensation from the Govern-
ment for the service rendered.

I always like to bear testimony to the value and character of this
service, because it was organized during my service in Congress. Mr.
Cox, of New York, was one of the first to introduce the subject. It
was begun by private charity on the coast of New Jersey, and after-
wards taken up by Mr. CoX, a member of Congress. He organized
the system to some extent and has taken a great deal of interest in it.
He takes great pride in it. I have also always from the beginning of
the service to this time been very proud of the gradual growth and
purity and excellence of the life-saving system.

Mr. REAGAN. I should not like to have it understood that I did
not appreciate the importance of the Life-Saving Service. I should not
like to have it understood that I was not willing to appropriate all
the money necessary to give efficiency to that service. But I do de-
sire to repeat my protest agafnst the expenditure of money“on mere
sentimental ideas. Of course Senators have their opinions and their
convictions and they express them. I have mine and I express mine,
and I express them, not at random, but because it has been my duty
to investigate this subject from year to year.

Yon may take the charts that have places upon them where these
life-saving stations are, and it seems as if there is hardly room for any
more, and that they are placed without reference to utility. It isso
convenient for us to billet our friends upon the public wherever there
is a chance to create an office that it seems to me some protest should
be made against it. Toot

The Senator from Ohio suggested that there was no politics in the
Life-Saving Service. Irecognize that, andIthink any one who studies
the action of Congress will recognize that there is hardly any politicsin
extravagance of appropriations. There seems to be no party but what
tries to go ahead of all others in the extravagance of its appropria-
tions.

-eT(;he PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ceed.

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5, on page 18.

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to
the fact that the appropriations this year are $20,000 less than they
were last year for the Life-Saving Service.

Mr. REAGAN. On the question of economy I desire to call atten-
tion to lines 12, 13, and 14, on page 16:

For one superintendent for the life-saving and life-boat stations on the coast
of the Gulf of Mexico, §1,500.

That is a line of coast of about 1,500 miles. I believe, of dangerouns
coast. If superintendents are necessary, no one superintendent can
discharge the duties on that length of coast and on that dangerous
coast from the Rio Grande around by the mouth of the Mississippi to
the capes of Florida.

Mr. ALLISON. Have another superintendent, then.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in
the appropriations for the *‘ revenue-cutter service,”’ on page 18, line
21, to increase the amount of the total appropriation *‘for expenses of
revenue-cutter service '’ from $915,000 to ,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 21, to insert:

Construction of revenue steamer for southern eoast: For additional amount
for construction of one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the
United States, $55,000,

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking out
¢ $55,000'* and inserting in lieu thereof *‘ $36,500.”" Sixty thousand
dollars was appropriated for this vessel last year, but the Department
can not build a suitable vessel for less than the $60,000and the amount
which I propose to add.

Mr. REAGAN. Theestimate for that vessel is ninety-odd thousand
dollars.

Mr. ALLISON. Ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars, $60,000
of which was appropriated last year. This is for the southern coast.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment
will be read.

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 24 and 25 of page 18, after “‘ United
States,’” it is proposed to strike out *fifty-five thousand’’ and insert
‘* thirty-six thousand five hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read:

Construction of revenue steamer for southern coast: For additional amount
for construction of one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the
United States, $36,500.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Conimittee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘engrav-
ing and printing,’’ on page 19, line 17, after the words *‘ wages of,’’ to
strike out ‘‘not more than two hundred and twelve;’’ in line 20, after
the words ‘‘ wages of,’’ to strike out ‘“not more than two hundred;’’
in line 22, after the words ‘‘ wages of,”’ to strike out ‘‘not more than
thirty-eight;’’ so as to read:

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secre of the
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the
wages of printers’ assistants, at §1.25 a day , when employed, and for wages
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at §1.50 a day each, when employed, and
for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, §398,000, to be expended
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 2, at the end of the clause
appropriating $398,000 for ‘‘ wages of plate-printers,’’ ete., to strike
out the following proviso:

Provided, That there shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate~
printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau.

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the amendment of the Committee on
Appropriations raises the question which isinvolved in the controversy
between the hand-press and the steam-press printing of the Govern-
ment notes. Earlier in the session I introduced a resolution, which
set forth at considerable length the views of those who are interested
in hand-work and against the machine-work employed in this business,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and upon that reso-
lution, which was of considerable length and went into the subject
with much particularity, there has as yet been no report from the
Committee on Finance. I am not aware that there has been any in-
vestigation; certainly there has not been a full investigation. On re-
flection I know there has been either a partial investigation or repre-
sentations have been made from the Superintendent of the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing to that committee; but in reply to his sugges-
tions therehas been no opportunity of hearing, as I am informed by the
parties interested.

It is charged, and with certainly a great degree of proof in support
of the charge, that the currency of the country is exceedingly depre-
ciated since the employment of the steam-presses in the performance
of the work, as compared with what it was in the earlier days when
the work was done by hand-roller presses and by the hand engravers,
so that the forging or counterfeiting of the paper money of the country

The reading of the bill will pro-
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is now comparatively very tasy, and it is carried on, in consequence of
this deterioration of the character of the work, to a much greater ex-
tent than formerly. New counterfeits are being put forth with greater
and still greater rapidity. I have been informed (of course, not hav-
ing the knowledge myself, but only as it is given to me, I think reli-
ably, and I have observed if, too, in the public press) that since the
reference of that resolution to the Committee on Finance several very
dangerous connterfeits have appeared, and since the superintendent of
the bureaun justified the nature of the work which he is doing with
his steam-presses to the committee there have been several, and nota-
bly a one-dollar connterfeit, which is very difficult to detect, or rather
a counterfeit which it is very easy to make by reason of the general
imperfection of the work, and not easy to detect. It is not necessary
to do very nice work in the way of forgery or counterfeiting to have it
pass as the work of the Burean of Engraving and Printing.

This subject has been investigated by the House of Representatives,
and a report, as I am informed, of the proper committee of the House,
of which General WHEELER is the chairman, has been made, in which
he maintains these charges as to the imperfect and exceedingly danger-
ous nature of the work which is done at the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing, and attributes its faulty character to the employment of the
steam-machine, that is, a patent machine, which is made use of there.

Mr. VOORHEES, With the permission of the Senator from New
Hampshire, who kindly yields for that purpose, I offer an amendment,
and ask that it be printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t will be printed and lie on the
table,

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be
read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

That the superintendent of the Life-Saving Service beiand he is hereby, au-
thorized to employ horses and mules for the transportat of life ing surf-
boats at such points as he may determine them to be necessary; and for the
purpose of enabling him to do so the sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated.

Mr. VOORHEES. Itis noted there that it is to be inserted after
line 5, on page 18. It can be printed and offered to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

Mr. BLAIR. As I was saying, I understand that the investigation
by the House committee has resulted in a unanimous report against the
further use of this sort of machinery in the printing of the Government
currency; and the bill before us comes from the House with provisions
which seem to indicate that there may be something in this assertion.
The proviso at the end of this paragraph is:

Provided, That there shall not be an increass of the number of sleam plate-
printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. -

That is the langnage as it comes to us from the House, and earlier in
the paragraph our committee have struck out the words, in line 17,
“‘not more than two hundred and twelve;"’ also in the twentieth line
the words “ not more than two hundred,” and in the twenty-second
and twenty-third lines the words ‘‘not more than thirty-eight;"’ all
which provisions, before the amendments suggested by our cwn com-
mittee and as the bill came from the House, were limitations upon the
power of the superintendent to employ any larger number of ‘‘plate
printers” or ‘‘printers’ assistants’ or ‘‘printers’ assistants at steam-
presses.” The amendments reported by the committee, and which
have been adopted already by the Senate, strike out those limitations,
so that at present the paragraph gives the superintendent unlimited
authority to employ those who would be engaged in hand-work orwork
on the hand-roller presses, a sort of employment which did good work
for the Government formerly. Our committee have perfected this par-
agraph in the direction in which I think it ought to be perfected so as
to leave the bureau, if it is to continue to be a burean and to do the
work of the Government, with unlimited power, except as limited by
the amount of the appropriation, to have the work done in the old way.
So there can be no obstruction interposed by the paragraph as the
committee make it as to the efficiency of the burean and the amount
of work that if can perform.

Now comes this proviso, which the House puts upon the paragragh:

That there shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate-printing ma-
chines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau.

I desire to have that proviso retained, so that while it is still an un-
settled question of fact, if it be an unsettled question of fact, whether
the steam-press is deteriorating the work and robbing the country by
the allowance of counterfeit notes and opening a way, nobody knows
to what amount of difficulty in the transaction of our business and
what loss to the country there may be in this direction, no more steam-
presses shall be added to this bureau.

I say that until it be determined by our own committee or the action
of the Senate or some positive action of the other House, whether this
process of deterioration is going on, there should be no inerease of the
number of machines thus employed. That is the proviso. If the
proviso is retained, the amendments which the committee have made
in the previous part of the paragraph having been adopted, there will

be no increase of the steam manufacture by the Government until we
know what we are about.

I am myself,without being an expert by any means, pretty thoroughly
satisfied that the assertions of those who are interested in the hand-
labor machines are not wholly of a selfish character. I believe they
had performed better work, that the work in the earlier days was greatly
superior to that which is now being palmed off upon the Government
and the country, and there is no substantial, if there be on the whole
any, saving of expense in the employment of these machines. Thatis
the allegaiion of these people, and it is supported to a considerable ex-
tent by what I believe to be disinterested evidence.

I will in this connection send to the desk and have read an editorial,
which I eut from the Weekly Mail and Express, of New York City. It
is an editorial, and it came to me in the nsnal and regular course of my
reception of the paper, and so far as I know is an entirely truthful and
not an interested editorial on the subject. I will ask the Secretary to
read it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The paper will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

[Weekly Mail and Express, July 25,1888.]
ABOLISH THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING.

Before the session closes Congress ought to do something effectual for stop-
ping the now altogether too flourishing business of counterfeiting national-bank
notes, The first and most effectual step toward the achievement of this most
desirable object would be the abolition of the now wretchedly-managed Bureau
of Engraving and Printing, which has become a scandal to the Government.
When the engraving of the national-bank notes was given to private ties,
such as the American Bank Note Company, the work was so excellent t suc-
cessful counterfeits were out of the question. The finest artistic talent in the
country was employed, and in their general appearance and perfection of de-
1ails the national-bank notes were beyond the reach of suceessful imitation by
any skill that counterfeiters can engage.

In those times the national-bank notes were accepted without special scru-
tiny. 1t did not require expert skill or careful examination to tell the differ-
ence between the genuine and the counterfeit notes. The genuine were as
perfect works of art as wereever produced in their line. The counterfeits were
comparatively few and were readily detected.

Why not return at once to the system that worked so admirably and that gave
to the people a currency so perfect in its execution?

Mr. BLAIR. That is not the accusation of the Knights of Labor;
that is not the accusation of any labor organization. It doesnotcome
from those who raise the question that exists between hand-labor and
machinery, but it is from as reputable a public journal as cireulates in
this country in its editorial columns. I suppose that the representa-
tions of the Knights of Labor may be received with some suspicion on
the part of some people, from the alleged fact that the hand labor is
more expensive and more profitable to those employed, and, of course,
more expensive to the Government; but this is controverted. It is
intimated that there is that sort of arrangement between those who
may be in the employment of the Government and those who are in
control of these patented presses which in some way results in as great
an expenditure in the actunal printing of the notes under this system
as under that of the hand-roller press.

I ask the Secretary toread a letter which is addressed by the Knights
of Labor through their attorney to Hon. JosSEPH WHEELER, chairman
oi the committee in the House of Representatives.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Letter to the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De-
partment of the House of Representatives, relative to comparative cost and
excellence of steam and hand press plate printing.

WasHixaToN, D. O., May 26, 1888,

S1r: In response to your request Ibegleave to submit the follo summary
of reasons why plate-printing done on steam presses is inferior to the produe-
tion of the hand press:

Steam-press work is inferior to hand-press work :

1. The steam press wipes ont the fine lines entirely, and injures the fuller
lines proportionately, and this destroys the whole effect of the engraving.

2. It hardens the paper on side oi)poaile to that on which it prints, ang such
hardening prevents even and effective dampening of paper to receive the sub-
scquent hand-press impression.

8. The steam-press impression is more available for counterfeiting by photo-
graphic methods than the hand-press impression, for the light and shadows in
it are lost sight of. .

4. The wastage by imperfect sheets printed by the steam-press is vastly greater
than by the hand-press, and this is a great, absolute loss, and, in addition, is
an evidence of the low degree of excellence in even the steam-press work ac-

cepted. ‘
g. The introduction of the steam press has led to the adoption of a lower
standard for the work accepted. Mr. Sullivan (present assistant chief) directed
acceptance of work done by steam-press that a child on the street would not
object to; and the former superintendent of the bureau, Mr. Burrill, reported
to Secrelary Folger the existence of a lower standard of excellence as to steam-
press work as compared with hand-press work.

. The st press prints ratively damp or dry sheets with the same
degree of speed, and in this respect can not exercise the discrimination con-
stantly observed by the hand-press printer.

7. It has not yet been demonstrated that steam-press work is cheaper than
hand-press work. Mr. Graves’srecent letter to Congress ignores the following
sources of expense in connection with steam.press work :

a. The royalty paid for privilege of using a press—8500 for each press.

b. The nt paid to ter machinist in charge of steam press (Mr, Harley)
a}:d amount paid for rebuilding s new press were neither included under head
of repairs.

¢, The greater wastage in steam press over hand press on account of imperfect
sheets thrown out.

To this might be added a fourth most important point:

d. Mr. Graves, in estimating comparative performance of two presses has
placed it at 4§ to 1. This ignores the fact that all the slow and difficult work is
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done by the hand ovress and relatively swift work by the steam press, instead of
estimating the performance of the two in doing the same class of work. This
error in estimation is believed sufficient to reduce the proportion from 43 to a
possible 3 to 1 and reduce saving to nothing.

8. Mr. Graves's last report to Congress and leiter in Book of Estimates show
that he estimates the capacity of the two kinds of presses as5to 1, and upon this
basis anlicipales a saving of (about) §149,000 per year from use of three steam
presses, Ilislast letter diminishes this estimated capacity to 47 and decreases
anticipated saving by about §30,000. The other ignored points would about ex-
tinguish the remainder of the §149,000.

9. An element of fraud has entered into former rements of comp ive

erformances of the two kinds of presses. Mr, Little was specially instructed

y Mr, Milligan, a former press-room superintendent under the present assist-
ant chief of the bureau, to so execute steam work as to secure results more fa-
vorabie to it than are secured in the course of ordinary work.

If Mr, Graves is called before your committee, I should be glad to be notified
to be present. -

have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours,

.H.RALSTON,
Attorney for the Execulive Board, Knights of Labor.

1326 F sireet, northwest.

Hon. JoserH WHEELER,
Chairman Commitlee on Expendilures in the
Treasury Department, House of Representalives.

~ Mr. BLATR. The committee of the Knights of Labor interested in
this matter have called upon me several times in regard to it, and said
that they had had no opportunity of being heard before our Committee
on Finance since the lengthy statement, which is a document of con-
siderable length—I have it here at hand somewhere—made by Mr.
Graves, and they controvert the great part of what he states in the
miscellanecus document containing his statement, which is forty-seven
pages in length. They said they desired to be heard, but for some
reason, either from lack of insistence or failure to understand the ways
of getting around this Capitol, they had not been heard, and there has
been no nction by the committee. They have given me this paper,
which they say they will be glad to substantiate by evidence, and I
introduce it because it becomes pertinent by this amendment, because
as the bill comes from the House it is designed to keep us from getting
any deeper in this matter until we find out where we are, but which,
if stricken out, will leave the superintendent in his animus at liberty
to purchase and employ steam-presses to any extent he sees fit. They
saY:

i/ HOW THE GOVERNMENT GET THE PRESSES.

First. The cost for privilege of construction is §500.

Second. The cost of patterns for the different presses is $400 for each size, and
it is stipulated in agreement said patterns must be returned to owners when
press is constructed. E

Third. Twelve hundred and fifty dollars is paid for the construction of each
press by the Government,

Fourth., A royalty of §l is paid on every 1,000 impressions printed on these
presses while in use.

Fifth, An employé of the bureau made all the improvement that is on said
presses, and claimed he was forced to surrender his drawings and plans to the
patentees.

They have dwelt npon this with great explicitness, that the real use
of these presses, so far as the Government is concerned, has been ac-
complished by an employé of the Government, and thus these outside
patentees are enabled, by means of the money of the Government itself
paid to its own employé who has operated these presses, to obtain an
advantage over the Government to the extent of the revenue they get
from these presses, and we are invited to permit this process to go on
indefinitely and without investigation.

Bixth. Mr. Graves, in histestimony before Banking and Carrency Committee,
stated, **Among other l.h’thsI have increased Mr. Harley's pay recently, simply
on aceount of his services,” (Page 84, stenographer's report.

Seventh. The work done onthese presses is inferior, and alower standard has
been adopted in the examination of steam-press work. (See Little's testimony,
Banking and Currency Committee, and page 17, Miscellaneons Document 131,
Senate.)

Mr, Graves has failed to show any saving in steam-presses. In computing
his alle saving he ignored the following important items: First, costof priv-
ilege of construction, $500; second, repairs of presses; third, spoilage of work;
fourth, cost of patterns; fifth, Harley's salary.

‘We can show that the laboralone on one press getting reconstructed amounted
to near §1,000. :

The late Colonel Irish says—

I invite the attention of the Senate to this, for it is the judgment of
Colonel Irish as to the relative meritof these two kinds of work., This
is quoted from page 18 of Miscellaneous Document No, 131—

“The bureau is fully equipped with hand-roller presses and need not make
further outlay in many years. It is obvious he continued, * therefore, that to
Jjustify any of such presses”’ (steam-presses), ** there must be a substantial saving
to the Government in the cost of operating the power-presses as compared with
the hand-presses. This would not be the case if very large sumsshould be paid
for privileges and royalties to justify their use. The sums to be paid should be
adjusted so as to make the cost of the work, including royalties and privileges,
at least 50 per cent. cheaper than hand-presses,”

We would also call your attention to the fact that no showing has been made
in estimates or figures showing any greater saving than 18 per cent., and in this
showing several ilems have not been considered that would even reduce this
saving if such it be, (Ex. Doe. 1, part 4, Forty-ninth Congress, page 692.) Bids of
Treasury Department, Americanli‘!.nnl: Note Company, and Franklyn Bank Note
Company for printing of postage-stamps will show and carry out this statement
above as to saving in cost between hand and steam.

The above report also contains the following language, on page 690, speaking
of the cost of printing : **The two previous contracts expressly stipulated that
the printing should be done on hand-roller presses, the use of steam-presses
under the contract immediately preceding the same, which was silent as to the
mode of printing, having resulted in extremely unsatisfactory work."”

I have also matter which they stated that they wonld desire tosnbmit.
They present the case pointedly and briefly, and yet it seems long, be-

- -

cause there are many points stated that they desired to submit to the
Committee on Finance. T ask that this little pamphlet, which is one of
eight pages, be printed in the RECORD withont troubling the Senate
to listen to my reading it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore.
RecorD unless objection be made.

The paper is as follows:

Letter to the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De-
artment of the Ilouse of Representatives, in answer to a communication
rom Mr, E, O. Graves, Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, rela-

tive to comparative cost and excellence of steam and hand press plate-print-
ing.

Hon. JoserH WHEELER,

Chairman of the Commilles on E}Benditum in the
Treasury Department, House of Representatives:

Sir: I leave to submit the following reply to report sent by Mr, E. O,
Graves to the Senate Committee on Finanee on May 9, 1888, which report has
recently, I understand, been laid belore your committee, \

Mr. Graves's report as to the expediency of discontinuing steam-press work
for plate-printing is designed to cover the two questions as to relutive excel-
lence of work and economy as compared with hand printing. Upon the ques-
tion of excellence of work permit me to call your attention to the following
features of Mr. Graves’'s communication., About page 13 Mr, Graves says:

**As to the comparative meritsof steam printing and hand printing, it may be
auiid‘!i-hab;‘speaking in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal to hand
printing.

He then attempts to qualify this statement by nﬁlying it only to the black
faces of notes, bonds, and drafts, and intimating that the same rule does not
hold good in what lie is pleased to regard as a lower grade of work, such as
backs, ete. That this supposed qualification is in itself baseless he shows on
the following page, when, in referring to the matter, he says:

**If all of this work [greenbacks] could be done by hand by the most skillful
and conscientious workmen, in the most careful manner, and under the most
favorable conditions, there is no doubt that the printing by that process would
best carry out the intention of the engraver,” ete,

1 submit that if Mr. Graves does not now have in his employment ** the most
skillful and conscientious workmen,” whq will do their work * in the most care-
ful manner,” or if he does not supply them with * the most favorable condi-
tions,” he owes a prompt and satisfactory explanation to Congress, and should
not be allowed, without being held to the fullest accountability, to plead such
wants in such a controversy as this. Should a private firm obtain a reputation
for the finest work, and afterward, upon producing inferior work, strive to ex-
plain its ‘deficiencies by suggesting * the actual conditions under which work
must be done in a large establishment” (page 14), a reduction of business would
soon attest the insufficiency of the excuse,

But the report under consideration shows that, however much Mr, Graves's
conclusions may be affected by his love for the steam press, in his own heart he
recognizes the correctness of the position taken by the Knights of Labor. About
Eage. 4, after referring to the present degradation of the work performed in his

urean upon the national-bank notes, contrasting the former beautiful plate-

rinting of Lhe Landing of Columbus, in black, surrounded by a green border of
andsome and intricate design, with the present common brown print, with sur-
face printing of a number in the center, he says of the latter:

**It does not furnish the best security against counterfeiting, and is greatly
inferior to the backs of the series of 1875, which it replaced. 1t would, in my
opinion. be wise policy te restore the two plate printings of the old design.”

1We are content to accept Mr, Graves's statement ugon this point, and to ap-
L ply the same reasoning to the faces of the silver certificates, ete., which now re-
ceive a single plate printing, together with a surface printing of the seal. We
believe it is true of these notes, as well as of the backs of the national-bank

The paper will be printed in the

notes, that the present method of production *‘ does not furnish the best secur-
ity against counterfeiting.” Mr. Graves shrinks from the conclusion of page
2 {7) of this report (possibly on t of supposed added expense), yet losfc—

ally he must come to it.

On page 2 of the report Mr. Graves very truly says that *' the chief purpose of
the elaborate printilrxfnupo:x the public securities is to prevent counterfeiting,”
and on page 8, refe g to the former backsof the national-bank notes, hesays,
“the two printings (plate printings) and the quality of the work furnish excel-
lent proteclion against counterfeiting.” He also explains why it is that plate
Frinting is superior to surface printing. Yet in spite of these opinions, so

rankly expressed, the fact is, that instead of the three plate printings which
make the face of the earlier United States currency a thing of beauty and a de-
fiance to the arts of the counterfeiter, we now have a single plate printing with
one surface printing, while the national-bank note backs have fallen from two
beautiful the printings of intricate designs to one plate printing and one sur-
face printing, and the backs of the silver certificates now receive a single Emen
plate printing, executed not in such manner that the ‘* quality of the work fur-
nishes excellent protection against counterfeiting,” but after such fashion that
the champion of the steam presses confesses on page 11, they *lack something
of the fullness of color of the very best hand prlntlni.;’

I need scarcely remind your committee that, as I have heretofore explained,
the want of * fullness of color” indicatesthat the finest lines have been utterly
wi out and extinguished, and the remaining ones have not received their
full effect, and the whole has been rendered therefore more easy of reproduction,
as having less decidedly the protective characteristics of plate-printing.

Before leaving the subject of comparative excellence of work. ?t may ge worth
while to refer to Mr. Graves's remarks on pnfelk as to the 50-cigarstamps. He
admits that they *' do not come up to quite the same standard of excellence ns
the other securities printed by this press.” The same fact has also been ad-
mitted, as we are prepared to show, by Mr. Morgan, chief of the press room.
But Mr. Graves is not deterred from the use of the steam-press onthese stamps
for this r as he im liately finds that *' from the wngqin which they are
issued and used (they) are not exposed to the same risk of being oonnlorfyu'iled
as notes or bonds."”

Here is another plain intimation that superiority of workmanship is a protec-
tion, coupled with a more than doubtful statement of fact as to liability tocoun-
terfeiting, Therecords of the Secret Service show that numbers of counterfeit
plates of revenue stamps are yearly taken and destroyed,

HOMER LEE PEESS.

In speaking of this press (page 4), the idea is conveyed that no plate-printer
is needed for it. This Is erroneous, A plate-printer is employed at £ per day.

Mr. Graves confesses the inferiority of the work done by this press, for he
says ‘‘the impressions produced * * * have not the fullness and richness of
color of the best hand-work.” I have already commented upon the meaning
of an expression to this. Again, Mr. Graves inferentially admits that
the production of this press is not tested by the same rigid rule as is applied to
hand-work, for he says B):

It is not at all mate that the printing should conform to the arbitrary

standard of hand-printing, so long as the essential element of security is not
sacrificed.”
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Herve is a distinet recognition of a different standard for the work of this press
from that used for hand-work, and I have already alluded to the existence of
such different standard as to the Homer Lee press, as shown by the report of
ex-Chief Burrill.

To quote Mr, Burrill's exact words :

“ That this substitution [machine for hand polishing,etc.] has not accomplished
successful results is demonstrated by thefact that the quality of work done upon
it [the Lee press] in this bureau has not reached a standard sufficiently high to
be measured by that which governs all other work."

And he continues with much more to like effect.

THE MILLIGAN PRESS,

I need scarcely refer to the half-hearted commendations of this press quoted
by Mr. Graves. I am not surprised to learn, knowing the conditions surround-
ing the test, that a Treasury committee reported that *‘ certain classes of work
mﬁzht be satisfactorily printed on the press with more economy and more ra-
pidity than by hand press,” or that another committee found that several classes
of printing ** might be done on that press in a sat manner and with con-
siderable saving to the Government,"” or that non-practical chiefs, such as Mr.
Irish and Mr, Graves, should be imposed upon in matter. We have but to
bear in mind the fact that in the competitions between the two presses special
instructions have been quietly issued to the printers employed on the steam
press to use methods not employed in the ordinary course of steam printing
and ealculated to produce exceptionally favorable results for that press,

Mr. Burrill is quoted as reporting to the Department that ** the Milligan press

# = #* g hand-printing press, so faras theapplication of intelligence tothe
polishing process is concerned, and its condition of work is and the standard of
the ge of it and its examination are the same as for the hand L}

‘While I do not wish to %uast.lon the sincerity of Mr. Burrill in his belief as to
the standard for examination of the work of this press, we are prepared toshow
again, as we have shown before, that the then and now assistant chief of the
bureau directed acceptance of work done by steam press that a child on the
street would not object to.

COMPARATIVE ECONOMY,

It is a diffieult thing to learn from the reports of the bureau nny‘l.hln%ne all
satisfactory eoncerning the relative cost of steam and hand printing. Mr, Graves

BAYS on pafe 13 of this report that ** there is an av net saving to the Gov-
ernment of more than $4 for each dollar of royalty paid.” Let us see about this.
Mr. Graves is much more modest than formerly, In making up the 'figures

upon which he based a recent answer to a House resolution (see Ex. Doc. 210,

leth Congress, first session) he estimated the cost per thousand imgreﬂlom
on the steam press at $6.28; on the hand press, §15.51; leaving a net gain by the
use of the steam press of 523, instead of §4, for each dollar of royalty paid.
Mr. Graves's figures somewhere lack the prime element of aceu .

But there is reason to believe that hisstatement this time is, as before, wide of
the mark. In Executive DocumentNo.224,Forty-seventh Congress,first session,
we find that a committee, giving the matter more careful attention than Mr.
Graves ever seems to have bestowed upon it, reported that the cost of printing
1,000 iqgm&lnns by hand, in green ink,was ill. 3 1,000 impressions by steam-
press, §8.61, exclusive of royalty. This would give a saving of $2.65 for each
dollar of royalty paid, or, including royalty, make m-press work, with all
its imperfections, only 15— per cent. cheaper than hand work,

I have heretofore alluded to the many errors involved in Mr. Graves's esti-
ma bmitted to Cong Let me now add that they vitiate every figure
contained in the report we are now considering,

Examining the figures he has presented seriatim, we find that he estimates
that printing tints and seals, now done by surface printing for §25,500, would
cost by plate printing nearly ten times as much, or , 700, Let us charitably
suppose that in presenting such a statement as {his Mr. Graves was simply out-
rageously imposed upon. Besides a manifest exaggeration in his figures, Mr,
Graves in comp! them has ignored the fact that after the passage of the bill
before your committee a very large proportion of the work now done upon the
surface-printing presses of the bureau would still remain to be executed in the
same IMAnner.

To replace the Homer Lee press by hand-presses he estimates would call for
the employment of five additional plate Igrlnters and five assistants,and would
inerease the annual expense by $5,124. asmuch as Mr, Graves's highest esti-
mate has beenjthat one press did the work of five printers,and as one printer with
an assistant is already employed to take charge of this press, under no circum-
stances could more than four additional men and four assistants be ealled for.
But Mr. Graves's estimate of additional cost is also further erroneous for the
same reasons that his estimates of comparative expense of the two pressesis
erroneous,

Mr, Graves further states that to replace the steam-presses in the burean
wou uire the employment of at least seventy-three additional printers and
thirty-eight additio printers’ assistants, and add §95,465 to the annual cost of
maintaining the bureau. <

Inasmuch as there are nineteen steam presses, with their pressmen, now at
work in the bureau, he estimates these ninet presses as performing as much
work as nineteen and seventy-three men would do; in other words, that they
are equivalent to ninety-two men, and therefore work in about the proportion
of5tol. In his recent report toCongress (Executive Document No. 210, Fif-
tieth Congress, first session) he estimated the production of one press as equal
to four and three-sevenths men on hand-presses, and, as I have before shown
your committee, to arrive at even this result he ignored most important ele-
ments, We see, therefore, that no reliance can be placed upon his estimate
just referred to.

Certain minor points of the communication we are econsidering need but a
passing glance. At thebeginning of Mr, Graves's adm ion two hundred
and twenty-five p&h:dpﬂ.nm found employment in the bureau. Now it coun-
tains but one hun and eighty-seven. If we are told that this reduction is
n consequence of the Congressional enactment g the number to one
hundred and eighty-seven, we have to say that this restriction was made at
Mr. Graves’s request. Our special reason for referring to the reduced number
is to answer, as far as the fact goes, the allegation that the bureau is not large
enough to contain the printers necessary to do the work by hand. The Gov-
ernment already owns sufficient ground about the present bureaun on which to
place without inconvenience another building of the same size were the neces-
sity for it to exist. But thereshounld be no question of economy when the safety
of the Government issues is the matter lmaer consideration. Upon this point
we can not do better than quote from the report of the Committee on Banking
and Currency (H. R. No. 150, second session Forty-third Con, s&:

“All these cl t have satisfled the committee that methods of print-
in%enum‘bering, senling, and imuin.igf the securities of the United States ought
to be adopted which will approach the nearest to being absolutely secure against
error and fraud, even if such methods should be much more expensive than
others having less ggs.rsntiea of protection.”

And again with re to internal-revenue stamps:

**While the individual citizen may have com ively little interest in the
stamyps, the public revenues are heavily involved. These suffer, an honest
tax-payers are defrauded if counterfeit stamps are altered or there is an unau-
thorized and dishonest issue of genuine MH'. To prevent counterfeiting the
highest attainable artistic and mechanieal skill in the execution, together with
the use of distinctive paper, is believed to be the most effectual means,”

The views of the committee which signed the oregoing opinions were
adopted by Can, , and legislation at that time recommended by them
was enated into law.

It may be that, as contended by Mr. Graves, a smaller per cent. of silver cer-
tificates (printed on both steam and hand presses) have returned for redemption
within & given time than was formerly the case with the United States legal-
tend he explanation is twofold. First, the silver certificates were issued
at a time when there wasa t dearth of notes of the lower denominations,
They met an immediate and pressing want for change, and were therefore not
readily presented for redemption. nd, the silver certificates are printed
upon paper of a much tougher fiber than that used for the legal-tenders, and
they may therefore be expected to continue in eirculation a longer time.

either of these reasons at affects the question of hand and steam print-
ing. Our contention is simply that the pﬂntinﬁf the back by steam calenders
the face and renders it less suitable to receive t bsequent face impression,
and that thereby the face impression is deteriorated. Upon this point I again
refer to my former communieation to you. 3

The condition of the postage-stamps printed on a steam-press may be satis-
factory to the Post-Office Department. It can hardly be to anﬁ)ona who cares
for excell in gover tal work. Weare pre to exhibit to your com-
mittee sheets of stamps purchased without selection and displaying the most
striking variations in color and shading in the different parts of the sheet, in
one stamp the fine lines bei wi completely out and in its near neighbor
the lines having been left so full of ink as to produce a ** mashed " impression.

SHALL THE CHIEF AND ASSISTANT CHIEF BE ENGRAVERS AND PRINTERS?

I do not intend to mi'ly to the allegations of alleged eeonom¥ presented by

Mr. Graves under this head. Inasmuch as they are not placed in comparison

with results obtained by any man practically a.eguainted with the business, they
are absolutely not pertinent to the questi di jon, and may be dis-
missed without further remark. -

No chief of the bureau has ever given so conspicuous an illustration of the
need of a practical man in his place as has Mr. Graves, nor has he ever exposed
the need as completely as in the document we are now examining.

Ow 16he says:

- e there is no exact way of determining the exactd
plied to the paper by the imgerﬁaston-mller on either the
pm there is no reason to

o i

Any tyro in mechanics knows that the presses on either hand or steam press
can be measured with the same precision that a barrel of flour can be weighed.
No practical man would make the stupendous blunder of doubting this, Inre-
ply to this assertion of Mr, Graves, we offer, atany time opportunity is given us,
to make complete tests of the relative and absolute pressure in the two presses,

If the non- ical chief of the bureau denies the ability to measure pressure,
he may well be pardoned the further error of employing steam presses upon
work for which only hand presses are sufficient,

(We take this occasion to again say that the superior pressure of the hand
press can be testified to by scores of employés of the bureau, and that the un-
equal stretching of thageper as a result of it can be shown most convincingly
by both steam and han Eram printers, as well as by persons employed in ex-
amining the sheets after they have been printed upon, Mr. Graves's assertion to
the contrary notwithstanding.)

Non-practical men have already cost the Government as chiefs of the burean
many thousands of dollars. The Government lost hundreds of thousands in
experimenting with a hydraulic printing press, experimentsdirected by a non-
practical chief, Hundreds of thousands more were wasted by another non-prac-
tical chief in an effort to size paper after printing. At the present time a third
non-practical chief is spending about ,000 per annum as royalty for steam
presses doing defective and rior work,

It is interesting to guote Mr. Graves's opinion of a mechanie:

**A plate printer is & mechanic, apprenticed to the trade at an early age, with-
out any requirement of education or special inte nce, and speng[ng all his
working hours in a narrow mechanical routine. He has little taste or oppor-
tunity for the requirement of general knowledge. Itisim ible to conceive
what qualification to mﬁﬁu o greatand intricate bureau, in which perplexing
ﬁumiom of the adminis on, of legal construction, and of departmental prac-

ice are continually arising, and the chief officers of which must have frequent
official intercourse with the 'hizh officers of the Government, would be furnished
by men skilled in perfonniuﬁ the &:urely hanical operati of plate print-
ing, Such a craftsman might, indeed, free himself from the trammels of his
trade, and turn to other pursuits which would qualify him for other things, but
just ti(:elg?’exmnt le should do so he would fall short of the * practical’ working
required.

After reading this, one unconsclously calls to mind the fact that one Benjamin
Franklin, brought up in a * narrow, mechanical routine,” afterward became a
S0 manager of ptintlng offices, and even held ** intercourse with the high
officials of the wernment,” and from time to time hobnobbed with kings.
William Orton, a printer, also freed * himself from the trammels of his trade,"”
and became president of the Western Union Telagm}gh Company. TheHarper
Brothers were also &Miml printers,and b of posslrgfy
the model office of this country. Horace Gmle{, :dprlnter. distinguished him-
selfasn.&. tical pap , was received upon terms of equality by
“high officials,” and even ventured to become a candidate for the Presidency.
A former carpenter was but recently led as & prominent candidate for the
position of Chief-Justice of the United States, and has been known to entertain
on e?:r‘l.:terma men holding higher positions than that of Chief of the Bureau.
Mem of your honorable committee in their own personsattest the stupend-
ous falsehood of the assumptions in which Mr. Graves indulged when he penned
the paragraph above quoted.

ButIneed notmul;i]fly instances. Thereare to-day mm}f members of learned
professions who * pull” plate printing presses under the direction of this man,
who considers them not suitable to have intercourse with high officials. We
need not fear that among such men as these we can not find many capable of
ﬂlliuﬁ with honor to themselves and advantage tothe Government the position
of Chief of the Bureau.

Very respectfully, yours, {

J. H. RALSTON,

Attorney for the Executive Board, Knighis of Labor,

Now, Mr. President, so far as this amendment raises the question
which of these two kinds of work be the better, I simply say that there
is nothing to show that the steam-press work is superior. The ques-
tion is raised whether it be not inferior. So far as I know, the balance
of evidence is in that direction. There is no evidence to show tha
there is any substantial saving in the matter of cost; and in the cog=
troversy concerm;ﬁ 80 important a matter as theintegrity of the curs
rency of the United States, when the other House have found against
this stesm-gress work, and have Indicated their opinion in that direc-
tion, I think Iam justified in asking that the committee recede from its
amendment, and let the matter go until it can be still further investi~

gated, and not increase the use of the steam-presses,

of pressure ap-
nd or the steam
eve that it is greater on one press than on the
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JULY 27,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam obliged to differ with the committee on this
matter. I do not believe that the best work ean yet be possibly done
by machinery—the best work in plate printing. There are some things
that can not be done by machinery. We see very respectable chro-
mos, it is true, but nobody supposes that a first-class work of art, a

inting, can be made by a machine. It requires the mind and the
individual finger, hand, sonl, and eye of the artist to do it.

It is true of this work that it can not be conducted in chromo style,
and one evidence of that is that the bureau does not print the face of
bills by machinery, it prints the back, as that is supposed to be of less
importance. Upon it there is usnally only one tint, the green, and
a little darker or a little lighter shade here and there is not of so much
consequence. They have not yet had the andacity and disregard of

. art to attempt to print by machinery such exquisite engravings as we
still continue to have in the Treasury Department. ‘We have issued
the handsomest paper money in the world. There is nothing finer in
the way of vignettes and portraits to be found, in my judgment, inart
anywhere than can be found in our Federal money, and nobody has
yet ventured to print by machine the admirably engraved faces of
Martha Washington, and Hancock, and Hendricks, and Garfield that
I hold jn my hand. That is done by the delicate touch of the hand,
which alone can perform the task perfectly, as I will explain in a few
moments.

These finely cut plates of steel are inked over by a hand-roller, and
then they are rubbed over with soft cloth or other material to take off
the surplus ink. Where the cut of the plate is deeper, the ink is of
course abundant, and much must be left there for a dark impression.
‘Where the engraving is light and delicate less ink is required, but care
must be taken not to wipe off too much. The final wiping is done by
ball of the hand, and with practice the true plate-printer becomes ex-
quisitely correct with eye and hand. No machine is a substitute for
the eye, the hand, the skill and training of the plate-printer. He
leaves just the right quantity of ink in the fine trenches of the plnte
and none at all where none is needed. His hand goes with an inde-
seribable delicacy over the beauntiful vignette. Then the plate is put
under the hand-press, where the hand of the trained artisan follows it,
and there comes out an impression wonderful in clearness, fineness, and
precision.

Now a certain kind of beautiful work can be done by machinery.
Take the back of one of thesebills, and look at these extraordinary con-
volutions of fine'lines found there. That is done by a machine, and
the hand could not do that with such fearful accuracy. The geometric
lathe does it. _

But who would undertake to engrave with a machine the face of
Madame Washington on the bill I hold inmy hand? No two lines are
exactly alike in strength or direction. Only the live hand can give
those inimitable touches. But that plate must be printed by hand as
well as engraved by hand to do it justice.

I think I am stating the simple truth, as every artisan of this field
will tell you that you can not maintain the excellence of the work of
the Government by this steam plate-printing. Even in so printing the
back we find that the dampening and the stretching are i and
the register is not perfect. You can often find that the printing of
the two sides does not exactly coincide, and when the bills are cut you
will find the width of margins varying, and in some cases even some
of the impression cut off.

I would stand by the House provisionand not enlarge the number of
these steam-presses, because they do not do as good work, and in these
pecaliarly delicate things they never will, in my judgment. It is not
safe to say that anything will not be done in this mechaniecal and in-
ventive age, but the machine is not master here yet.

For an illustration see the type-setting business. Every publisher
of books or newspapers has been these many, many years sayin% to in-
ventors who claimed to have a perfect type-setting machine, **Prove
it; come along with your type-setter; we are waiting for it.”? Every
day a man comes along and says, ‘‘I have got it; I candoit—Eureka!’’
.“* Do it,’’ says the publisher; and yet they have not fully done it yet.
The publisher says, ‘‘Show that you can do if, and then you are rich,
abundantly rich.”” Theydo partof it;: but they can not do it all. All
the so-called ‘‘ reading matter’’ in the London Times for some years
has been set up by machines, but in the variegated work of the adver-
tisements the hand of the compositor is still necessary. In short,
there is still room for individnal character and skill; the machine is
not everything.

This is not an ordinary case of objecting to a labor-saving machine
becanse it might dispense with workmen. By no means. There is
no mechanie, certainly no intelligent American mechanic, who does
not know that he is every day in danger of competition with an in-
vention in some kinds of work. It is almost inevitable.

While in this instance the plate-printers may have some prejndice
against a machine because it reduces the number of employed artisans,

I think that most decidedly they have the judgment of true artists on

their side.
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations

found, upon examining this ph respecting appropriations for the
Bureaun of Engraving and Printing, two inconsistent provisions. One
was that there should be a limited number of plate-printers required
in the first place, and then that a certain number of these machines
should be used—sixteen of them—the number now employed in the bu-
reau. Of course the House, by the provision they inserted, indirectly,

although not directly, provided that sixteen of these machines should
beused. Ifthese machinesare what the Senator from Connecticut and
the Senator from New Hampshire say they are, they ought to be taken
out immediately. The committee had & delegation of the plate-print-
ers before them and listened to their statements. They did say with
great emphasia that the printing done by these steam-presses was not
such printing as should be executed upon notes that are intended to
circulate, and they wanted this proviso retained, I believe.

Mr. BLAIR. Yes.

Mr. ALLISON. On the other hand the Superintendent of this
Bureau of Engravingand Printing wanted to buy more of the machines,
and therefore he wanted us to cut down the number of plate-printers
named in this paragraph.

The Committee on Appropriations not being practical printers, not
being skilled in engraving, and not having the time fo go into a care-
ful and elaborate comsideration of so important a matter as the ques-
tion of the currency and how it should be printed and executed, be-
lieved that the wisest thing to do was to put this responsibility where
it properly belonged, namely, with the Secretary of the Treasury. He
is the responsible officer, having charge of the entire printing of the
currency, and is it to besupposed for a moment that a Secretary of the

, Tesponsible for a thousand millions of paper money—because
all our paper money is printed under his direction—will, when hisat-
tention is called to this question, allow for a single instant inferior
work to be done there? Therefore we felt that it was an injustice for
us by legislation to undertake to limit and preseribe and control a re-
sponsible Cabinet officer in the execution of a great trust which the
law confides to him.

Hence we said, we will leave this matter so that the Becretary of the
Treasury, if he chooses, can put into the street these sixteen presses
which it is alleged do not do proper work, and employ, asthe Senator from
Connecticut says he should employ, just so many hand plate-printers
as will be necessary for the execution of this work, if it should be exe-
cuted. So the committee, after looking the field all over, feeling its
incompetency to decide so important a question as this is in the way
we were compelled to decide it, and in the way the Senate will be
com to decide it if it decides if one way or the other, becanse it
is not in the nature of things that each Senator can have the informa-
tion that the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from New
Hampshire have on this subject—so the committee said, *‘ We will
strike this all out and leave the Secretary of the Treasury 1o execute
the trust which the law confides to him in a respectable way for the
benefit of those who use this money and pass it from hand to hand.”’
That was the motive. So the Senator from Connecticut does not differ
from the committee. The committee simply say that in a legislative
way we can not run every hurean and every machine in this Govern-
ment.

I had the support of the Senator from New Hampshire in the first
amendment to this ph, because he says that the number o.
plate-printers should not be confined as the House confined it. Finding
these two inconsistent provisions, one compelling the Burean of En-
graving and Printing to use these machines and &a other simply say-
ing that they shall buy no more of them, we struck out the proviso
without expressing an opinion upon thisquestion. If what is here said
be true, the Secretary of the Treasury is the proper officer to turn
these presses into the street and employ such instrumentalities as will
secure good work in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.

I think the Senator from Connecticut will admit that the Committee
on Appropriations did wisely in not limiting the number of plate-
printers. Now, if we shall not limit their number, why is it that we
shall here in a legislative way direct the of the to
uts)z thet-pressea he has and not buy any more? That is all there is
about i

But I think justice to the Chief of the Burean of Engraving and
Printing requires that I should send to the Secretary’s desk his %el:ter
upon this subject and have it read.

The Secretary read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF KSGRAVING AXD PRINTING
July 9, 1883,

Sin: In reply to the inquiry made of me when I was last before your com-~
mittee, I have the honorto state that six additional st late-printing
presses of the Milligan rn could be used to advantage in bureau in
the printing of the p securities. The introduction of this additional num-
ber of presses would cause an annual saving of upwards of $23,000, and enable
the bureau to accomplish its work in a er and with a less number of
operatives than if the additional work were tobedone by hand. The last twelve
presses of this pattern introduced into this bureau have proved entirely suc-
cessful. ‘‘All of the backs of the new silver certificates of the denominations
of&Lﬂ.“mlndﬂOhnm for many months been printed upon these presses ina

manner which, in the opinion of the e of this bureau.and of other ex-
perts in bank-note printing, is to the best hand work.,"”

For evidence of the quality of the work it is only necessary to the cer-
tificates ves. Inclearness, sharpness, and uniformity of im on, and
allthaqmllﬁuwhhhtendtopnwnfmumhlmnn ting, are up to
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the highest standard. The lpressure applied to the paper by the steam-presses
is no greater than that applied by the hand-press, and does not stretch or injure
the paper in the least, as careful measurement and testing have repeatedly
shown. The record of issues and redemptions shows that the durability of this
issue of certificates is greater than thatof any previous issne of notes. though
these machines are known as *‘steam-presses’ they retain all the advantages
of the hand-printing process. Only the purely mechanical work, which requires
power without special intelligence or skill, is done by machinery. The ink,
E:ws‘ and materials are the same as those used on the presses operated by

nd, while the final polishing of the plate, which is the part of the work where
intelligence and skill are brought into play, is done by hand Preciscly as on the
hand presses, " The application of steam-power to plate-printing presses is in
the line of the mechanical development which has long heen taking place in
e:ler,\[ other branch of industry, and especially in typographic and lithographic
printing,

“One or more steam-power plate-printing presses are in use in every large
?‘la,teprinl.ing establishment in the country, and if this burean isto hold its own

n competition with them it must resort to the labor-saving devices which they
employ.” Itis ly necessary that I should endeavor ® refute the ancient
fallacy which lies at the bottom of the opposition to these presses, that any de-
vice which lessens the amount of labor required to produce a given result is an
injury to the laboring man. If no further steam-presses are introduced it will
be necessary toincrease the force of plate-printers from one hundred and eighty-
seven to two hundred and twelve. This inerease will be necessary in order to
enable the bureau to grant to the plate-printers the leaves of absence allowed
by law and to do the work within the regular hours. If the six presses are in-
troduced the work ean be done with one hundred and ninety plate-printers,an
increase of three over the present number. The introdunction of the presses
would, therefore, not work to the disadvantage of the printers now employed,
but would simply obviale the necessity of employing additional printers.

For fuller information concerning the work of the steam-presses, I have the
honor to refer to o letter nddressed by me to the Secretary of the Treasury May
9, 1888, printed in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 131, Fiftieth Congress,
first wssnﬂliun‘ ot

pectfully, yours,
E. 0. GRAVES,
Chief of Bureaw.

Hon. WinrraM B. ALLISON,

Chairman Commillee on Appropriations, Uniled Slates Senate,

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the letter is interesting and it gives
me pleasure to comment on some of its observations. Mr. Graves says
if we are going to compete with engravers outside in cheapness we
have got to nse the labor-saving devices that they use. Now, outside
companies do a great deal of cheap work, commercial work, railroad
bonds and things of that kind, that will answer perfectly well if done
by machinery, but some of the largest customers in New York City
put into their contracts with the American Bank-Note Company the
condition that the company shall not use machines, but that the work
ghall be done in the good old way, the only true and artistic way, by
hand.

You can not compete, of course, in the mere matter of cheapness,
but in much ordinary commerecial work the character of the work,
whether it be a shade above or a shade below, is of minor consequence.
The rough printing machine will answer, for the plates do not bear the
exquisite lines and the fine artistic shading that we have always ex-
pected to find in our paper money.

Mr. ALLISON. They print all our revenne stamps in the bureau.

Mr. HAWLEY. They print all our revenue stamps. A little stamp
is one thing. That might be done by machinery possibly. It is just
slapped npon some article of merchandise and then immediately ruined.

Mr. Graves says that all the purely mechanical work in the operation
is done by the machine, and there is an opportunity for the artistic
hand tocome in. I will tell you just how much of that is done,

The ink is run on by machinery, ihe plate is wiped automatically,
and while the machine is still operating the swift hand of the skillful
printer gets a hasty dab at the plate. If he gives just the reqnisite
touch it is a happy accident. They can not avoid trying to get thehand
finish. The plate-printer may long to get in just one more touch to
perfect his plate, but it is gone. Some money is saved and some in-
artistic work is done,

If you are going to make mere cheapness the requisite, why use en-
graved plates at all? Why not print the notes with a common print-
ing press from electrotype plates? But we have found that the best
protectionagainst counterfeiting isin the best engravingand plate-print-
ingdone in the world. Only the best work gives that protection, and
though it appears to be the more costly, it is cheapest in the end.

Mr. ALLISON. The statement so well made by the Senator from
Connecticut was made more elaborately by the plate-printers before the
committee, and I must say they convinced me of the general truth of
the statement that it was impossible to make as perfect work for en-
graving by machinery as by hand; but that does not answer the ques-
tion. The responsibility is with the Secretary of the Treasury, and it
is not for us to run that Department by legislation, I snbmit to the
Senator. :

Mr. HAWLEY.
regard to it.

Mr, BLAIR. Upon justthat point I desire tosaya word, This bu-
reau, of course, was created by legislation, and every year there has
been more or less of legislation relative to its efficiency and to the man-
ner in which its duties have been performed. I donotrecollect aCon-
gress in which this subject—not this particular point, but what they
are doing at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, the way in which
they do it—has not been the subject of discussion in one or both
branches of Congress, and we have always had jurisdiction of it, not-
withstanding the existence of the Secretary of the Treasury. I pre-

I think it is sometimes necessary to legislate in

sume he has never undertaken to regulate his action save only as in
accordance with the laws which have been made here on this subject,
and it has so come to pass that under provisions of law they have in-
troduced these machines.

I can not recall the special reference to past appropriation bills, but
I see the chairman is here, and I see a gentleman near him whose good
memory undoubtedly will correct me if I am wrong in stating that this
very subject-matter has been heretofore discussed in Congress and per-
haps before the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. ALLISON. Discussed in this way, that last year for the first
time we limited the number of plate-printers.

Mr. BLAIR. .Very well. That was, in other words, a provision
that more mechanics might be employed.

Mr. ALLISON. That the machines there shonld continue to be em-
ployed. That was the restriction last year.

Mr. BLAIR. It isa matter of no consequence to me what they did
formerly. If the committeeadmit that Congress on their recommenda-
tion did take supervision of this machine business, whether they en-
larged it, whether they lessened it, or what they did to it, they did not
admit by their action heretofore, and their precedents are against this
claim, that they will now come forward and throw the whole responsi-
bility upon the Secretary of the Treasury. He isa busy man, aswell
as are members of Congress, and it may be that he will be unable to
make, or at all events it wonld seem from the opinion of the chairman
of the committee that he has been unable to make those necessary in-
vestigations, which have shown him that these machines are doing in-
ferior work to the hand work, for, I take it, it will be granted by every-
body that it is the guality of the work, almost utterly regardless of the
expense, which we ought to legislate to secure, for there may be a sin-
gle impression of a counterfeit that will cost the Government or the peo-
ple of the country vastly more than the entire expense of running the
burean, even when it was all operated by hand machines and by hand
work.

1t is the quality of the work which we are to secure, and the ques-
tion here is one as to the quality of the work, and the chairman of
the committee concedes, from the bestinformation he can get, that the
quality of work which the machines do is inferior. It seems to me
that ought to cover the wholecase. We ought not to take thismatter,
which we have taken jurisdiction of in former Congresses, and turn it
over to the Secretary of the Treasury. If he has had the jurisdiction,
as undoubtedly he has of these things, he has failed in his duty, and
it seems that Congress has failed in its duty also, for it is coming to be
conceded that there is inferior work; and shall we permit it to go on
and continue this failure? What assurance have we that the Secre-
tary of the Treasury will do anything about this matter? Itismno
new subject. It has been bruited in the newspapers of Washington
and in controversies between labor organizations and those owning
these patents, and it has become a matter of personal abuse to those
who feel it to be their dnty to agitate the question on the floor of Con-
gress. I have had the honor to find myself the object of a scurrilous
attack in some of the papers simply because I offered that petition
which went to the Committee on Finance early in the proceedings of
this Congress, and which has never been acted upon at all.

I do not knosw anything about thissubject; T am no expert; butthey
brought specimens of the work of these machines of comparatively a
recent date, which the dullest eye could not fail to see were of vastly
inferior workmanship even than the very earliest issues of the Govern-
ment under the hand-press process.

Mr. President, since there is no issue in this, nothing in fact except
the question whether during the investigation which is now going on
in the Senate, and which has been carefully made by actual inspection,
the whole committee spending a day, as I am told, in the Bureau of
Engraving-and Printing, the committee of the Hounse, and looking into
this whole matter by actual inspection and examining the machines
themselves and carefully examining the machine work and the hand
work—1I say, after such an investigation as this, the only question is
whether we shall increase the number of the machines. The House
has undertaken to limit them, and it seems to me that we had better
just let the House have their own way and limit the number of ma-
chines and not increase the evil.

Mr. BECK. I do notknow thatIhavemuchtoadd towhat thechair-
man of the committee has said, but the subcommittee of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, of which I was a member, investigated this snb-
ject with all the care we could, and the conclusion we arrived at was
that, if there was any faith to be placed in the statements of public
officers,” we had better not gointo a controversy as far-reachingand as
broad as this, for it may be on an unlimited scale on this particular
item.

The chairman of the committee has made a report, Senate report
1814, and the statements made by all the gentlemen who opposed the
machine work will be found on pages 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, and 56 of the
report.

Hearing so much in regard to it and so many conflicting views, we
called npon Mr. Graves, who is the Superintendent of the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing, an old employé of this Government, who has
been trusted for a long time and through several administrations, a
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man upon whom the Secretary of the Treasury has a right to rely and
upon whom the committee thought it had arighttorely, and he brought
before us the work of the machines and the work done by hand, and
he assured us that the opinion of the experts in his department agreed
with his own, that the machine work was equal to the hand work, and
so far as I, as a member of the committee, was able to distinguish, I
could not tell, though I do not pretend to be an expert, which was the
better of the two. But Mr. Graves tells us that—

All of the backs of the new silver certificates of the denominations of §1, §2,
§5, and $10 have, for many months, been printed upon these presses ina man-
ner which, in the opinion ot the experts of this bureau and of other experts in
bank-note printing, is fully equal to the best hand work,

He showed the work to the eommittee, and the head of the bureau
backed by his experts averred that to be the fact. As one I can notsee
any difference between the two kinds of work, no matter what the
Senator from Connecticut or other gentlemen who are greater experts
than I am may be able to see. I thought he was the man that we
ought to trunst in regard to it, and therefore the committee struck ont
the limitation as to the number of men he might employ and the num-
ber of presses he might use, and gave him the money that was needed
to do his work and all the work. Sometimes, at some seasons of the
year, he needs a great many more than he does at other times. There
is not uniformity, of course, in his needs from day to day.%

I was very much impressed on hearing the statement made by the
men who preferred the hand work and by the statement which Mr.
Graves makes here. Hesays:

The application of st power to plate-printing presses is in the line of the
mechanical development which has long been taking place in every other
branch of industry, and especially in typographic nmf lfthogmpbio printing.
One or more steam-power plate-printing presses are in use in every large plate-
printin¥ establishment in the country, and if this bureau is to hold its own in

tition with them it must resort to the labor-saving devices which they
employ.

When I heard the editorial read from the newspaper sent up by the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] my mind ran back to the
time when we had a controversy as to whether the Burean of Engrav-
ing and Printing should be established at all, or whether the bank-
note companies of New York should do such work for us, and they
were bidding for it, and claimed that they could do it cheaper, and
proof was gone into that other printing-press companies had received
our work, and they had done it so cheaply that they had broken down
the Government itself in doing its own work, and then they doubled
and trebled and quadrupled their demands upon us until, after full
discussion, we determined that it was better that the Government
shounld control the printing of its own notes and its own securities and
have its own work done by itself, and not be at the mercy of the bank-
note companies in New York or Philadelphia or anywhere else, and
the Burean of Engraving and Printing has done the work ever since.

Ihave no doubt of the fact that the pressiof New Yorkand the bank-
note companies of New York would be glad to break us down again
and get control of all our printing, and the editorial which has been
read—no doubt an opinion honestly entertained—states that that is
the better way. If, however, we are to continne to do this work for
ourselves, we must do it in such a way as to show to the country that
we are not wasting the money of the people, and therefore we must
use the appliances that private establishments employ.

Mr. Graves, I believe, has no political object in this matter. I think
he is a Republican. I know he is a good officer and has been kept in
for a-long time under former administrations as well as this, and I as-
sume therefore that he is not giving us information with any political
bias, though I am not sure about his politics. He says:

1t is hardly necessary that I should endeavor to refute the ancient fallacy
which lies at the bottom of the opposition to these presses, that any device
which lessens the amount of labor required to produce a given result is an in-
jury to the laboring man.

When the gentlemen representing the plate-printers were before the
committee, thesuggestion being made that the use of these presses wounld
prevent the employment of as many men as were beforeemployed, while
getting twice the resnlt with the same amount of money, I asked the

nestion whether on the same %rinciple we should not have to stop all

e presses in the Government Printing Office, all the folding-machines
that do the work so gunickly and so well. We might as well destroy
the reaper and the mower and the hay-rake, and go back to the sickle
and the flail to get out our agricultural products, as to say we will ig-
nore machinery simply because it is machinery. That will not be con-
tended for by anybody, and I do not know thatit is contended for here.
‘When the chief of the burean tells us that he is getting the work done,
in his opinion and in the opinion of his experts, as well as it can be
done by the hand-press, and is getting it for half the money, and
when we are seeking to establish that we can do it as economically as
the bank-note companies of New York, Philadelphia, or anywhere else,
I.lm committee thought it was wise to give him an opportunity to carry

t on.

The chairman of the committee very well remarked that surely no
Secretary of tlie Treasury with ordinary ininllig;nm would allow notes
that would be easily counterfeited to go ont from under his jurisdie-

tion of printing and taking care of affairs merely to save a little money.
If this discussion shall have the effect of calling sharp attention to the

subject and the steam-presses have to go out, let them go. We have
not provided for any; we have not limited the burean as to men; and
if the investigation of the Secretary of the Treasnry and the investi-
gation of Mr, Graves and the investigation of the experts shall show
that counterfeiting is promoted by the use of these presses, we have
given them all the money they asked; we have given them the right to
employ all the men they need; we have given them authority to take
out the presses; and surely if counterfeiting is made easy by the use
of any presses, twelve or sixteen presses can do as much damage as any
other number, for they can print enough of that bad money which is
provided for in the bill by the House to make the whole system
vicious.

If it is found to be vicious, we have done what we ought to have done,
we have given Myr. Graves power to employ as many men as will do all
the work, and take all the presses out. We do not propose to say,
‘“You shall run ten, or twelve, or fifteen, or sixteen of these presses,
doing inferior work, but you shall not increase the number.”” There
certainly is no propriety in such a provision. If there is a vice which
makes it expedient that the machines shall not be used, they may be
stopped altogether. If there is not, and the work is done as well, and
done for half the money, why should we be putting restrictions upon the
Secretary of the Treasury or upon the superintendent of the Bureau?

That was the idea we had about it, and that is all, so far as I know,
that the committee took into consideration. We did not p to
settle this question, and while it is pending we thought we should
neither limit the number of men nor the number of presses. That was
done in the bill of the House both as to men and presses; but we left
the question entirely open to be settled as future investigation might
determine that it onght to be settled. When there was a doubtabout
which was right, I thought, and the committee thought, that the super-
intendent of the Bureau, upon whom the responsibility rests, with as
strong a letter as this which has been read from the desk and a part of
which I have read again,was the proper person to decide what was best
to be done; and that was the consideration which controlled the action
of the committee in coming to & determination.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no harsh or unfriendly erit-
icism to make upon Mr. Graves. I think he is a capable and faithful
man. Neither is this criticism addressed to the work in the interest of
the outside bank-note companies, for I am a firm advocate of keeping
that work in the hands of the Governmentand keepingit out of ruinous
cheap competition. It is the duty of the Government to make sure of
its being excellent. That is the reason why I supported the bureau as
against the outside opposition some time ago.

- The Senator says that the work of the machine is fully equal to
hand work. Why is it, then, that they do not use these machines for
the face of the money where the fine work is tobe done? They do
not put the finest engraving through the machine press, I am told.

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; I meant to say what Mr. Graves said,
that for portions of the work they did the machines were equal to hand
work, but as the Senator from Connecticut very well remarked, there is
a fine part of the work which always has been done, and so far as Mr.
Graves advises us he expects it always will be done by hand, it being
work of the general character which the Senator from Connecticut so
well described as being necessary to be done by hand. The machines
do not do all the work; they never have done it, and I suppose never
will. 'That is the way I understand it; but I am not a practical printer
nor engraver and I know very little about it. I do not know the
minutizw, except that I am very sure Mr. Graves said that certain parts
of the printing was done by hand, but that the portion he now has done
by the presses is as well done as the work by hand.

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator. The truth is that to
those who advocate this press it does not make so much difference
whether it is good work or not; it will be good enough, they think, for
that part of the bills. There I differ with them, and I think a careful
examination of thirty or forty bills by the Senator himself, although
he says he is not an expert, will satisfy him that the machine presses
do not exhibit the best work. Mr. Graves says one or more of thes¢
presses is used by every outside company. Why only one or two?
Because only second-class work can be intrusted to them. I say the
whole of our work ought to be the best that can be done. The Senator
overestimates the saving, in my judgment. That has been stated suffi-
ciently in the memorial of the plate-printers themselves,

Again—and it is all I shall say—it is not a question of saving $25,-
000 or $50,000. It is a question of excellence, and indeed I think that
a trial before a competent tribunal will demonstrate that we are right
in stopping the increase of those presses. WhileI thinknobody desires
now to go to so radical a measure as throwing them away, yet my own
private judgment is that they ought not to touch our paper money
at all. \

Mr, BLAIR. I havein my hand a card, a formal card, such as we
use in the courtesies of life, which was passed to me by my colleague
and I am informed that even this kind of printing is done onl lg?thé_
hand-press. The engraving is first done by the hand. We liave not
acquired such skill in the use of machinery as yet that even the ordi-
nary civil associations of life are allowed to be carried on withont the
skill of the hand-press. The machine has not progressed so far as to
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interfere with even our social customs as yet, and the really nice work
is almost universally done by hand. The printing of bonds, the print-
ing of currency, all the work that has to be done with nicety at least,
is still done by the hand.

It was shown to my satisfaction in my interviews with those gentle-
men that these new specimens of currency for circulation which the
gentlemen of the Committee on Appropriations say look just exactly
as well as the hand work are that kind of work which when done by
machinery very soon fades and is eliminated from the surface of the
bill. It does not endure, even with its apparent quality, for any great
length of time, so that what might have been to the eye of any Sen-
ator equally good work with the hand work in six months from this
time or in one month from this time may show a greater deteriora-
tion as compared with hand work.

That being so, very soon this carrency comes to be practically useless
and very easily imitated by counterfeiters, for we know that their art
does not extend simply to the preparation of the new note which goes
ont crisp and apparently fresh to the people, but they imitate the old
and soiled note that has been in use for a considerable length of time.
Thus when the currency printed by this machinery has been in use a
short period, so as to come to have the dilapidated appearance which
results from long use, the counterfeiter with his fresh currency, but
subjected to a manipulation to give it the appearance of having been
long in circulation, obtains advantages which he could not possibly
obtain if the work had retained not only the fine but the durable marks
of the hand engraver.

But, it being conceded by everybody that high quality is the real
and important thing to obtain, it is not a question between the intro-
duction of machinery as against hand labor, because the machinery
must perform a great deal more in the same time and at agreat deal less
expense. That is not the controversy at all, and Senators onght not
to try, as Mr. Graves, the writer of this letter, the head of the bureau,
does, to change the real issue, for we might well incur very great ex-
pense in order that our currency should be free from the art of the
countlerfeiter. Everybody can see that quality is the only real thing
to be obtained in the printing of our currency, and thus it is that an-
other question is raised between the performance of our work by the
Government and outside corporations and companies.

I am not in favor of the abolition of the burean by any means, The
men who object to the nse of machines still want the work to be done
by the Government, but they desire it to be done by the hand; and
thus all are interested. As they are performing the labor itself, and
get compensation for it, they are interested, and the money men of the
country are interested more than any others that the circulation ifself
shounld be as perfect or as nearly perfect as possible.

The Senator from Kentucky says that the committee have not med-
dled with the matter in this bill; that they have left it entirely to the
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, or that they have under-
taken to do so. But they have said nothing of the kind. They have
made the appropriation. They have made general provisions as to the
expenditure of the money; they have imposed some conditions; but
they have done more than that. By striking ont this proviso which
came to us from the House, and which is a limitation npon the num-
ber of machines, they have done what in law is called the office of the
negative pregnant. By striking it out they have affirmed full liberty
to employ or use just as many machines as the superintendent may see
fit. That is what they have done. They have removed the limitation
where one already existed; and so the Senator must admit that the
committee place us in the attitude of anthorizing the unlimited use of
the machines against which complaint is made.

But I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate. I have said
all that I desire to say, and so far as I am concerned, I submit the
question to the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the
lines which have been read at the desk.

Mr. BLAIR. The vote to strike-out is to sustain the committee ?

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The vote ‘‘ay’’ is to agree with
the committee, who reported the amendment to strike ont.

Mr. BLAIR. BSo those striking out will vote ‘‘no”’?

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment be stated.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee
will be again read.

The SECRETARY. On page 20, line 2, the committee report tostrike
out the following proviso:

Provided, That there shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate-
printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote in the affirmative strikes
out wuat has just been read. The vote in the negative retainsit, The
question is on agreeing to the amendment. [Putting the question.]
The ““noes’’ appear to have it.

Mr, BECK. Let us have a division on that.

Mr. HOAR. Let it go until the bill reaches the Senate.

Mr. CULLOM. There is no quornm here.

The PRESIDENT" pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky
ask for a division ?

XIX——133

The question recurs on the amend-.

Mr. BECK. I donot ask for the yeas and nays. Let the Senate
divide.
Mr. ALLISON. I hope that my friend from Kentucky will with-

draw the demand for a division.

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were 17—

Mr. HARRIS. Do not the ‘“noes’’ give it up ?

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to adjust the matter between our
friends, so that we can go on with the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania
moves that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that motion will not prevail.

Mr. CAMERON. There is not a gquorum here.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventeen Senators have voted in
the affirmative.

Mr. BECK. Before there is any announcement, for fear of the lack
of a quorum, I will withdraw my call and let it go either way.

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator can do that. s

Mr. BECK. There has been no announcement. I withdraw the
call, and will let it be decided.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again call for a vote
by sound.
Mr. BLAIR, I am willing to accept the suggestion of the Senator

from Kentucky that the vote be declared in the negative.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the ques-
tion. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, line 7, after the words
‘* ome hundred and,”’ to strike out ‘‘eighty-nine thousand’’ and insert
‘“ ninety-six thousand five hundred;’ so as to make the clause read:

For rers’ !
fop Te e s s, ST IO £ b GECAIAT Gl S Lt of e
Secretary of the Treasury,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘light-house es-
tablishment,’” on page 21, line 8, after the words *‘ three hundred,”
to insert *‘ and twenty-five;’’ so as to read:

Repairsoflight-houses: Forrepairing, rebuilding, nndimgmviqg‘.ighkbousea
and buildings; for improvements to grounds connected therewith; for estabe
lishing and repairing pier-head lights; for iHuminating apparatus and ma-
chinery to replace that already in use, and for incidental exp lating to
these various objects, $325,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 19, after the words ** fog-
signal keepers,’’ to strike out *‘ five hundred and eighty-five’’ and in-
sert ‘‘six hundred;’’ so as to make the clanse read:

Salaries of keepers of light-h : For salaries, fuel, rations, rent of quarters
where necessary, and similar incidental expenses of not exceeding one,thou-
sand one hundred light-house and fog-signal keepers, §500,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, before the word *‘thou-
sand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ three’’ andinsert *‘four;’’ so as to make the clause
read:

}l:)[;?mm : “gul],i?#{t‘fﬁdfr?é :l!!\’e:ﬁo;;;:i‘vfol:nif:l?ormationoafnmtgn;)bﬁg!%fnt:‘:any ?z
the apprehension of those who damage light-house property, $4,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 2, to increase the amount
of the appropriation for ** lighting of rivers *’ from $235,000 to $250,000,

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘Coast and Geodetic
Survey,’’ in the appropriations for “pay of office force,”’ on page 33,
after line 6, to insert:

For additional draughtsmen, at not exceeding $900 per annum each, $1 500,

The amendment was agreed to. 3

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to insert:

For additional computers, at not exceeding §900 per annum each, £2,700,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 10, to insert:

For additional engravers, at not exceeding $900 per annum each, §2,700.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 3, to increase the total
amount of the appropriation for ‘‘pay of office force’’ of Coast and
Geodetic Survey from $124,605 to $134,505.

The amendment was agreed to. 5

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Miscellaneous objects
under the Treasury Department,’’ on page 40, line 10, before the word
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out *‘twenty-five '’ and insert **fifty;’’ soasto
make the clause read:

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: Fordelectingand bring-
ing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the internal-revenue
laws, or conniving at the same, including payments for information and detec-
tion of such v}oln.tiops, £50,000 ; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall

make a detailed st to ss once in each year as to how he has ex-
pended this sum, and also a detailed stat t of all miscel

expendi-
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:g.tt:a ‘121: the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropriation is made in
Aact.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on 40, line 25, before the word
‘“ thousand,’* to strike out *‘ twenty-five '’ and insért ‘‘fifty;"’ so as
to read:

Transportation of gilver coin: For transportation of silver coin, includin
fractional silver coin, by registered mail or otherwise, §50,000; and in expend-
ing this sum the 8 tary of the Tr ¥ is authorized and di to trans-
port from the or subtreasuries, free of charge, silver coin when re-
quested to do so: Provided, That an equal amount in coin or eurrency shall
have been deposited in the Treasury or such subtreasuries by the applicant or
apg]iennb. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to Congress the cost

ing under this appropriation.

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment may be disagreed to.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 41, after line 22, to insert:

Old copper cents at the mint at Philadelphia : Tocover the difference between
the nominal value of a stock of old eo r cents and their value as metallic cop-
per, in order to enable the mint at Philadelphia to properly dispose of a stock
of such coins unfit for recoinage or for the purpose of alloy, §1,500, or so much
thereof as may be necessary to reimburse the Treasury for the losson such coin,

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 14, before the word
““thousand,”’ to strike out *‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make
the clause read:

Distinctive paper for United States securities: For paper, including trans-
portation, salaries of register, two ters, five watel one laborer, and
expenses of officer detailed from the Treasury as superintendent, $60,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 4, after the words “ new
buildings,”’ to strike out ‘‘exclusive of personal service except for work
done by contract;”’ so as to read: .

Furniture and repairs of furniture : For furniture and repairs of furniture, in-
cluding carpets, for all publie buildings under the control of the Treasury De-
partment, including marine hospitals, and forniture, carpets, chandeliers, and

fixtures for new buildings, ,000. And all furniture now owned by the
nited States in other buildings shall be used as far as practicable, whether it
corresponds with the present regulation plans for furniture or not.

The amendment was agreed to. ;

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 9, at the end of the clanse
making appropriations for *‘furniture and repairs of furniture for public
buildings under control of Treasury Department,’” to add the follow-
ing proviso: .

Provided, 'That of the above sum not more than $10,000 may be expended for
the personal services of laborers, mechanies, and draughtsmen,

Mr. ALLISON. I would explain the reason for that amendment
striking out and inserting. At line 4 the commitfee recommend strik-
ing out the words ‘‘ exclusive of personal service except for work done
by contract.”’ It is impossible for all the little work about these
publie buildings to be done by advertisement and contract. Therefore
we struck out those words and inserted the proviso, so that for any
work of importance the officers wonld be required to advertise.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was,
on page 44, line 18, before the words ‘‘ marine hospitals,’”’ to insert
“‘including;’’ and after the word ‘‘ hospitals,”’ inline 19, to strike out
*‘included;’’ s0 as to read:

Fuel, lights, and water for public buildings: For fuel, lights, water, electric-
light plants, including rs thereto, in such buildings as may be designated
by the Becretary of the Treasury for electric-light wiring, and miscellaneous
items required by the janitors and firemen in the proper care of the buildjnﬁs,
furniture, and heating apparatus, exclusive of personal services, for all public
buildings, including marine hospitals, under the control of the Treasury De-
partment, inclusive of new buildings, §625,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 45, after the word ** Department,
at the end of line 19, to strike out ‘‘three thousand five hundred’
and insert ‘‘four thousand;’ so as to make the clause read:

Plans for public buildings: For books, photographic materials, and in dupli-
cating plans req for all publie buildings under control of the Treasury
partment, §4,000,

"The amendment was agreed to.

Thenext amendment was, on page 46, line 13, before the word ** thou-
sand,’’ to strike out *‘ twenty "’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the
clause read:

Compensation in lieu of moieties: For compensation in lieu of moieties in
certain cases under the eustoms-revenue laws, $30,000,

The amendment was agreed to. ’ )

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 18, to insert:

Anchorage of vessels in port of New York: To enable the Secretary of the
Treasury to carry into effect the provisions of “An act relating to the anchor-
age of vessels in the port of New York," approved March 16, 1588, §35,000.

The amendment was a to. 3

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after line 7, on page 46:

Investigating pay and bounty claims of Indian soldiers: For continuing I.her

invest n of certain claims of Indian soldiers and their heirs for arrears o
pay and bounty, §2,000.
The amendment was to

agreed to.
Mr. ALLISON. On page 46, after line 23, I move to insert:

ENFORCEMENT OF THE ALIEN CONTRACT-LABOR LAWS,

For the purpose of carrying into effect the Emvislom of the alien contract-

labor law approved February 26, 1835, as amended by the act approved Febru-

ary 23, 1887, and to defray the expenses which the Becretary of the Treasury is

authorized to incur by the provisions of said last-named act, £50,000, or so much

thereof as may be necessary, to be paid out of the ** immigrant fund » rovided

{?r tn the act approved August 2, 1882, entitled “An act to regulate }:nmigm-
on,

The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. ALLISON. Immediately after that I move to insert:

Expenses of collecting revenue from customs: To defray the expense of col-
lecting the revenue from customs, being additional to the permanent appro-
priation for this purpose, for the fiscal year 1850, §150,000, or so much thereof as
may be necessary.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to make a correction in
line 22, on page 46, by striking ont the word ““March’ and inserting
the word “*May;"’ so as to make the line read:

Approved May 16, 1888,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoM in the chair). The Chief
Clerk will state the proposed amendment.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 46, in line 22, it<s proposed to amend
by striking out the word ** March’’ and inserting the word *‘May;"’ so
as to read:

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry into effect the provisions of
‘*An act relating to the anchorage of vessels in the port of New York,” ap-
proved May 16, 1888, §35,000,

“The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 47, at the end of the clanse
appropriating $130,000 for ‘‘ propagation of food fishes,” to add the
following proviso:

Provided, That the building known as the Armory Building, Washington, D,
C., is hereby transferred to the charge of the United States Commissioner of
Fish and Fisheries for use as a hatehing and distributing station and for offices,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 24, before the word ‘“thoun- '
sand,”’ to strike ont *‘two? and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to make the
clause read:

Rent of office United States Fish Commission: For rent of rooms in the city
of Washington, $3,000.

Mr. ALLISON. It will be observed that by the preceding proviso
we transfer the Armory Building to the control of the Fish Commission.
I have been told since this amendment was framed that in addition to
the room there provided for hatching purposes there is also room
enough for most of the offices of the commission. So I move to insert
in the pending clause $2,500, instead of $3,000, so that the conference
committee may have full control of those two paragraphs, and it may
be posssible that we can dispense with the entire appropriation on lines
24 and 25 of page 47.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be
stated.

The Curer CLERK. On page 47, line 24, in lien of the committee
amendment providing *‘ for rent of rooms in the city of Washington,
$3,000,” it is proposed to insert *‘ for rent of roomsin the city of Wash-
ington, $2,500.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to,

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 48, after line 5, to insert:

Establishment of stations: For the construction of buildings, ponds, and ap-

_pliances for a station for fish-culture at Neosho, Mo., £8,000.

For maintenance of same, $5,000,

The amendment was agrzed to.

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 11, after the word ‘‘ ves-
sels,” to insert ‘‘and steam-launches;”’ so as to make the clause read:

Maintenance of vessels: For the maintenance of the vessels and steam-
launches of the United States Fish Commission, and for boats, apparatus,
machinery, and other facilities required for use with the same, including sala-
ries or compensation of all necessary civilian employes, $13,900,

The amendment was agreed to. 3

Thenextamendment was, on page 48, line 22, after the words “‘South
Atlantie,” to strike out ‘*and;’’ in line 23, after the word *‘ Gulf,”’ to
insert ‘‘and Pacific;*’ in line 25, after the word ‘‘inquiry,” to insert
*‘including salaries or compensation and field expenses of scientific
assistants, fishery experts, and other necessary employés, $20,000;
and in line 2, page 49, to strike out the word “ for;’’ so as to make the
clause read:

Inquiry respecting food fishes : For conlinuing the inquiry into the causes of
the decrease of food fishes in the lakes, rivers, and coast waters of the United
States, and for the study of the waters of the interior inthe interests of fish-cult-
ure; for the study of the methods and relations of the fisheries, with a view to
their improvement; for the exploration of the fishing grounds of the South At-
lantie, Gulf, and Pacific coasts, with a view to the development of the commer-
cial fisheries; and for the preparation of reports relating to the inquiry, includ-
ing salaries or compensation and field expenses of scientific assistants, fishery
experts, and other necessary employés, $20,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 3, before the words *‘ the
collection,’” to insert ‘‘Statistical inquiry: For;" in line 9, after the
word ‘ compensation,’’ to strike ont ‘‘and field expenses of scientific
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nssistants, fishery experts, and other,”” and insert *‘of all;"’ and in
line 10, after the word ** employés,” to strike ont “‘fifteen’’ and in-
pert ‘‘ ten;”” so as to make the clause read:

Statistical inquir{: For the collection and compilation of the statistics of the
fisheries of all portions of the United States, inclading employed, capi-
tal invested, and the quantity and value of the products, and for such general
and miscellaneous expenditures as the Commissioner may find necessary in
the prosecution of this work, including salaries or comp tion of all n
sary employés, §10,000. 2

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendmient was, on page 49, after line 19, to insert:

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mrs. M: H. C. Baird, widow
of the late Spencer F, Baird, $50,000, in full com tion for the services and
expenses of the said Spencer F. Baird during his administration of the office
of Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, from February 25, 1871, to the time of
his death, in August, 1857,

Mr. BERRY. I would liketoinguire of the Senator from Iowa how
it is that, although Professor Baird was to receive no salary, this fall
sum is now due for the entire time of his service? My recollection of
the law is that the Fish Commission should be appointed from em-
ployés of the Government and was to receive no additional salary.
This appropriation of $50,000is for the entire time that Professor Baird
was in office, from 1871 to the date of his death. I would like to in-
quire how this comes.

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Arkansas will take the report
of the committes (Report No. 1814) and will turn to page 100 of that
report, and read carefully the statement made there respecling the
‘ervices of Professor Baird in this regard, and his relations tothe Gov-
ernment as Becretary of the Smithsonian Institution, I think he. will
be convinced that this is a just and proper appropriation for the emi-
nent services of Professor Baird during the long period of his service as
Chief of the Fish Commission. And in order to give Senators an op-
portunity to make an examination of this testimony and statement, I
will ask that this amendment may be passed over until the hillis gone
ihrough with, or at Jeast until Senators may have an opportunity of

examining the report.
OFFICER. That will be agreed to if there be no

The PRESIDIN
objection.

Mr. ALLISON. Some Senators suggest that the statement of the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] on this subject be printed in
the REcoRD. It is not a long statement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wonld suggest that that
might be put in the RECORD to-morrow when the amendment is taken

up.
pl\[.'. ALLISON. I ask thatit may be put into the RECORD to appear
to-morrow mornin
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itwill besoordered unless objection
is made.
The statement is as follows:

Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS appeared :

AMr. BEck. To what part of the bill do you wish to eall the attention of the
committee?

Mr. EpMUxDps. I propose that you shall insert an amendment to pay Mrs.
Professor Baird £50,000 for the fifteen genrs and a half of unrequited service that
Professor Baird did for the United States; and this is my statement as a wit-
ness, which I have condensed as muci as possible to save your time:

By the act of 9th February, 1871 (volume 16, page 594), Revised Statutes, sec-
tion 4395, page 851, it was provided that—

* There shall be appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of
the Senate, from among the civil officers or employés of the Government, a
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, who shall be a person of proved scientific
and practical uaintanece with the fish of the coast, and who shall serve with-
out additional 5

**The Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries shall prosecute investigations and
inguiries on the subject, with the view of ascertaining whether any and what
dimination in the number of the food-fishes of the coast and the lakes of the
TUnited States has taken place, and, if so, to what causes the same is due; and
also whether any and what protective, prohibitory, or precautionary measures
uhoulgi' be adopted in the premises, and shall report upon the same to Con-

From this it will be seen that the scope of the duties of the Commissioner was
limited to & purely scientific inquiry into an existing state of things, and it is
8 t from the language of the statute that it was to be a temporary affair.

Endﬂ this act Professor Baird (who was then assistant secretary of the Smith-
sonian Institution, at a salary of dollars) was appointed Commissioner
to make these investigations, and he immediately entered upon the vigorous
?msaaution of his duties, and r his report gress, in 1872, made provision
for continuing the inquiry. And by the act of 10th June, 1872 (vol

year 1883 that provision was made for his havingany onsible and official as-
sistant. In all this work, scientific and administrative, he made himself famil-
iar with every detail and gave many hours of nearly every day in each year to
the personal m: ment and supervision of it, to the great advancement not
only of science and scientific knowledge, but to the ful develoy t ol
the scheme of restocking the waters of the United States with fish, as provided

for in the aots of Congress; and his management of the fishery exhibits of the

United States at the various exhibitions referred to conferred the greatest honor

upon his country.

%,uring all this period of more than fifteen years I was a near neighbor and
intimate friend, and saw him and his work almost constantly from week to
weelk, and go I can state from personal knowledge that in my deliberate opin-
jon his work as Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries oceupied not less than six
hours on an average of every day of the whole period. During a la of
this time he had his office at his house, occupying rooms set apart and devoted
exclusively to these pu , and he had the almost constant assistance of his
daunghter in the examination of the very voluminous corr d , the writs
ing and revision of letters, and in all such incidental ways as that most compe-
tent young lady was able to bhelp her father; and a few gearsago he enla
his house at an expense of many thousand dollars from the eontrolling motive
of having more space for earrying on his Fish Commission work: .

From early morning until nearly noon he devoted himself to it at his house
constantly. He would then goto the Smithsonian Institution and spend several
hours there in intense personal applieation and labor to his duties as assistant
secretary and after the death of Professor Henry assecretary; and having fully

rformed all his duties there would return to his house and devote most of

is evenings, and often far into the night again, to the work of the Fish Com-
mission. I speak ofall these details during these long years from inth:l:é:ger-
sonal knowledge of his course of life. He could almost never be pers to
take aholiday, when year after year his family and his intimate friends who
knew that he was overworking himself would remonstrate and beg him to
leave some share of these great responsibilities’and exacting labors in other
hands. The result with him was what many of his friends feared would hap-

n—he literally worked himself to death in most valuable and tori d

onorable service tothe United States, the largest part of which was never con-
templated nor provided for when his office of scientific investigation was cre-
ated without a salary. .

In such a case it appears to me that both the dignity and the justice of the
United States uire that a suitable recognition of this unrequited laborshould
be made to his widow, who has been for many years a great invalid, and who,
with their daughter, is left in decidedly slender cir 12

Hereis a memorandum which I think was mostly made by Professor Baird
himself about his work in the last year of his life, when he knew, and his fam-

ily did not know, that he was izoin to die, which I will read. Iam certain,
privately, that Professor Baird left this memorandum, except perhaps the last
word or two of it, among his papers for his wife. I will that I ted the

the paper, my own statement as a witness, without knowledge or recollection
of the fact that such a memorandum as this existed. Then I cama :g again and
asked Mr, Cleaves to let me see the papers, and I found this, which I had en-
tirely forgotten.

" MEMORAXDUM AS TO THE RELATIONSHIPS OF B,
STATES FISH COMMISSION.

“The commission was established in 1871, with myself as Commissioner,
solely for the pur of investigating the alleged decrease of the food fishes of
the seacoast and lakes of the United States, and its causes and remedies, The
service was only expected to oceupy the summer months of one or at most two
vears, requiring comparatively little trouble and responsibility ; and an appro-
priation of §,000 was made for the purpose the first year. The law expressly
?r.ip;:}amd tlim. uo additional compensation was to be paid tothe oner

or 118 work,

“ In 15872 the subject of fish-culture was added-to the work to be done by the
commission; and an appropriation of 15,000 was made for continuing the in-
quiry into the food fishes and meeting the cost of the new division.

“Year by year the np})mprintions were increased, the scope of the work en-

F. BAIRD To THE UNITED

larged, and the labors of the Commissioner amplified in proportion; until, in-
cluding the appropriations for the fiscal year 1856, the sum amounted (in all) to
over $2,000,000,

“The av amount of time uired of the Commissioner exclusively for

the duties of tge commission is not lessthan six hours a day, mostly in the early

mor:;ing, and in the evening after the office work of the Smithsonian is com-
leted.

> “*The commission is-organized on a busi is, corresponding to that of

other bureaus of the Government, although more completely than most of them.

“The correspondence of the commission is enormous; the letters received,
and requiring the attention more or less direct of the Commissioner, amounting
to at least 15, r annum, and as many more circulars and blanks., Thelet-
ters written by the dictation of the Commissioner, or by his direction, and re-
yviewed by him before signing, represent half that number, o

*“The death of Professor Henry, in 1878, and the ion of the p t Com-
missioner to the office of secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, so greatly in-
creased his work as to make it necessary to give up all outside work whichhas
enabled him to add to his private revenue.

“ For a number of years all the offi dations and conwi 1088 Te-
quired by the commission were furnished gratuitously by the Commissioner in
his private residence. From 15871 to 15875 one of the best rooms of his house on
New Yorkavenue was given up for the needs of the Commission, including office
accommodation of the clerks. The increasing magnitude of the work made
other additionsl space nemsam?, and the Commissioner built a large house on
Massachusetts avenue, mainly for this purpose, arranging it entirely in the in-
terest of the commission. hese accommodations included two basement
rooms with iron safe, closet, and other necessities. This for a time answered
all the purposes of the commission, but with the increasing growth it became
inad te, and an appropriation was obtained from Congress for renling a

17,
250), it extended the duties of the Commissioner to the entirely new work of
the introduction of into the waters of the Pacifie States, Gulf States, an
the Mississippi Valley, and of salmon, whitefish, and other useful food fishes
into the waters of the United States to which they were best adapted.

This enactment cha the character of the duties of the Commissioner from
that of mere scientific investigation into an extensive and most important ad-
ministrative work, involving time, labor, and msponslbﬂitﬁ,manf times greater
than the inquiry to be made under the act first above mentioned into the causes
of the of food fishes, From 1872 down to the time of Professor Baird's
death, in 1887, his work was continually increasing under the provisions of the
acts of Con passed from year to year, enlarging the area of his labors in
res?ect of the hatching of fish and their establishment in all the waters of the
United States, as well as the shipment of eggs and young fish to other countries
haying similar establishments, ete,

And in addition to all this Professor Baird was required to take the responsi-
bility of and provide for the exhibition of the fishery products, ete., of the United
States at the Berlin International Exhibition, at the British International Ex-
hibition, at the Philadelphia Centennial Exhibition, and at the New Orleans
Exhibition, and he was also requ to devote a great amount of time and
labor in the preparation of statistics and furnishing facts for use on behalf of
the United States before the Halifax Commission. And yet it was not until the

house next door to the Commissioner's resid and cted with it by an
iron door, allowing free access between the two buildings.

“A few years later the acce dati again b insufficient, and the
Commissioner extended his private residence for the purpose of obm‘ning an
additional roomi. No rent was ever asked or received by the Commissioner for
any of the quarters furnished by him. At present all the expenses of lighting,
heating, ete., in the rooms of No. 1445 Massachusetts avenne are borne by the
Commissioner. The rent paid by the Commissioner for his house on New York
avenue was $55 per month, and the house was quite sufficient for his own needs.
The cost of the building on Massachuseits avenue has been not less than $30,000,
plus the taxes and insurance and extra’expense of maintaining so large an es-
tablishment, relprueming the increased cost to him of hardly less than $1,500
for continuing for fifteen years to nct as the unpaid servant of the Government
in connection with Fish Commission work. 5

* The alternation of the headquarters of the Fish Commission office for three
or four months in the summer from Washington to some point on the seacoast
from which investigations could be prosecuted made it necessary for the Com-
missioner to take his family with him, involving much additional expense in pas-
senger fares, board, ete. The necessity of spending the summer in small fishing
villages along the coast has also involved more or less inconvenience and al-
meost privation. ’

I
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“The construction of the Commissi '8 1 on Me avenue
was made in Fmﬂ. at the expense of Mrs. Baird’s share of her father's property,
and in part of the moneys earned by hisown editorial work. If his money had
not been invested in this manner it would have been invested otherwise so as
tohave produced a corresponding income, the house on New York avenue being
amply sufticient for his needs. It may be safely said, therefore, that apart from
any question of compensation for services rendered, the many questions con-
nected with the accommodations for the commission and the loss of interest on
the investment, the Commissioner has been a loser to the amount of from 1,800
to §2,000 a year, this independent of the expenses of furnishing gas and coal,
unreturned cost of the summer work, ete.

** Since the completion of the buildings at Wood's Holl for the accommoda-
tion of the work of the commission the Commissioner has paid all expenses of
board of visitors to the commission; this sum in 1885 (including the board of
his own family-and that of visitors to the station) amounting to over $300. It
may here be distinctly and emphatically stated that all the subsistence of visit-
ors to the Commission has been paid from the commissioner’'s private funds.
i ‘*In conclusion, attention ma; called to the fact that the Commissioner re-
ceives his entire pay from the ithsonian Institution,which is not a Govern-
ment establishment, and that co uently the Government does not make one
cent of compensation to him either for his work as United States Fish Com-
missioner or as director of the National Museum. There is and has been noth-
inﬁ to prevent his receiving pay as Commissioner even under the law of pro-
hibition of double salaries, ;

It ma{ also be stated that on several occasions when it was proposed to pa?'
him a salary he declined to entertain the proposition, on the und that it
might impair his usefulness as C issi the impression that he derived
benefit from appropriations made for its maintenance.

“The fact may be well emphasized that the clause providing for non-com-

sation of the Commissioner was inserted at the uest of the Commissioner,

ut that the | e duties and responsibilities was made by Congress

at the suggestion of an outside association and not at that of the Commissioner.

“ ADDITIONAL MEMORANDA IN REGARD TO THE RELATIONSHIPS OF 8, F, BAIRD
TO THE UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION,

“The act establishing the United States Fish Commission provided that the
Commissioner should serve withount additional silary. From the time of the
appointment of the present Commissioner to the secretaryship of the 8mith-
sonian Institution he has received no salary whatever from the Government;
and therefore any compensation for the service would technically not be addi-
tional to anything already received. In view of this fact Mr. EDMUNDS pro-
posed to ask for a specific appropriation to pay a salary, but the Commissioner
discountenanced the movement, on the ground that it would take away from
that disint ted and freedom of action in requesting appropriations which
were desirable under the circumstances.

“Some years ago the Commissioner, feeling the burden of furnishing quarters
to the commission, asked for an appropriation to pay for the renting of rooms
or & building outside; but Mr. HoLMAN, who was then chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee, declined to entertain the proposition, as he was opposed
to anything * that looked like fastening an additional bureau upon the Govern-

ment,’

* It will of course be understood thatthe expense of keeping up a house large
emmﬁh to furnish a number of rooms for the service of &e %‘nﬂ‘?l Commission,
in addition to the needs of his own family, will be much greater than that of an
ordinary private residence. The house contains twenty rooms, of which three
are in constant use by the commission. The expense of lighting and heating
a house of this magnitude amounts to about $600 per annum,”

Mr. HALE., Why did we not take this matter in hand years ago and give Pro-
fessor DBaird a salary?

Mr. Epsuxspe, 1proposed it to Professor Baird (and that is what his daughter
or somebody must have referred to in making the end of that memorandum
after he dietf), and Professor Baird said, '*No; Congress will do whatever they
think is proper for me in the end, and I do not want to have anybody say, as
this thing is expanding all the time, that I am nagging around Congress to get
something for myself; I am willing to trust the future for all that sort of thing
when my work is done.” That was the reply he made to me, 1 talked with
Mr. RANDALL about it once, and Mr. RANDALL said it ought to be done, but the
professor was so reluctant to bring himself in that under the circumstances
we na‘;er ditd anything. I introduced a bill, and I want to turn that bill intoan
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, You want to have whatever we do put on this bill?

Mr. Epuusps, Yes; that is exactly what I want, and it is perfectly suitable
and proper if it is right to do it all, because it is not a private elaim, but isa mis-
cellaneous donation that under the circumstances it is proper for Congress to
make, if you think so,

Mr. HALE. How much is the amount?

Mr, EpMusps, Fifty thousand dollars, which is just about $1,500 a year, in-
clnding the rent of all the rooms; and, according to the rates you are g:yiug for
other rents, if they had been hired by the United States you would have paid
more than that for the rent of rooms for doing this business.
the bill to an amendment, so as to read:

“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Mrs. Mary H. C. Baird,
widow of the late Spencer F. Baird, the sum of £50,000, full compeunsation for the
services and expenses of the said Spencer F. Baird during his administration of
the office of Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, from February 25, 1871, to the
time of his death,in August, 1887.”

That is the amendment I desire to have made.

Mr. BEcK. You have Professor Langley’s letter?

Mr. EpMunps. I have a copy of it here.

The CHAIRMAN. We had better put that in the record.

Mr.Beck. Ithink so. It is a very full statement.

Mr, Epvusps. It is an exact copy.

The letter is as follows:

“SMITHEONIAX INsTITUTION, Washington, D, C., February 4, 1888,

“My DeAR Sir: I have before me your letter asking for information in regard
to the public services of the late Professor Spencer F, Baird. It would have
given me much pleasure to prepare a fuller statement than that which I now
send you, but I have here done what the time allowed.

* Professor Baird was appointed assistant secre of the Smithsonian Insti-
tution July 5, 1850, and on October 3, at the age of twenty-seven, he entered
upon his life-work in eonnection with that foundation for ‘the increase and dif-
fusion of knowledge among men,’ In May, 1878, after the death of Professor
Henry, he was, by the unanimous vote of the regents of the institution, elected
secretary of the Bmithsonian Institution, a position which he held until his
death, August 19, 1887,

“‘He was for thirty-seven years continuously in the scientific service of Lthe
Government, In connection with his duties as an officer of the Smithsonian
Institution, his principal work was the development and eare of the National
Museum of the United States, which, under his wise administration, hasalways
been an important element in the scientific and educational progress of this
country, its scale of operations becoming each {‘m greater and more highly
appreciated both in this country and abroad. e was also especially instru-
mental in organizing the system of i ti 1 exch of publications,

* which was always under his direct charge, and which has been one of the most

I will just change -

important agencies in the devel
States, particularly in the departments of pure and applied science. He was,
furthermore, during his entire official eareer, directly dr indirectly concerned in
the organization and administratton of the scientific work of the numerous ex-
gvediﬁous and surveys sent out under Government auspices, from the time of the

ilkes exploring expedition until his death. The reports upon the natural his-
tory of the Pacific Rallroad survey, Mexican boundary survey,and many of the
other surveys of the West were prepared under his direction, and the two vol-
umes of the report of the Pacific Railroad survey devoted to mammalsand birds
were written by him, and are still standard works of reference. Inadditionto
these reports he was the author of several hundred important papers upon the
natural history and natural resources of the United States. f': 1876 he was n
member of the board on bebalf of the United States Executive Departments
at the International Exhibition of 1876, and the collections prepared under his
direction were acknowledged to be among the most instructive and impressive
exhibited on that occasion.

I have thus briefly alluded to these labors to show that his position as an
officer of the Smithsonian Institution was not a sinecure, but that he devoted
to it, to the Museum, and to other allied Government interests the full time
and labors of an exceptionally active and conscientious official, In spite of
this, and in addition to it, his most important work, from an administrative
and economic stand-point, and eertainly the most self-sacrificing work of his
life, was begun at the time of the organization of the United States Commission
of Fish and Fisheries in 1871, when Professor Baird was appointed Commis-
sloner, an office which he held in addition toall the preceding, and to the duties
of which he gave himself uninterrugtedly dm-ln's:l e remainder of his life. I
mean to say that he served conti ly in bo ities, doing, not figura-
tively, but literally, more than the work of two active men, in order to do this
working ordinarily and constantly over twelve or fourteen hours a day,on
SBundays as well as week days.

* During the sixteen years in which he was constantly at his post he never de-
uted his responsibilities to another, except during the five months preceding
is death. There can be no doubt that his death was hastened many years, not

by his independent regular labors as an officer of the Smithsonian, but by the
labor, anxieties, and responsibilities of his peculiar position as Fish Commis-
sioner, which became more burdensome each year with the expansion of his
work.® After this, it is saying little to add that out of his slender private means
he gave the equivalent of at least $1,500 per annum, for sixteen years, to the
Commission, in the form of uncharged house and office rent,

“'As Commissioner of Fisheries he rendered a twofold service. Thescientific
work, which was considered by him to be of the utmost value as a foundation
for the practical work which was to follow, has been exceedingly extensive and
important, and the achievements of the United States Government in this di-
rection are recognized throughout the world as evidence of its enlightened and
liberal attitude toward sclentificresearch. Fifteen years ago less was knownin
this country of the natural history of our waters than perhaps in any other civil-
ized country of the world. In 1857, however, it was generally conceded by foreign
naturalists that the United States was further advanced than any other country
in this department of science. The scientific work of the commission has
always been conducted with reference to definite and practical results, and the
economic side of the work of the Fish Commission is comparatively in a still

more advanced condition.

"It scarcely ry todwell upon the results in fish enlture attained
by the commission under Professor Baird's direction. You are thoroughly fa-
miliar with the manner in which certain fisheries, such as the shad 1ery of
the Atlantic coast, the salmon fishery of the Pacific coast, and the white fishery
of the Great Lakes, have been saved from destruction; how the Asialic carp
has been planted in the 20,000 or more ds and lakes in almost every town-
ship in the United States; how the shad-fishery has been embliahedr% unfa-
miliar waters, such as the Ohio River and Pacific Ocean; and in addition to
:]I;i}:l;. h?tw many other steps of great magnitude have been made in the art of

-culture.

**I dare not attempt to estimate the practical value of the work of the com-
mission to the country, but ean notdoubt that it amounts to very many millions
of dollars. I presume you are familiar with Mr. Goode's * Review of what has
been accomplished by the Fish Commission in fish eultore and imthe investiga-
tion of American fisheries ;' but I venture 'o send herewith a copy of this pam-
phlet, and to dirce!.‘;rur special attention to pages 26 to 34, in which are quoted
numerous commendations of the Fish Commission from the Il)rincipal author-
ities of Great Britain, Norway, Holland, Germany, Belgium, France, and other
Euro nations. Professor Huxhyl in an address at the London Fisheries
Exhibition, said that he did not think *that ani nation at the present time had
comprehended the question of dealing with fish in so thorough, exeellent, and
scientific a spirit as that of the United States; ' while M. Raveret-Wattel, the
principal French authority on this subject, states that ‘to this day piscieulture
has nowhere produced results which can be compared with those obtained in
the United States.’ No one can questionthat Wlm excellence ofthe work
of our Government has been directly or indi ¥ due to the presence of Pro-
fessor Baird at the head of the commission. He had no rivals, and during his
administration no word of criticism was ever uttered by competent persons,

“All this, it may well be remembered, was accomplished while filling effect-
ively the distinet duties of an officer of the Smithsonian Institution, for which
alone he was paid. And it may be added that during the first half of his term
of service as Commissioner, and while he was assistant secretary of the Smith-
sonian, his entire salary was less than that received by several of his assistants
during the last few years.

** In reference to the pc pr t of the action of Congress in the case
of the late Professor Henry, I would state that a communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasu:y was received by the House of Representatives June 4,
1878, and by the Senate June 5, 1878, recommending an appropriation of §00 for
each year during which the late Professor Henry was employed as a member
of the Light-House Board for the benefit of his family. On June 20,1578, an
act was passed ‘' to pay to the legal representatives of the late Joseph Henry,
for services rendered &r him as member and president of the Light-House
Board, §11,000." (Second session Forty-fifth Congress, page 214.)

“In the absence of time for a fuller statement, let me ask your attention to
the few words in which the benefits to his country of Professor Baird's labors
were described by a recent most competent biographer :

***The Fish Commission was an agency of r h; but it was more. He
made it an agency by which science is applied to the relief of the wants of man-
kind ; by whicha cheap, nutritious, healthful, and luxurious food is to be given
to the millions of men. He aftirmed that for the production of food an acre of
water was more than equal to 10 acres of land, thus giving to the ﬁloomy doc-
trine of Malthus its ultimate refutation, and clearing away the veil of despair
from the horizon of the poor; for when the sea shall serve man with all the food
that can be gathered from its broad expanse, the land will not contain the mill-
ions whom it is thus possible to supply.

** Professor Baird's services as Fi.sL Commissioner were entirely unremuner-
ated.. When he knew he was dying, looking to the position of his family and
the slender provision that the sacrifice of all opportunities for private gain had
left, he only told them that he could not but think that Congress, in view of

#]t is, at the same time, but Emper to say that this expansion was deprecated
ther than ded by him, and was the result of the interest exhibited
by the public at large in the advancement of the work of fish culture,

t of the public libraries of the United +*
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these sixteen years of unrequited service to his country, might be trusted to see
that justice was done.
“ I am, sir, yours, very respectfully,

“The Hon. JAMES B, Beck, U. 8. Senate.”

s ‘J:!]Ir. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. Itis after 5
o

ock.
hMr. ALLISON. T hope the Senator will let us go on a little fur-
ther.

Mr. CAMERON. We have done a good deal already on this bill.

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion.

Mr. CAMERON. I will not withdraw it.

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope the motion will not be agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question and declared that the
yeas appeared to prevail.

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have the yeas and nays. -

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken.

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to announce that the Senator from Minne-
sota [Mr, DAvis] is absent, and will remain away from the Senate for
about a fortnight. I desire thatthe ground of his absence may appear
in the RECORD, and therefore I will state for him that the illness of
his mother has necessitated his return to his home. He is paired with
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurprIE]. In order that it may be
unnecessary hereafter to announce his pair, I make the announcement
now.

Mr. COCKERELL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
VEsT] has been called home by the illness of his wife, and may not re-
turn for some days. He is paired on all political questions with the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMs].

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [ Mr. PLATT] has been called home
to Connecticut. He is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
McPHERSON].

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleagne [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with
the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. EvsTis].

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired
on all questions with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH].
If this is a party question, I withdraw my vote.

Mr. ALLISON. Itisnota ¥y question.

Mr. BROWN. Then I will let my vote stand.

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
MoRRILL] upon political questions.

Mr. FRYE. This is not a political question,

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote * yea.”’

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagne [Mr. CHACE] is paired with the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTT].

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 28; as follows:

‘8. P. LANGLEY.

YEAS—10.
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, Voorhees.
Brown, Coke, Harris,
Cameron, George, Reagan,
NAYS—28,

Aldrich, Chandler, Hoar, Ransom,
Allison, Cullom, Ingalls, Sabin,
et IR

arw itchell, pooner,
Blar:.ylﬂmm, Frye, : Morgan, Stewart,
Blair, Hamptor, Palmer, Stockbridge,
Call, Hawley, ; Pasco, Walthall.

ABSENT—38. y

Blodgett, Evarts, McPherson, Sherman,
Bowen, Faulkner, Morrill, Stanford,
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Teller,
Chace, Gorman, Payne, Turpie,
Collﬁlitt. Hale, Platt, ance,
Davis, Hearst, Plumb, Vest,
Dawes, Hiscock, Pugh, ‘Wilson of Iowa,
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wilson of Md.
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger,
Eustis, Kenna, Sawyer,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quornm voting.

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have a call of the Senate.

The roll was called and the following Senators answered to their names:
Aldrich, Cameron, Hampton, Ransom,
Allison, Chandler, Harris, Beafnn.
Bate, Cockrell, Hawley, Sabin
Beck, Coke, Hoar Bau!sllxury,
Berr{ Cullom, Immﬁs, Spooner,
Blackburn, Daniel, Manderson, Stewart,
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge,

wen, Frye, Morgan, oor
Brown, George, Palmer, Walthall

Gray, Pasco,

'I‘ile PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisa quorum present, thirty-
nin:gennbom having answered to their names. The roll will be again
call

Mr. HARRIS. On what question is the roll to be called now?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the question of adjournment.

Mr. ALLISON. We do not want a quornm to decide a motion to
adjourn,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being a quorum present now,
the question recurs on the motion to adjourn.

Mr. HOAR. It does not require a quorum on a motion to adjonrn.
The fact that a call of the Senate disclosed the presence of a quornm
would render it unnecessary to call the roll again. )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was at first the impression of the
Chair that the vote would have to be taken again. On reflection the
Chair thinks the motion to adjourn has been decided in the negative.

Mr. ALLISON. If Senators will allow me now to go on until we
finish the reading of the matter relating to the Library, I will then
make a motion to adjourn. Meantime I move that when the Senate
adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow.

The motion was to.

The reading of the bill was resamed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, after line 12, to insert:
UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE.

International boundary survey, United States and Mexico: To enable the
President to execute and plete the engag ts of the convention of July
29, 1882, between the United States of America and the United States of Mexico,

roviding for an international boundary survey to relocate the existing frontier

ine between the two countries west of the Rio Grande, $§100,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary for the said survey and relocation ef the monu-
ments, to be performed by officers of the Army under the direction of the Secre-
tary of War: Provided, That all records, maps, field-notes, and computations in
connection with said survey shall be deposited in the Department of State as an

international record ; and the ¥ hereby appropriated, or so much thereof
as may be needed, and also the money ted for the same pu o tlgy
v the
time

appropria
the sundry eivil act approved March 3, 18&{ shall be disbursed and pai
Becretary of State, on the requisitions of the Secretary of War, from time to
as it may be required.

The amendment was agreed to. ;

The reading of the bill was continued to page 52, line 19.

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask my iriend from Iowa to allow me to move
at this point an amendment which I am sure will meet with the ap-
proval of every member of the Senate:

To enable the Architect of the Capitol to protect the paintings in the rotunda
by suitable railing or netting, §500, or so much thereof as may be necessary.

Mr. Clark, the architect, thinks that will be enough.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please send
amendment to the desk ?

Mr. HOAR. It has been teken down by the reporter.

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenatorsaysthat that amendment was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations. I do not know about that.

Mr. HOAR. Isent that amendment to your committee.

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will leave it over till to-morrow
morning I shall be certain to get it in before we get throngh. Inthat
way we shall have the exact phraseology.

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Thozoﬂ)aintings, I will say, are regarded,
some of them, especially Trumbull’s great painting of the Declara-
tion of Independence, as the most valuable works of artin this country.
Certainly the painting of the Declaration of Independence is valuable,
not only as a masterpiece of American art, but also on account of the
very great pains which were taken by Colonel Trumbull, the artist, to
get authentic and accurate portraits. There are portraits of several
eminent persons in the painting, which are found nowhere else, and it
is exposed now to the touch of every passer-by, and liable to be injured
by the careless handling of a cane or umbrella.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of *‘ Under the De-
partment of the Interior,”” on page 52, after line 22, to insert:

For the purchase by the Secretary of the Interior of that part of lot 11, in
square 653, situated in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, as
laid out and recorded in the original plat of the city and District aforesaid, 'l;lng
directly north of the Senate stables, and containing 6,087 square feet, $6,087,
upon proof of a perfect title and the execution to the United States of a deed
good and sufficient in law and in form approved by the Attorney-General; said
ground to be used in connection with the Senate stables.

The amendment was agreed to. )

The nextamendment was, on page 53, line 9, after the words ** Build-
ing for the Library of Congress,”’ to strike out:

That the Committee on Public Buildings and G ls of the Senato and
House of Rei)mentat-ives. acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the

assage of this act, invite from eminent amhitem}not exceeding five in number,

esigns and general specifications for a building for the Library of Congress, to
be erected on thesite purchased for that pu: in the city of Washington, the
cost of building not to exceed £3,000,000; and the sum of §10,000 is hereby appro-
priated to be expended under the direction of the abov d ittee, to

y for the said designs and general specifications. That said committee shall

ointly report to Congress its action in the premises on or before the 20th day of
mber, 1888, That the work now in progress on the building for the Library
of Congress shall be suspended and the commission authorized by act of Con-
gress approved April 15, 1856, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved, Thatl the
?roporl.y purchased for a site for the Library of Congress, including the build-
ngs thereon, ther with all plans, records, and other property of the United
States conn with the building for said Librar{ of Congress be, and the
same is hereby,transferred to the care and custody of the Interior Department,
the expenses of such care and eustody shall be paid out of any money already
appropriated for the construction of the building for the Library of Congress.

And insert in lien thereof:

For continuing the construction of the building for the Library of Congress,
including the compensation of all persons employed in connection therewith,
as follows: Architect, assistant architects, engineer and superintendent of con-
struction, and skilled draughtsmen, civil engineers, and such other services as
the Chief of Engineers of the Ariny may deem necessary for the prosecution of
the work, and shall specially order, together with such mechanics and laborers
as may be necessary to carry into effect the appropriation herein made for con-

his
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struction of said Library building, and to be paid from such appropriation, for
the construction of the western front of the building and reading-room, and the
book repositories connected therewith, as shown by sketch termed * Plan No.
1,” on file in the office of the Li of Congress, §1,000,000. This appropria-
tion and all appropriations hereafter made and all sums available from s.‘ﬁpro-
priations heretofore made for this purpose, shall be expended under the direc-
tion and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who have the
control and ment of all of said work and the employment of all persons
connected therewith. This appropriation shall be disbursed by the Secretary
of the Interior as provided by act authorizing construetion of said building, ap-
proved April 15,1886, Andall contracts for the construction of said building, or
any part e.:eol’, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and the
commission provided for by act entitled ** An act aulthorizing the construction
of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,” approved
April 15, 1886, is hereby abolished, and the duties of said commission under said
act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and here-
after, until otﬁerwisa ordered by Congress, no work shall be done in the con-
struction of said Library, except such asis contemplated in the sketch or * Plan
No. 1,” herein referred to, and all contracts for work or materials outside of the
space covered by said planare hereby rescinded. All sketel plans, and com-
pulations heretofore made or hereafter made rcsgectin said Library building,
or any part of the same, shall be the property of the United States,

Mr. BECK. Can we not getin atthis point an amendment the com-
mittee has agreed on?

Mr. ALLISON. The clerk of the committee has just taken it away.

Mr. HARRIS. Do you refer to the amendment reported here?

Mr. ALLISON. No; it is an immaterial amendment, I will say to
the Senator from Tennessee. It isan amendmentanthorizing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to make any settlement or adjustment with con-
tractors who may have contracted for matters in conneetion with the
buildings.

Mr. HARRIS. To settle matters of the past?

Mr, ALLISON. Yes. Now, Mr. President, I move, according to
promise, that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.)
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 28, 1838, at 11
o'clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FRIDAY, July 27, 1888.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
W. H. MiLBURN, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

PUBLIC BUILDING, EASTPORT, ME.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of
the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Supervising
Architect in relation to the site of the proposed public building at
Eastport, Me.; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

WILLIAM J. HEADY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the
]SIem:ite to the bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J.

eady.

The SPEAKER. This is simply a correction in the orthography of
the name of the beneficiary of the bill, and if there be no objection
the amendment will be concurred in.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ABMY APPROPEIATION BILL.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur-

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-
concur in the amendments of the Senate, and that a conference be
asked between the two Houses thereon.

Mr. SAYERS. I object.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs; and if there be no objection the Senate amendments will
be ordered to be printed.

Mr. ROGERS. I hope that will be done.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I do not think it is necessary, because they
have already appeared in the RECORD, and they are so few in number
that it is not to go to the expense of having them printed.

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the
nmand%gn% a;e H]énntad in the RECorD ?

Mr. ND. They have been printed in the proceedings of
the Senate, all of them. 3 i
HoMr. SAYERS. I ask that they be printed in the preeedings of the

use.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the printing. Ifisan entirely un-
necessary expenditure of the public money. 1

Mr. ROGERS. Does this require unanimous consent ?

The SPEAKER. It does, or a resolution of the Honse.

Mr. ROGERS. A resolution, or a motion ? ’

The SPEAKER. A motion; but that of course wounld require unan-
imous consent. A resolution can be submitted, however, and prop-
erly referred. .

The Chair will state that bills introduced in the House and reported
from the committees of the House are printed, as a matter of course,
under the rules. But bills of the Senate and Senate amendments to
House bills are not printed unless specially ordered by the House.

Mr. ROGERS. If I may be heard for a moment, I would like to
state that we have not of course been able to keep the run of the Sen-
ate amendments. Certain amendments have been embodied in this
bill involving apparently large expenditures of the public money. I
do not think that when the House comes to consider bills of that char-
acter, we should undertake the task of legislation, involving such large
sums of the public money, without having the printed amendments be-
{ore us for inspection.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to what has been stated I will say
simply this: that on the first day of next month there will be no funds
on hand to pay the Army. It is necessary that this bill shonld be dis-

“posed of as soon as possible in order that means may be furnished to
pay the Army.

5 Mr. ROGERS. We passed a joint resolution for that purpose yester-

ay.

Mr. TOWNSIIEND. The resolution that was passed has not yet
been acted upon in the Senate. The Senate has passed the Army bill
and sent it to the House with a few amendments, which we can dispose
of in a very short time. There is no need for the passage of the reso-
lution if we act promptly npon this bill, and the only request I make of
the House is, and I am satisfied the House ought to be willing to grant it,
that all these amendments shall be non-concurred in and let an exam-
ination of what is proposed by the Senate take place in the conference
committee. There they can be disposed of item by item. There isno
necessity whatever for having this bill printed with the amendments
of the Senate simply to consider the few amendments which have been
appended to it.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to non-concurring, and objec-
tion is made to printing the amendments. The bill will be referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs. y :
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 2252) to incor-
porate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company of
the District of Columbia,with House amendments disagreed to by the
Sﬁnate, and a conference asked with the House onthe disagreeing votes
thereon.

The SPEAKER. This bill has reached a condition where itis privi-
leged; and, if there be no objection, the House will agree to the con-
ference nsked, and the Chair will appoint the conferees during the day.

Mr. BREWER. I hope that will be done.

There was no objeetion.

ISSUANCE OF PATENTS, ARKANSAS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 1082) to au-
thorize the issuance of patents to certain lands in Arkansas, with House
amendments disagreed toby the Senate, and a conference asked thereon,

The SPEAKER. This bill is in the same condition asthe preceding
bill; and if there be no objection the Hounse will insist upon its amend-
ments and agree to the conference asked thereon.

Mr. ROGERS. I hope there will be no objection to that course.

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the said bill, Mr.
HoryAx, Mr, WHEELER, and Mr, PAYSON.

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 2742) to in-
corporate the Brightwood Railway Company of the Distriet of Colum-
bia, with House amendments disagreed to by the Senate,

Mr. BREWER. I ask that the House insist upon its amendments,
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged. motion.

The motion was adopted.

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills; which were
read twice, and referred as follows:

The bill (8. 1873) increasing the rate of pension of W. A. Shappee—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2490) granting o pension to Nicholas T. Lawrence—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2803) granting an incrense of pension to Jacob Logan-—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor—to the

Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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The bill (8. 2858) granting a pension to William Church—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 2864) granting a pension to James B. Bray—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2939) granting a pension to Margaret E. Adamson—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2951) granting & pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elli-
ott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 1683) granting a pension to Mrs, Jane Flynn—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2977) granting o pension to Henrietta Brown—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3013) granting a pension to William Meyer—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (5. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3035) granting a pension to William Shields—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Dur-
fee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3058) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of
James Dixon, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3118) for the relief of Matthew O. Reagan—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth Ames—to the Commit-
tce on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3141) granting an inerease of pension to Jonas Doering—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3145) for the relief of the heirs of John M. Powell, de-
ceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to William Schoffer—to the
Committee on Invhlid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3157) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Wilson—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The hill (8. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. Huffman—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (3. 3189) granting a pension to William T. Hutton—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie L. Ham—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3200) granting a pension to Scott 8. Hawn—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3219) to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac A. Hawkins—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J. Cole—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Esther A. Jackson—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (S. 3255) granting a pension to Mary E. Cotrill, widow of
Hugh E. Cotrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs, Ellen Hand—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

The bill (8. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Grofi—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3316) granting a pension to Jasper N. Warren—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3330) for the reliefof William H. Thomas—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 3369) granting an increase of pension to Iienry Frantz—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (8. 2197) empowe:m%and directing the Commissioner of
Navigation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing

vessels of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio,
and named the Josephine and M. C. Upper, respectively—to the Com-
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

MATTIE 8. WHITNEY,

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 2185) to carry
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Mattie 8. Whit-
ney, as administratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, heretofore
referred to said court; which was read twice.

Mr. HOOKER. I askunanimous consent to take up and pass the bill
now. Ithas been reported from the Court of Claims, and has also
passed the Senate.

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read.

The bill was read for information.

Mr, HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read.

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and there is no report with
it, as it has just reached the House.

Mr. HOOKER. Idonotthink thereisa reportfrom the House com-
mittee on this subject, but it is a bill that has long been under consid-
eration by the Court of Claims, and it has been decided favorably by
that court and decided upon by the Senate committee and the Senate.

Mr, HOLMAN. Thereisareportfrom the Committee on War Claims
of the House on that bill.

The report was read for information.

Mr. BURROWS was recognized.

Mr. HOOEER. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will not ob-
ject to the consideration of thisbill. Itisamatter which haslong been
under consideration, and has now been cut down from $84,000.

Mr. BURROWS. I had simply addressed the Chair. I desire to
say to the gentleman from Mississippi that I do not object to the con-
sideration of this matter, but I wish to advise the gentleman from Il-
linois [Mr. SPRINGER] that it will take a considerable time todispose
of it.

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we shall have a gnorum npon it.

Mr. BURROWS. Itis a very important case, and I do not think
the House should pass upon it until it shall have full time for discus-
sion.

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall object.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as follows:

To Mr. Rusk, until Monday next, on account of important business,

To Mr. GALLINGER, for ten days, on account of important business.
LEAVE TO PRINT,

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask for leave to print in the RECORD some re-
marks on the bill (H. R. 9051) which passed the House on Saturday.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Maine
that general consent has been given to print remarks on that bill, and
the Chair is of opinion that that leave extends to the end of the ses-
8101.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the
House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill (H. R. 1312) to provide for a term of court at Quiney, IlL ;-

A bill (H. R. 1426) supplementary to the act of July 1, 1862, entitled
‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern-
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’” and’
also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acts amendatory of said first-
named act;

A bill (H. R. 2625) anthorizing the erection of a bridge across the
Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr. ;

A bill (H. R. 3070) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River in Montana;

A bill (H. R. 3361) to provide for holding terms of the circnit and
district courts of the United States for the district of Kentucky at
Owenshorough, in said district, and for other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of James Obrien;

A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water-
town Railroad Company;

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North-
western Railway Company the right to construct and maintain a bridge
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota;

A bill (H. R. 8355) to anthorize the construction of a railroad, wagon,
and foot-passenger bridge across the St.John’s River, between De Land
Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida;

A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and
Northern Railway Company to constrnct and maintain bridges across
Bayou Bartholomew, and across Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabine
Rivers, in Louisiana;

A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia;

A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Alabama River;
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A bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmounth, Nebr., and for
- other p and
A bill (H. R. 10538) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers.

OREDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MATSON. I ask that by unanimous consent the order for the
Friday evening session’ for the consideration of pension bills on the
Private Calendar be so modified that general pension bills may also be
considered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks that by unan-
imous consent the order for the Friday evening session be so modified
that general pension bills may be considered at the same time. Is
there objection ?

Mr. FINLEY. I object.

Mr. PARKER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection
of a public building in the.city of Watertown, N. Y.

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a question of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, STRUBLE. There is so much confusion on the floor of the
House that members can not understand what business is being trans-
acted.

The SPEAKER, The Chairisendeavoring to get order in the House.
The Clerk will report the title of the bill, after which the Chair will
ask for objection.

The Clerk read the title, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a publie building in the city of
Watertown, in the State of New York; with an amendment.

The SPEAKER. Is there objechon?

Mr. HOVEY. I object.

Mr. CHIPMAN, I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The special order this morning is the considera-
tion—

Mr. McCREARY. Isend up a resolution to the Clerk’s desk, and
desire to have it read and considered at the present time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]
has demanded the regular order.

Mr. CHIPMAN. I withdraw the demand for the reg'u]m: order for
the purpose of permitting this resolution to be considered

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That Tuesday, July 31, immediately after the reading of the Jour-
nal, be set apart for the tion of busi reported from the Committee
on Foteign airs,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous
consent for the oonsxderatﬁn of the resolution just read.

Mr, BURROWS. I have no objection to the consideration of the
resolution if the gentleman from Kentucky will modify it so as to des-
ignate two days for the consideration of reports from the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.
= Mr. WILKINS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on

ules,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection io the reference of the resolu-
tim:rt:d the Committee on Rules? The Chair hears none, and it is so
ord s

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the regular order ?

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the gentleman from Kentucky
refuses to modify his resolution in the manner I suggested ?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky made no response,
and two or three gentlemen demand the regular order.

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the
resolution offered by the ﬁ ntleman from Indiana [Mr. MATsON].

Mr. TOWNSHEND. t us have the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The special order for this morning is the consider-
ation of the bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer, upon
which the previous question has been ordered and an agreement made
that there shall be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side,

. Mn;; TOWNSHEND. Does that take precedence of the morning
our?

EMANUEL H, CUSTER.

The SPEAKER, It is the special order of the House, and comes im-
mediately after the reading of the Journal. The Clerk will read the
bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Ba il enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Emanuel H. Cus-
ter, dependent father of Thomas W. Custer, who was a eaptain in Company C,
Beventh United States Cavalry, subject to the provisions and limitations of pen-
sion laws, and pay to him a pension of §50 a month in lieu of the pension he is
now meeivinu

The SPEAKER. Under the order thirty minutes are allowed for
debate; fifteen minutes in support of the bill and fifteen minutes in

opposition to it.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to raise the question of
consideration upon that bill?

The SPEAKER. Itis. Itisalwaysin the power of the House to
determine whether it will or will not consider a proposition.

Mr. HAM. I desire to raise the question of consideration, in
order that I may move that the House resolve itself into Committee
of the Whole on the Private Calendar.

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. It is not in order
to move to go into Committee of the Whole until after the hour for the
call of committees for reports.

The SPEAKER. That is correct.

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the question of consideration could not be
ra —_—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can raise the question of consid-
eration for any reason. The Chair never states the reason for which a
gentleman raises the question. The reason is no part of the motion.
The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider this bill ?

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes
seemed to have it.

A division was called for.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is only one
of these bills to be presented. I thought this one was to be succeeded
by several others, but as there is only one I will not raise the question
of consideration it..

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill which is now before the
House for consideration is a bill to increase the pension of Emanuel
H. Custer. I do not care to say anything more at present, but will
reserve my time; and I now ask for a vote, unless some gentleman de-
sires to be heard in opposition to the hill.

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 hope the bill and report will be read.

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. The Clerk will read the
report.

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R,
9337) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer, submit the following report:

Emanuel H, Custer is the father of General Geor Custer, and of Thomas
Custer, late of the Seventh United Btates Cavalry rg:;th of whom, as well as
three sons-in-law of Mr. Custer, were killed in tha battle of Big Horn.

He is a man of more than eighty years of age and in very reduced circum-
stances, The committee do not feel that it is n
services of the Custer family during the war of the
the Union. Braver and better soldiers never served

Mr. Custer is now a&ritgped of all support. Those who would have cared for
his old age have given their lives for their country.

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. o

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CHIPM AN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pag;sed and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

I move to dispense with the morning hohr for the

to recount the
bellion in the armies or

Mr. LANHAM.
call of committees.

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the committees had better be called.

TheSPEAKER. The motionofthegentleman from Texas [ Mr. LAN-
HAM] is in order, but it requires a vote of two-thirds

The question was taken,and the motion was not agreed to—two-thirds
not having voted in favor thereof.

The SPEAKER. The committees will now be called for reports on
private bills and resolutions.

REVOCATION OF WITHDRAWAL OF LANDS.

Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported
back the bill H. R. 11006 which, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, was or-
ic;redd to be printed and recommitted to the Committee on the Public

nds.

ARVAH HOPKINS,

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re-
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 2. 3463) to
provide for the payment to the legal representatives of Arvah Hopkins
of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, Fla., for the use of the
Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to

be printed.
H. 8. SAUNDERS.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5767)
for the relief of Harry S. Saunders; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac-
companying report, ordered to be printed.

JAMES MILLER.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims
reported back with a favorable recommendation the hill (H. R. 23795
for the relief of James Miller, of Bourbon County, Kentucky; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hounse on the Private Cal-
cndar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
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CATHOLIC CHUECH, MACON CITY, MO.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported the bill (H. R. 11007) for the relief of the Catholic Church at
Macon City, Mo.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

JOHN BAUGHMAN.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9872)
for the relief of John Baughman; which was referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom-
panying report, ordered to be printed.

ESTATE OF THOMAS NILES, DECEASED.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (8. 878) for the
relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased; which was referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

MATTIE 8. WHITNEY.

Mr, SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in the excitement of the moment I |

objected a while ago to the consideration of a bill (S. 2185) called up
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER]. I desire to with-
draw my objection.

Mr. HOOKER. I now call up the bill.

The SPEAKER. The bill ean not be called up at this time. The
Tegular order has been demanded and insisted upon by several gentle-
men; but, if there be no objection, the Chair will withhold the hill
and lay it before the House at another time.

Mr. SPRINGER. To-morrow morning,.

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; to-morrow morning.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I donot understand that that gives unan-
imous consent.

The SPEAKER. Simply unanimous consent to the withholding of
the bill. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to object if he de-
sires. The request was that the Chair should withhold the bill for the

present.

Mr. REED. Then if it is to be brought up at any other time, unan-
imous consent will have to be obtained?

The SPEAKER. Of course. The bill will be presented again just
as if it had never been presented to the House.

MILITARY APPROPRIATION BILL.,

Mr, TOWNSHEND, The Committee on Military Affairs have di-
rected me to report back the Army appropriation bill with the Senate
amendments.

Mr. SAYERS, I desire to be informed by the Chair whether it is
proper at this time to reserve points of order upon those amendments.

The SPEAKER. It is; and the bill must go to the Committee of
the Whole on the state of the Union, except by unanimous consent.

Mr. SAYERS. T reserve all points of order.

Mg ROGERS. I want the bill to go to the Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The bill, except by nnanimous eonsent, must go
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and will be
on the Calendar of that committee,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoG-
ERS] wait until the title of the bill is read ?

Mr. ROGERS. ‘‘Thegentleman from Arkansas’’ will govern himself
as he pleases,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the gentleman making any motion
at this time, before the title of the bill has beea read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made no motion; no motion
is required. The rules govern the disposition of the bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [ thought the gentleman moved to send the
bill to the Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House send the bill to the Com-
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. The title of the bill
will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A hill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,

The SPEAKER. This bill, with the amendments of the Senate, will
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union,
and, under the rules, will be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order until the Honse has
dispensed with private business, This day is set apart for the consid-
eration of private bills unless that order be dispensed with by a vote of
the House.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move, then, to dispense with the considera-
tion of private business for to-day.

The SPEAKER (having put the guestion on the motion of Mr.
TowxsHEND). The noes appear to have it.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I eall for a division.

Mr. SPRINGER. If this motion should be voted down, Mr.
Speaker, will it be in order at a subsequent part of the day to make a
similar motion ?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman.
The House will come to order.

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand, this motion is made for the
purpose of enabling the Committee on Military Affairs to have the
Army appropriation bill considered in Committee of the Whole. If
this motion should be voted down, would it be in order to renew the
motion with a view to the consideration of other business?

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it would be in order during
the remainder of the time the House is in session to-day, to move to
dispense with private business.

The question being again taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND
to dispense with the consideration of private business for to-day, there
were—ayes 33, noes 69.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ieall for the yeasand nays, and will state that
my objeet in making this motion is to have the Army appropriation bill
considered in Committee of the Whole.

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 15 voting in favor thereof;
so the motion of Mr. TowNSHEND was disagreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] that the House resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of business
on the Private Calendar.

Mr. SPINOLA. In the event of the motion of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] prevailing, would the Army appropriation

ill—

The SPEAKER. The motion hasnot prevailed; the House has voted
it down.

Mr. SPINOLA. I only wanted to know whether the Army appro-
priation bill would be taken up in case the motion of the gentleman
from Illinois prevailed.

The SPEAKER; The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was
simply to dispense with the consideration of private business for to-day.
‘Whether the Army bill would be taken up or not is another matter.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As the House seems desirous to go on with
private business, I presume it is uselessto press further at this time the
consideration of the Army appropriation bill.

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House should now refuse to go into Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, would it be in
order to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union for the pu of considering the Oklahoma bill ?

The SPEAKER. It would not; the motion as the gentleman states
it would not be in order at any time.

Mr. SPRINGER. Would not the motion to go into Committee of
the Whole generally, with the view of taking up the Oklahoma bill, be
in order?

The SPEAKER. It would; but a motion to go into Committee of
the Whole for the consideration of appropriation bills would have pre-
cedence.

The motion of Mr. LANHAM was to—ayes 78, noes 30.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. DocKERY in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first billon the Private
Calendar.
Mr. LANHAM. If I can have attention, I would like to make a

brief statement. I wish to ask unanimous consent that we may now
proceed with the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar which
have been reported from the Committee on Claims, and to the consid-
eration of which there may be no objection.

Mr. NELSON. I object, if the request is limited to bills reported
by the Committee on Claims.

Mr. LANHAM. If the order I have suggested could be adopted it
would accommodate a vast number of members. Asis well w1,
a number of reports from the Committee on War Claims are at the
head of the Calendar. Those claims have provoked, and doubtless will
continue to provoke, a great deal of discussion; so that if we proceed
regularly with the Calendar no practical result may be accomplished
so far as legislation is concerned.

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman modify his motion so as to con-
sider all bills unobjected to except bills reported from the Committee
on War Claims?

Mr. LANHAM. I simply asked consent of the Committee of the
Whole that we take up in regular order bills reported from the Com-
mittee on Claims to the consideration of which there may be no objec-
tion. I believe if this order can be agreed to we shall be able to pass
a great many unobjectionable bills.

Mr. NELSON. I object, unless the gentleman will modify his mo-
tion so as to include all bills on the Private Calendar except those re-
ported from the Committee on War Claims,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, NELSON],
as the Chair understands, asks consent to modify the request of the
gentleman from Texas, so that the Committee of the Whole may pro-
ceed with the consideration in regular order of all bills on the Private
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Calendar to which there is no objection, except bills reported by the
Committee on War Claims.

Several members objected.

Mr. HEARD. I object to that modification for this reason—
[Cries of ‘‘Regular order!””] I object to any discrimination against
or in favor of the business of any particular committee. I think bills
reported from the various committees of the House should be considered
in their order, regardless of the committee from which they may come.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LaANHAM] is
entitled to the floor, and he will proceed.

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say something in which, perhaps, the gen-
tleman from Texas will be interested.

Mr. LANHAM. What is it?

Mr. NELSON. Now, in consideration of my desire to continue to
be a good-natured man, I will withdraw my objection to the request of
the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. HEARD. I ohject to the exception of any claim upon any cal-
endar, for one objection will carry over any ¢laim, so that onr time need
not be wasted.

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.

SAMUEL NOBLE.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and the com-
mittee will proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business,
which is the bill (H. R. 53) for the relief of Samuel Noble. At the
time the committee rose & motion was pending that the hill be laid
aside with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out.
On that motion the point of no quorum was made.

Mr. FORNEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the further con-
sideration of that bill be postponed and allowed to retain its place npon
the Calendar, in view of the fact that my colleague [Mr. OATES] is
not present in the city, but absent in attendance on the Immigration
Committee in the city of New York.

Mr. KELLEY. To what period does the gentleman propose to post-
pone the further consideration of the bill?

Mr. FORNEY. Until my colleague returns froml New York.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

PEREZ DICKINSON.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee now resumes the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 9872) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving
partner of Cowan & Dickinson.

Mr. HOUK. That bill has been discussed already.
stitute the Senate bill for the House bill.

The CHAIRMAN. That has been done already.

Mr. LANHAM. That bill has already been partially considered in
the Committee of the Whole House, and there being no objection, I
move that the Senate bill 94 be laid aside to be reporied to the House
with the recommendation that it do pass.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there was an amend-
ment moved by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to the
Senate bill. If there be no objection House bill 9872 (Forty-ninth
Congress, first session) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving
partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, and House bill 6346
(Fiftieth Congress, first session) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, sur-
viving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, will be reported to the House
with the recommendation that they be laid on the table.

The was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

The CHAIRMAN. The title of the Senate bill will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. #4) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late
firm of Cowan & Dickinson,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed there is an amendment
pending, moved by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAX], which

I move to sub-

will be read by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to the end of the bill: * howerer, That before said money shall
be paid it shall be proven to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury

that proceeds of said cotton to the amount above named were ecovered into the
Treasury or accounted for by the proper officer; but the sum paid to said Perez
gc.kinwn shall not exceed the sum so paid into the Treasury or accounted

r.'"

Mr, HOUK. Was not that amendment voted down ?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairisdesirous of understanding thestatus
of this bill. There seems to be some question as to whether this
amendment was adopted or rejected.

Mr. HOUK. The Senate bill was taken up in lieu of the House
bills,

The CHATRMAN. The Senate bill is now considered as pending
before the committee, the House bills having been laid aside to be re-
E:ﬂadb{.o the House with the recommendation that they do lie upon

e table.

Mr. HOUK. The amendment was voted down, as I understand.

The CHAIRMAN. Noj; the Chair is advised by the Clerk that the
amendment is pending.

Mr. HOUK. I want to say one word. If this claim is not to be
paid, then the United States ought to give notice that it does not in-

tend to pay anybody. Of course, the adoption of the pending amend-
ment is simply to avoid the payment of the claim, and I ask gentlemen
to vote it down.

Mr. WARNER. Why?

Mr. HOUK. Because this claim ought to be paid. Itisa justeclaim.
It has been favorably reported from the Court of Claims. If this House
is not going to pay claims of a just character, it ought to say so, and
we ought to understand the matter from the beginning. If we do not
pay such just claims, then I am in favor of going into the wholesale
repudiation and stop the payment of bonds and everything else, for one
is founded in justice and fair dealing just as much as the other is.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am notable torecall the features ot
this case, and I hope the gentleman will state just exactly what they
are,

Mr. HOUK. When General Longstreet besieged Knoxville, General

jurnside received a certain number of bales of cotton for use in the de-
fense of that city. They were promised to be returned, but they never
were returned to the owner. General Burnside testified to that fact,
and all the line of officials have testified in the same way. The Conrt
of Claims found the facts as alleged.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the amount of the claim?

Mr. HOUK. Ninety-six thousand dollars, a big sum; but he is en-
titled to it. He is a brave man, who accepted a deécree of banishment
from his home when threatened with an order to send him through the
lines. In response to the Confederate judge he said he had come to
East Tennessee when a young man; he had made his money there;
had buried his wife and only child there; but he would abandon all,
even the graves of his kindred, rather than take an oath in opposition
to his country, rather than take an oath to support the Southern Con-
federacy; and if the Republicans upon this floor are going to repudiate
the just debts of the Government to such men it is about time we
should know it.

Mr. WARNER. As I recollect, this cotton was taken for the pur-
pose of constructing breastworks.

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir; the gentleman is correct; for the purpose of
constructing breastworks at Fort Saunders and other places in the de-
fense of the city. The cotton, which saved the city and the Army of
the United States, was never returned to the owner.

AMr. WARNER. As I remember, a part of it was also used for our
sick and wounded soldiers in the hospitals.

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir; part of it was used in the deaf and dumb
asylum building, which was]then used as a hospital, in making beds
for the wounded, the sick, and dying soldiers of the Union.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understard the Court of Claims
have examined this case.

Mr. HOUK., They have; and they found the facts, the amount, the
loyalty, and everything in favor of the claimant.

Mr. KELLEY. Who is the *“ Mr. Barnside’’ of whom you speak?

Mr. HOUK. I refer to General A. E. Burnside,

Mr. KELLEY. Then why do not you speak of ** General "’ Burn-
side, s0 we may understand who you mean?

Mr. HOUK. I supposed that everybody knew that General Burn-
side was in command of Knoxville when Longstreet laid siege te that
city.

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; but I did not know but that yon meant some
claimant to the cotton.

Mr. HOUK. No; I refer to General Burnside.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will vote down the amendment.

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that this amendment be again reported.
The amendment was again read.
Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish toinguire what is the amonnt named in the

bill? I have forgotten the exact sum.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amount.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Senate bill proposes §96,192. The amendment proposed is to strike out
{that sum and insert $66,853,50, 3

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, upon the facts cited
in the report, and which came to light during the progress of the dis-
cussion on the bill, that it would be entirely proper to pay this claim-
ant the sum of money which was actually turned into the Government
Treasury by reason of the taking possession on the part of the Gov-
ernment of the property in question. That, I think, is all right and
ought to be paid. ‘Whatever sum was realized from the sale of the cot-
ton belonging to the party should be paid. His loyalty is established,
I think, beyond question.

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques-
tion ? ;

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly.

Mr. WARNER. When this case was up some time ago I took part
in the discussion of it and have some recollection of the facts. I would
like to ask the gentleman, however, if it is not true that the amend-
ment he suggests, if adopted, would have the effect of paying thiselaim-
antnothing whatever? I wish to ask a further question: If this cotton,
or a part of it at least, was not taken down to the railway adjoining the
depot and there some children playing around set fire to the cotton
and destroyed it ?
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Mr, HOLMAN. That applied to but a portion of it. I think you
will find that it was finally traced into the Treasury.

Up to this time it has not been our policy to pay for property de-
stroyed as an incident to military operations during the war. Indeed,
in the general bill referring claims of this character to the Court of
Claims for a finding and report we have carefully provided that inci-
dents of war, spoliations by the Army or Navy, and property destroyed
in the necessary progress of the war shall not be subject even to exam-
ination. Jurisdietion is not conferred upon the court to inquire into
the facts in such cases. It seems to me that the destruction of prop-
erty incident to war can not be well provided for; and that if we go to
the extent of providing payment to this claimant for the amount of
his property actually turned into the Treasury we are doing all that
justice requires,

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word.

I know something about the history of this case from the fact that
I was at Knoxville myself at the time mentioned, and I have examined
this claim with a good deal of care as a member of the Committee on
War Claims. 2y understanding of the facts are that this cotton was
taken to build fortifications at the city of Knoxville, Tenn., and as the
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Houk] well says, its use for that pur-
pose doubtless saved the city from capture. After the Government
was through with the cotton the owners demanded possession of it and
that it should be turned back again. Had the Government done
that it would have ended the liability of the Government. Butasa
matter of fact the officers in charge at that point refused to return the
property to the claimant, but sought to convert it to the use of the Gov-

~ ernment. Afterwards it was destroyed by fire.

Mr. HOUK. A partof it was destroyed by fire and a portion of it
was used in the hospitals at Knoxville,

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes; part of it was destroyed by fire
and part used as the gentleman from Tennessee suggests. When the
Government refused to turn the property back after they got through
using it for the purpose to which it wasoriginally applied, and for which
it was taken, it became liable under every principle of equity and jus-
tice for the value of the cotton sotaken; and particularly so when the
amount found due, as in this case, is to be paid to a confessedly loyal
citizen, to a man who suiffered banishment for his loyalty to the Gov-
ernment rather than take the oath of allegiancs to the Confederacy.

Now, I understand the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana
proposes to cut ont and to exclude from payment all of the cotton the
proceeds of which do not appear to have been turned into the Treasury.
It would exclude the paymentof every dollar of the Government’s lia-
bility, unless it is fonnd that the money was actually turned into the
Treasury. I claim, sir, that the man who owned that cotton is in no
manner responsible for the action of ihe officers, whether they turned
the money into the Treasury or nsed it in any other way. I claim
that after having taken possession of his property, if they failed to do
their duty and failed to account to the Treasury for the property that
he lost, that under all of the principles of equity and justice the Gov-
ernment should come to his relief and pay for his losses.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Indiana has
said, I can also say that I was myself present at the siege of Knoxville,
and I know all about this case, and, as my colleague [Mr. Houk] has
so well said, if this claim is not paid no claim ever ought to be paid.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts? This cotton was taken
from a citizen who was as loyal as Abe Lincoln, who suffered banish-
ment, as my colleague has said, rather than fake the oath to the Con-
federacy. When the siege was raised and Longstreet retreated he went
and asked that the cotton be retarned to him. It had served the pur-
pose for which it was taken. They said, ‘‘Oh, no, we will take it and
ship it to Louisville, and when the proceeds reach the Treasury Depart-
ment vou can have them.’”

‘What became of that cotton?
Committee of the Senate upon it:

The cotton was taken by General Burnside November 25, 1863, but the order
of General Schofield to gather it up from the fortifications was not issued until
February 26, 1864. Nearly four months elapsed from the first taking before this
order was fully executed. The waste in the meanwhile was found to be large,
Of the 313 bales originally taken from all the citizens, only 218 bales were saved.
‘What became of tﬁa 95 bales of deficiency does not definitely appear. Some
liad been taken by the soldiers to fill their bunks; some used to ealk pontons;
some lost by pillages and much worn ont and used up in the works,

Of the 218 bales recovered, 40 were used by the medical department, 158 stored
by the quartermaster near the railroad depot, awaiting shipment, were acci-
dentally set on fire by boys playing in its vicinity, and all; with the exception
of about 20 bales, consumed. Twenty bales were shipped to the chief quarter-
master at Louisville. What became of the other 20 bales does not appear,

~ Now, that is what became of that cotton. Here was a loyal citizen
whose property was taken to save the Government, afd when he asked
that it be returned they refused. It issaid that the proceeds of per-
haps 20 bales have reached the Treasury Department, and if this amend-
ment is adopted and they could prove that 20 bales had reaced there,
that is all this citizen will get for his cotton. Is it right, is it just, is
it honest? I can not see upon what ground any gentleman on this
floor wonld think it just, right, or even honest to take this property
and use it withont paying for it under these circumstances. Here is
General Burnside’s statement, here is his receipt for the cotton taken.
I can say that there never has been a claim before the Congress of the

Here is the report of the War Claims

United States that had merit superior to this claim. Thereisno doubt,
there is no controversy, there is no uncertainty. Every allegation—
his loyalty, his property, everything—is proven beyond a single ques-
tion, and why this claim should be turned away without being paid I
can not see.

Alr. HOUK. And only the amount the cotton would sell for at that
time.

Mr. BUTLER. Here is the report by the commissioner appointed by
the commander-in-chief to ascertain fully the amount, and every other
fact, and they are all set forth here in this report, so that there can be
no controversy or any doubtatall on the part of this House. Mr. Dick-
inson was a loyal man, and suffered banishment more than twenty
years ago for his loyalty, and yet the Government refuses to pay him
for his property. I certainly believe that this bill ought to be passed
and that this claimant should be paid for that property taken.

Ar. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, Irise to makea parlinmentary inguiry.
I desire to understand fully what thisamendment is. Do Iunderstand
that it reduces the amount to $60,000°?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been adopted.

Mr. LYMAN. Then the bill ought to pass as it is.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the formal
amendment will be withdrawn.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill renew it. I do not know anything about
Mr. Dickinson, the claimant in the case, but I do happen to know
something about this cotton. At the time this cotton was used in the
defense of Knoxville I happened to command a Michigan regiment in
the works. I remember very well that this cotton was brought up to
the works, and we crowned the parapets of all the principal works
around the city, and especially Fort Saunders, which was the key to the
position, with these cotton bales. I know the work we did with that
cotton, and I know it very materially contributed to the saving of East
Tennessee to the Union and to the shortening of the war. General
Burnside, with the Ninth and Twenty-third Army Corps, had marched
into East Tennessee throungh Cumberland Gap, and he had seated him-
self upon that vital connection between Tennessee and Virginia, the
railroad connecting those two States. 'We had divided the Confederacy.
We had cut off the head at Richmond from the body in the Southwest,
and it was absolutely necessary that the East Tennessee railroad
should be recovered, as it was the only railroad they had except that
east of the mountains. General Longstreet was detached from the
main army at Chattanooga and with fourteen or fifteen thonsand men
sent to try and get us off’ the railroad. We fell back into Knoxville
and threw up hasty works. Somebody’s cotton bales were bronght
from somewhere, and with them we crowned the parapets of all the
prineipal works; and when the assault eame, on the 29th of November,
1863, our little band, comparatively speaking, behind these cotton bales,
drove back Longstreet’s veterans that had swept away Sickles at Get-
tysburgh in the July before. And I want to say to the gentlemen of
this House that if these were Mr. Dickinson's bales, that Mr. Dickin-
son’s cotton bales had a great deal to do with the salvation of Knox-
ville and the whole of East Tennessee. They did good service there.
A good many of them were knocked to pieces with shot and shell there
in that assault on the morning of the 29th of November, a good many
of them, to my personal knowledge, were left blood-stained there that
morning, and if those were the cotton bales of this claimant, asI am
assured by the gentleman from Tennessee, Colonel Houk, they were——

Mr. HOUK. They have been thoroughly identified.

Mr. CUTCHEON. If those were the cotton bales of this claimant,
then the United States of America conld well afford to pay a million
dollars for them and not pay more than they were worth to the Gov-
ernment of this Union on that oceasion. [Applause.] I hope this bill
will be passed.

Mr. LANHAM. I trust we shall now have a vote upon this bill.

The CHATRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be regarded as withdrawn, and the question will be taken
on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Horarax].

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. HOLMAN. T ask for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 80.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the opinion of the House seems to be
so strongly in favor of this measure, I will not make the point of no
quorum, but otherwise I would do so.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass?

Mr, LANHAM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. When this bill
was last under consideration I offered an amendment reducing the
amount, 3

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has been adopted.

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, we have had a great deal of trouble
with this Perez Dickinson claim, and I now move that the committee
rise and report the bill to the House, in order that we may pass it and
be done with it. [Laughter.] :
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Mr. LANHAM. T hope the gentleman will not insist on that mo-
tion. We will endeavor to have the committee rise in ample time for
the passage of these bills.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk]
insist on his motion ? -

Mr. HOUK. Not if there is objection; but I think that would be
a proper and legitimate way to dispose of this case at this time,

. Mr. LANHAM. I will make no objection to the gentleman’s mo-

tion.

Mr. HOUK. Then T move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of the Whole, reported
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9872) for the re-
lief of Perez Dickinson, and had directed him to report it back with
the recommendation that it be laid on the table; also that the com-
mittee had substituted for the House bill a bill (8. 94) for the relief
of Perez Dickinson, and had directed him to report it to the House
with the recommendation that it do with an amendment.

The :omendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of this hill,

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I call for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 7.

Mr. McSHANE. No quornm.

The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted.
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx]
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE] to act as tellers.

Mr. MCSHANE. I withdraw the point of no quornm.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
f:.ﬁad; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

e.
The latter motion was agreed to.
The House bill (H. R. 9872) was laid on the table.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the Houseresolveitself into Com-
mittee of the Whole House for the further consideration of bills upon
the Private Calendar.

The motion was agreed to. : :

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole,
and Mr. DocKERY resumed the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole
upon the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill.

The bill was read, as follows: ~
A bill (H. R. 7500) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins,

Beit ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and t. x tﬁep;y. out of :-;ly :crni)[r;ay in :.hﬂl? 'arieasurytrlljol’. otlm:vgc

appropriated, to John ree, executor o rgaret T. Higgins, the sum of §3,-
&.Gﬁ, the same being in full for and final d of the claim examined, in-
vestigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the United States
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, commonly
called the Bowman act.,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr, HOLMAN. I suggest that the report be read.

The report (by Mr. SToNE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7800) for
f.herrﬁ‘lief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T, Higgins, beg leave to report

oOWS:

mBT‘i]m bill provides for the payment of $3,236.66 for the use of a certain ware-
house and wharf, belonging to Mrs. Higgins, in the city of Norfolk, Va. This
claim was transmitted to the Court of Claims by the Committee on War Claims
of the Forty-eighth Congress under the provisions of the act entitled ""An act
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in
the investigation of and demands against the Government,” approved
March 3, 1883,

The said claim was returned by the Court of Claims to the Committee on War
Claims of the Forty-ninth Con with findings of fact by the court, which
show among other thin t.hm.ﬂe claimant was loyal, that her warehouseand
wharf after the occupation of the city of Norfolk by the Federal forces in 1862
were seized Capt. Edwin Ludlow, assistant quartermaster United States
Army, as a mi im{ﬁ; ity, were ied for two years, eight months, and

* eleven days, and that $1,200 a year would be a fair compensation for the prem-
ises. In accordance with the findings of fact by the Court of Claims the Com-

mittee on War Claimas of the Forty-ninth Congress reported House bill No. 10798,

providing for the pl:zment of the amount found to be due, to wit, $3,236.66,

Your committee therefore report back the bill which has been referred to
them and d its | e

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill (H. R. 1798,
Forty-ninth Congress) will be reported to the Honse with the recom-
mendation that it lie on the table. :
There was no objection.
WILLIAM J. POITEVENT.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 26)
for the relief of William J. Poitevent.

The bill was read.

Mr, LANHAM, Unless the consideration of this bill is called for

by some gentleman, T ask that it be passed over informally, retaining
its place on the Calendar.

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that order will be
made. The Chair hears no objection.

HIBRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS.

The nexi business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1028)
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others.

Mr. LANHAM. I make the same request in regard to this bill that
I made in regard to the one last read.

Mr. E’NLOE. I ask for the consideration of this bill.

. The bill was read. _As amended by the Committee on War Claims,
it is as follows:

He it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided, to
tge {%speeﬂve persons named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives,

wit:

To H. Johnson, $659.86,

To Stephen M. Johnson, §659.86.

To D. J. Franklin, $180.48,

To Josi.nh_Frnnklin‘ $156.60.

To Nat Buckley, §261.20,

To John Tull, $313.49.

To Elias Bray, $391.92,

To Dr. G. Johnson, §156.60,

To Harrison Trice, 1.20,

To Jeremiah Crook, sr., $522.41.

To Willis Arnold, £5,213.59,

1.92,

To John M. Hart, $522.41.

To William A. Brummer, $801.69,

To John D, Smith, §261.20,

To A. B. Crook, §261.20.

To Daniel McCollum, §261,20,

To Jeff Jones, §130.48,

To Thomas McGill, §156.61.

To James Ledbetter, §156.61.

To William Ozier, $522.41.

To Elijah Bond, $261.20,

To John L. Cawthon, §522.41,

To William IHall, 8522.41.

To Carroll Beaver, $522.41.

To John West, $659.86.

To James Clifford, $261.20.

To O. F. Hendrix, $784.04,

To Frank Cawthon, §313.49,

To James Cawthon, §130.49,

To 8. E. Grider, $130.49,

To Silas Grider, $130.49,

To John Robinson, $240.34.

To Hugh McKnight, $200.25.

To John G, Smi&ﬁ. £79.96,

To Caleb McKnight, $200.25,

To James Thon .25,

To William P. Walker, §120.06,

To A.S. Rogers, $341.55.

To Tison G. Maness, $561.02.

To William H. Bond, $120.06.

To F. M. Ballard, £210.04.
To Stephen Messengill, $120.06,

To William Swink, L 80,

To Keton M. Jones. $361.15. In all, $22,271.26,

The amendments reported by the Committee on War Claims changing
the amountis in various cases, so as to pay to the claimants the amounts
as given in the foregoing bill, were read:

Mr. ENLOE. Ifthe reading of the reportis desired by any one, I
would be glad to have it read now.

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to make some remarks on this bill. The
report can be read afterward, unless the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
ExLoE] wants to proceed with his remarks now.

Mr. ENLOE. I will wait until the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
RoweLL] has spoken.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin.
words on this subject.

Mr. ENLOE. How much time do gentlemen on the other side de-
sire to occupy ?

Mr. ROWELL. I shall not want much time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Tllinois [ Mr. ROWELL] for one hour.

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, this bill marks a new departure in
the way of paying war claims. Colonel Haynie, when commanding at
Henderson, West Tennessee, adopted as a method of preventing injury
to the property of the United States and of citizens, the making of
assessmentis, when injury was done, upon the rebel citizens thereabout,
and collecting those assessments to the full amount of the injury.
This was a policyadopted by different commanders in West Tennessce.
Some required cttizens in neighborhoods where guerrillas were in the
habit of doing damage, to give bonds of indemnity against any such
damage; others adopted the policy of assessment upon the active rebel
sympathizers in the vicinity. Damage to the extent of some $26,000
was done in the neighborhood of Henderson; and Colonel Haynie as-
sessed and collected that sum of money, appointing a commission to
find out the total amount of damage, the ability of persons to pay, and
the character of the people upon whom assessments were made.

That sum of money was collected. Some $5,000 of it was for dam-
age to United States property, and about $20,000 for damage to indi-

I would like a chance to say a few
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vidual property. The money was covered into the Treasury of the
United States. Every cent of it was assessed according to the laws of
war, according to the rights of the people of the United States, and
against men actively in sympathy with or aiding the cause of the
enemy.

Subsequently—and here is a strange remissness on the part of the
Committee on War Claims—subsequently, by act of Congress, between
$9,000 and $10,000 of this money was paid out of the Treasury to cer-
tain parties whose property had been destroyed, leaving, besides the
$5,000 going to the United States, $10,000 or $12,000 of that money
remaining in the Treasury. That fact has not been stated in this re-
port. The Committee on War Claims, in bringing in their report, have
neglected to inform this House that by the deliberate act of Congress
nearly $10,000 of this money hasalready been paid to parties for whose
benefit it was assessed, and is now not in the Treasury. But the com-
mittee has reported a bill not simply to pay the balance of the money
remaining in the Treasury, but to pay to these men who were engaged
in hostilities against the United States, or who were in sympathy with
those who were so engaged, not alone the money remaining, but all the
money that was collected, except the $5,000 collected for the benefit of
the United States.

In the Forty-eighth Congress the Committee on War Claims, by a
unanimous vote, reported in favor of repaying the remaining money to
the parties for whose benefit it was assessed, and by an equally unani-
mous vote reported against a bill of this character except that it was
then only proposed to pay the balance of money remaining in the
Treasury.

Now, what is this bill? It is a bill to reverse the action of the au-
thorities of the United States in command. It is a bill to pay back to
rebel sympathizers something taken by lawful authority from them
in h;,)e'lillrisuance of the business which they had in hand to overthrow the
Ie on.

Now, if this money is to be paid back there is no single item of
damage arising out of the war and incurred for the purpose of putting
down the rebellion that ought not also to be paid back. Not a single
item. Wherever a marching army levied contributions, wherever a
marching army camped, wherever a marching army seized upon prop-
erty contraband of war there ought to be payment made to the owners
thereof in principle if this money ought to be paid back.

As a member of the committee in the Forty-eighth Congress, over
which Judge Geddes presided, I joined in the report in favor of paying
this money to the parties injured and for whom it was assessed. I had
some personal experience myself in this section of country in adopting
a different plan for the purpose of saving the railroad bridges from de-
struction by guerrilla bands, whereby prominent people in the neigh-
borhood were put under bond. But in this case the damages were as-
sessed and collected. The only mistake made by the military anthori-
ties was in not paying it to the parties injured and for whose benefit
the money was collected. It was covered into the Treasury of the
United States and there was no way of getting it ont except by legis-
lation of Congress,

Here is a proposition, Mr, Chairman, to reverse the action of former
Congresses. Here is a proposition to pay money collected in further-
ance of the purpose of the Union Army in order to compensate Union
men for injuries done to them. Here is a proposition to pay back this
money so collected and assessed, because of injury done by these guer-
rilla bands, and collected and assessed in pursnance of war authority.

I want this House and country to know, before they vote this money
out of the Treasury of the United States, that they are voting in fact to
pay every war claim which may be presented to the House. The collec-
tion of this money stands on higher authority than the seizure of sup-
plies. It was done deliberately; it was done after the appointment ot
a commission; it was done in pursuance of authority recognized by all
nationalities engaged in war; it was done as a war measure; it was
done by the Union forces for the purpose of putting down the rebellion;
it was done to protect from depredation this section of country where
there was no rebel army, and where nobody entered except in pursu-
ance of a raid or by the boys coming home from the South in the guise
of citizens getting ther, and while getting ready to go back to the
army rushing into a town and committing depredations, Itwas made
necessary to assess these damages for the purpose of gnarding property
from attack in this section of country, so that the troops might go to
the front. It was an effectiveremedy. It ended that sort of raiding.
It relieved the soldiers from that duty and enabled them to be put
upon active duty at the front,

Now, in the Fiftieth Congress we are asked to overturn that action.
We are asked to declare that the action of the Army in pursuance of
its legitimate purpose is to be reversed, and these people are to be
com ted for the moneys they were compelled to pay as a penalty
for the injury they inflicted upon the property of Union people. For
one I protest. If this policy is to be adopted then I say we ought to
pay everybody. Let down the gates, unlock the Treasury, pay for
every bale of cotton, pay for every ear of corn, aye, let us go further
and pay for every liberated slave, for the rent of every church and
school-house occupied by a passing army; pay for every claim and all
the claims which may be set up by those who were in the armies in

rebellion against the country, because there is no difference between
one and the other.

I do not care to pursue the matter further, and will yield the floor
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THoMAS].

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the facts as I under-
stand them, and as they are set out in this report, are not disputed.
At the time mentioned in the report, during the earlier period of the
war, there was a raid made upon the town of Henderson by some young
men, as I understand it, belonging to families who sympathized with
the rebellion——

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman mention in what State this was?

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. In East Tennessee.

Mr. WASHINGTON. West Tennessee.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Yes, West Tennessee. The property
of the Government, consisting of cotton and military stores to the ex-
tent of between five and six thousand dollars, was destroyed in this
raid, as well as the property of certain loyal citizens selected by the
raiders, which amounted, together with the amount of what the Gov-
ernment lost, to $26,751.36.

General Haynie, in command of the troops of that neighborhood, ap-
pointed a commission and authorized the commission to assess upon
the disloyal inhabitants of that neighborhood, who were supposed to
be implicated in this raid, an amount equal to the value of their prop-
erty to cover the amount thus destroyed, which assessment was made
and was confirmed by General Sullivan, in command of that depart-
ment. The money so assessed was collected and paid over into the
hands of General Sullivan, and afterwards it was paid by him intothe
Treasury of the United States.

Now, sir, this report of the committee admits the authority of Gen-
eral Haynie and of General Sullivan to make the assessment. They
admit that it was made in accordance with the laws of war, and that
it was a valid legal charge upon the property of the enemies of the
country in that neighborhood; and the excuse now presented is that
General Grant, then in command of the armies of the United States in
the West, directed that this money should go back to the men from
whom it was taken. There is a dispute in connection with that alle-
gation of fact. Tadmit, if it was so, that this money ought to be paid
back, in accordanee with the report of the committee. But, sir, we have
here the report of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth
Congress, to which I desire to direct your attention. That committee
had all the papers before them, and the chairman of the committee, the
majority of the committee being Democrats, has put upon the record
what they then found, and I take it that it is entitled to some consid-
eration. Mr. Geddes, the chairman of the committee, says:

If the facts stated were actually established by the papers on fileand the testi-
mony before the present committee—

That is, that General Grant had made this order—

it wounld most likely concur with the reasoning and eonclusions of its prede-
cessor, But this committee do not find these facts established by the testimony
presented for their consideration. On the contrary, there is nothing in the pres-
ent record to authorize the assumption that **the levying and collecting these

ts wns supposed to be under and in execution of an order of General

Grant.”

On the contrary, it was under an order of General Haynie, sanctioned
by General Sullivan. The papers filed did not show that General Grant
ever issued an order having special and direct reference to these several
proceedings in that he desired this money should be turned over to the
parties from whom it was taken. The testimony shows that the pro-
ceeding originated with General Haynie.

It is true the superior officers of Haynie and Sullivan could have revoked or
countermanded their orders; but this was not done, as assumed in the reports
herctofore made on this claim.

And soit is assumed in the report now before nus. And now the chair-
man of the committee making this report proceeds to show this fact,
which is not contained in the report of the committee now before us.
Probably, Mr. Chairman, it is not so contained because they did not
have the papers; but they ought to have taken for granted something
that was put into the report of the ?riomommit.tee of the Forty-eighth
Congress and called the attention of the House to it. They could have
referred to it in some way and given us an opportunity of gathering the
facts in the case. This repori proceeds:

It will be remembered that on the 23d of January, 1863, he (General Grant) di-
rected this money to be accounted to the Provost-Marshal-General, and we find
a letter on file in the case of Willis N, Arnold, now before this committee—

That is another case— -
and whose hill is being considered in conjunction with the present bill for
the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. This letter bears date * Wa.shin%:g,
D.C.,June 26,1866, and was written by General Adam Badeau, then on -
eral Grant's staff. It was at a period much nearer the time these military pro-
ceedings were had, and must be taken as a correct interpretation of the wgole

ing on the part of General Grant and his subordinates. Itisin repliy to
gVillls N. Arnold, who had called on him for aid in his case, which is now before
Congress, The full text of that letter is as follows:

‘“In reply to your communication of June 11, addressed to Lieutenant-Gen-
eral Grant, an reguesting that you, as a loyal citizen, might be remunerated
for losses sustained by you at the burning of Henderson, Tenn., General Grant
directs me to inform you that an assessment was made by General Sullivan, by
his orders, upon the pm}?ertdy of disloyal citizens for the purpose of remuner-
ating the sufferers at Henderson, and that since General Sullivan has been

maustered out of the service he has informed General Grant that a certain amount
of such t ins in his hand
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“ General Grant advised General Sullivan to turn over the said sum to the au-
thorities, so that it might be devoted to the uses for which it was collected.”

Now, in 1866, General Grant, through his aide, certifies that this
money was in the Treasury for the benefit of the loyal men for whom
it was assessed, and this was directly at variance with the assertion
that an order was made by him that it should be paid back to the reb-
els against whom it was assessed. No such order can be produced. It
is the mere hearsay of a gentleman by the name of William 8. Hillyer,
who writes a letter in 1872 stating his impression from memory, in
which he exonerates himself, and it is cited in this report that this fact
had a great deal to do with the character of the report.

Now, sir, of this money thus seized and put into the Treasury a por-
tion of it has already been devoted by Congress to the payment of those
loyal men for whom it was assessed. On March 3, 1875, $9,606.36
were allowed to be paid to Mr. Aldridge, one of the men whose prop-
erty was taken, and it leaves $12,665 in the Treasury out of which to
pay, as this bill provides when amended, $22,271.65.

Now, sir, there is another significant fact in relation to this last ap-
propriation. General Grant was President of the United States at the
time this last bill passed appropriating nearly $10,000 out of this
fund to these loyal claimants from whom it had been taken. General
Grant signed and approved the bill. I submit to any gentleman
whether if General Grant had given an order that this money should
be paid back to those from whom it was assessed, he wounld have ap-
proved a bill from Congress appropriating part of the fund to the par-
ticular purpose for which it was assessed. There is no claim that
these men were loyal; there is no claim in this report that they were
not implicated in this raid; there is no claim in this report that the
assessment was not just and equal upon them. We claim that it was
no more than should have been assessed under the circumstances. The
report of the committee admits that it was made in accordance with
the laws of war, and there is no claim that it was illegal.

The only claim is that now the war is over and this money is in the
Treasury, which is not entirely true, and it onght to be paid back.
As the gentleman from Illinois stated—and its influence upon my mind
determined me absolutely on this case—if yon now can go back and
pay claims of this kind there is no excuse for not paying any claim that
may be bronght in for damages in consequence of the war for millions
and hundreds and thousands of millions of dollars, I was going to say,
for property destroyed, taken, and used during the war. This is only
another way of taking the property, which was done in order to pre-
vent a greater destruction of property and to prevent the use of the
Army in guarding property when they were needed for fighting in the
field.

Why, sir, it seems to me astonishing that a committee of this House
can recommend the payment of a claim of this kind and refuse to rec-
ommend the payment for the taking of cotton and the destruction of
buildings, the trampling down of fields and the destruction of fences,
or any other destruction cansed by war. This, and every other com-
mittee of this House, has always refused to pay any such claims,

With these remarks, Mr. Chairman, I leave the question with the
House, confident that it understands our side of the case.

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I regret that it is necessary for me to
enter into a discussion of this case, but in view of the statements
made by the gentleman from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Illi-
nois it is due to the people I represent, who are interested in this meas-
ure, that I should make a briefstatement as to the matter it embraces
and the ground upon which this claim rests. I will say in the first
place that this bill has been reported favorably by five different com-
mittees in Congress. It was reported three times favorably in the
House, and it has been favorably reported twice in the Sepate, and the

t report which was made by the Committee on War Claims was
made by General Bragg, of Wisconsin, when he was chairman of the
Committee on War Claims of this House; and every gentleman ac-
quainted with his high character as a legislator knows that he was a
man who looked very carefully into these claims and did so more thor-
oughly, notonly as a matter of exact justice to the Government but to
the claimants, than any man who ever presided over the Committee on
War Claims.

These various reports were made unanimously by the different com-
mittees that have considered this bill, and this bill has passed both the
Senate and the House, but never both at the same session of Congress,
In the Forty-sixth Congress there was only one vote against it in the
- House. It passed the Senate less the amount of the claim of Arledge
and Patterson.

Mr. KERR. Did it pass with the $22,000 provision?

Mr. ENLOE. As I before stated, it passed the House in the Forty-
sixth Congress in its present form, with but one dissenting voice, upon
the report which was made originally by General Bragg, of Wisconsin,
who was at that time chairman of the Committee on War Claims; and
that report was unanimously adopted by the Senate committee, and it
is the same report made by the Committee on War Claims on the pres-
ent bill. The claim originated from a raid made by a detachment ot
Confederate troops under Col. N. N. Cox, a regular officer in the Con-
federate army, on the Federal post at Henderson, Tenn., on the 25th
day of November, 1862. This battalion of Confederate troops from

Middle Tennessee crossed the Tennessee River, 60 miles away, the
evening of the 24th of November, and rode all night, reaching Hender-
son and making the attack early the morning of the 25th.

They surprised and captured the post, destroyed the depot, the camp
equippage of the troops, the water tank of the railway company, and
o guantity of cotton, the property of private citizens, which had been
seized by the Federal troops and used for making breastworks. The
amount of the damage to the Government was assessed at $5,080.

This raid was a surprise to the people of Henderson and vicinity, and
to the parties named in this bill, as great as it was to the troops who
were captured. These claimants had no more knowledge that such
araid was contemplated than did the commanding officerat Ienderson.

I think the proof on file in the case will fully justify me in this state-
ment. Theimmediate commanding officer, Col. I. N, Haynie, appointed
a board to assess the value of the property destroyed, and under the
direction of his superior commanding officer, General J. C. Sullivan,
he levied an assessment upon the citizens named in this bill amounting
to $27,351.86. There has been much controversy over the object of
this assessment, but the sworn testimony of General Sullivan sets ab
rest all legitimate question about that.

Colonel Haynie scems to have had the idea that the money was col-
lected to reimburse the Government for losses sustained, and to pay
the citizens who claimed to be the owners of the cotton destroyed; %:;t.
General Sullivan swears that the money was collected and held as in-
demnity against future injuries by similar raids, and it was levied upon
leading citizens who it was snpposed might have influence in helping
to maintain peace and order in thatsection; and that the money ought
to be returned to those who paid it.

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ROWELL] was in that section
during the period this oecurred, and states that he placed the citizens
under bond, and if anything of that kind occarred he collected the
penalty. That was one method of doing it, and this assessment was
another. The difference between his method and that of General Sul-
livan was that he held the money indemnity, while the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr, RowELL] held indemnity bonds.

The reason why this money was not returned to these claimants as
contemplated by General Sullivan was that General Sullivan was trans-
ferred from that command, and by order of General Grant the money
was paid over to Colonel Hillyer, the provost marshal-general at Jack-
son, Tenn., and finally found its way into the United States Treasury.
When the private citizens who tried to establish a claim on this fund
for cotton destroyed, on the line of argument pursued by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Illinois, General Meigs,
the Quartermaster-Genernl, made a statement that *‘ the money col-
lected exceeded the amount which General Grant had intended to have
collected, and that General Grant refused to permit it to be applied to
the payment of private losses and damages.’’

Here we have the statement of this distingnished officer, made with
a full knowledge of all the facts, in direct corroboration of the state-
ment of General Sullivan, clearly showing that this money does not
belong to anybody except the unoffending and peaceable citizens who
paid it to the Government officers. In a letter to the Secretary of
‘War, dated Quartermaster-General’s Office, Washington, D. C., De-
cember 2, 1871, General Meigs, after reciting the circumstances at-
tending the collection of this money, uses the following language, to
which I invite the especial attention of every fair-minded member of
this House. He says:

General Grant, then commanding, ordered a war levy upon neighboring
rebels, and the full value of the United States property and of the eotton (private
property) destroyed appears to have been collected. Colonel Hillyer states that
the money thus collected e ded the t which G 1 Grant had in-
tended to have collected, and that General Grant refused to permit it to be ap-
plied to the payment of private losses and damages.

Part of the contribution or levy appears to have gone into the military rafl-
road g&partmcnb, being that which represents the value of public property de-
stroy

Part of the remainder, namely, $30,000, went into the hands of the quarter-
master, Col. C. A. Reynolds, as m his ts on file at the Treasury.

In settling the accounts of ofticers of this department, military collections,
levies, rents of abandoned or eaptured bnﬂdinﬁ ete., are, have
been used in the operations of the Quarte 8 Department, charged against
the regular appropriation of the Quartermaster’s Department, and the amount
is placed in the Treasury by transfer warrant to the credit of these irregular

funds.

u{’Vhﬂe it was within the military authority and power of ageneralin the fleld
to levy and collect money as fines; and while he might have paid the proceeds
to those who had been injured by the enemy, it appears that General Grant re-
fused to do this, and I know of no law by wh‘uhany officer of the United States
can now take this money from the Treasury and apply it to the payment of
these losses and damages.

1 am of opinion that the parties have no claim in law, and no officer, so far as
I know, has power to relieve them.

Is it not remarkable that at this day we find gentlemen here in this
House resisting the payment of this money to the people to whom it
honestly belongs on the flimsy pretext that it belongs to the men who
claimed to be the owners of the cotton seized by the Federal troops
and used for breastworks, which was destroyed in battle, and making
this assertion in the face of General Meigs's declaration that they have
no claim in law ? i

Mr. ROWELL. Werethey not claiming it ontof the Treasury with-
out any act of Con, ? - '

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; and the Quarlermaster-General decided that
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they had no elaim in law, no legal right to make any such claim on
this fund.

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; hedecided that, having been covered into the
Treasury, the only way it could be taken out was by an act of Con-

Mr. ENLOE. He did not say anything about that; but he said that
it could not be applied to the payment of damages to private property
because it was not collected for that purpose, and that General Grant
so stated. More than that, we have the statement of the commanding
officer himself, General Sullivan, that his purpose was not to take this
money and turn it into the Treasury, but to hold it as indemnity, just
as the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ROWELL] took bonds and held them
as indemnity.

He did not eollect those bonds, and General Sullivan intended, not
that this money should be turned into the Treasury, but that itshounld
be returned to the parties who paidit. Anotherpoint. He states that
the damages sustained amounnted to $27,000. The amount assessed
was $27,000, and something over, but that damage was in a large meas-
ure the destruction of the property of individuals, which was destroyed
in the course of the conflict between the two contending forces. The
Government loss was only $5,080, as found by the board of assessors

pointed at the time to ascertain the amount of the damages.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the order indicate the purpose for which
the money was taken ?

Mr. ENLOE. The terms of the order, as stated by the commanding
officer, were that it was taken for the purpose of reimbursing the Gov-
ernment and reimbursing these citizens; but the superior officer, Gen-
eral Sullivan, and his superior officer, General Grant, decided that it
was not collected for that purpose, and turned it into the Treasury, re-
fusing to pay it to these parties.

More than that. I want to state that thereis testimony, abundant
testimony, to show that these gentlemen who are making these claims
did not have any vestige of right to make a claim upon the Govern-
ment or apon this fund for property destroyed, and that they never.
had at any time in their lives such an amount of money as they claim
1o have had invested in cotton at that time.

I have here the statement of Col. Fielding Hurst, the commander of
aregiment of Federal troops that was raised in that conntry. He knew
these people; he lived among them and practiced law among them; and
he says that they were not in any wise concerned in this raid, and were
not in any way responsible for the destruction of this property, and
that there was no reason why this assessment should be levied upon
them, except the mere fact that they lived in the vicinify where the
damage was done. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS]
sought to leave the impression that these men were concerned in that
raid, or that their sons were concerned in it, that they organized or were
instrumental in organizing the force that captured this property and
destroyed it; but I say there is not a particle of evidence to sustain that
statement.

I deny the allegation in fofo, and challenge the proof; and I say that
the proof shows that these were peaceable, law-abiding citizens under
the jurisdiction of this Government, because the jurisdiction of the Fed-
eral Government was at that time full, ample, and complete in that por-
tion of Tennessee, and these people were as much entitled to protection
in their property rights as if they had lived north of the Ohio River.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not been able to get a copy or
the report, and I do not know that I understand the position of this
claim. As I understand, under orders of the commanding officers at
the point indicated parties who had been connected with raids or who
were identified with treason at that point were fined. Was thatthe
sitnation?

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; the fact is this—

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Who were fined, and what for?

Mr. ENLOE. These citizens who lived in the vicinity of Hender-
son were fined for the reason that they lived in that vicinity.

Mr. ROWELL. Is that true, or isit not rather true that they were
fined because they were active sympathizers with the Confederacy?

Mr. ENLOE. Of course almost every man in that country was in
a certain sense a sympathizer with the Confederacy when the mass ot
the people there were engaged on that side of the conflict. But they
were not active participants in the struggle in any way, and were not
responsible for this raid which was made at Henderson.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The assessments, then, were for the
pu of making the citizens join together to prevent raids?

r. ENLOE. For the purpose of making them use whatever influ-
ence they might have upon the regularly constituted authorities of the
Confederacy to prevent further raids.

~ Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And the parties who were fined or
aase@e% for this purpose are now applicants for the restoration of the
money

Mr. ENLOE. They are applicants for the restoration of the money
;mafgereﬂreimbmsing the Government for every dollar of loss which it sus-

ned.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. Whatamount isembraced in the bill ?

Mr. ENLOE. Twenty-two thousand two hundred and seventy-one
dollars and seventy-six cents.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. The gentleman will permit me to

say—he will not dispute the statement. I suppose—that a little less
than $10,000 has already been appropriated by Congress out of this
money to a portion of these people for whose benefit it was assessed.

Mr, ENLOE. Now, in regard to that I want to make a statement.
Aldridge and Patterson, two parties who claimed that they had sus-
tained losses by the raid, that their cotton was destroyed, wanted the
Government to stand in the attitude of insurer of their cotton against
destruction by the Army. They came here to Congress making a claim
upon this fund; and Congress did pass an act appropriating out of the
Treasury (the act, I believe, does not recite that the appropriation is
made out of this specific fiund) about $7,000.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Nine thousand six hundred dollars.

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; $7,795.08 was the amount actually paid to
Aldridge and Patterson.

Mr. ROWELL. What amount does the bill cover?

Mr. ENLOE. Nine thonsand six hundred and six dollars.

Mr. ROWELL. How came the deduction to be made? Was it not
on account of some claim that the Government had against them?

Mr. ENLOE. I do not know.

Mr. ROWELL. Isnot that true?

Mr. ENLOE. I do not know that if is.

Mr. ROWELL. The appropriation was $9,600, the exact amount
of the assessment by Colonel Haynie’s commission. Is not that trne?

Mr. ENLOE. Iam notaware thatthatis exactly correct. The ex-
act amount appropriated was $9,606. DBut I will say this: If Con-
gress decided that a portion of this fund belonged to those parties, it
80 decided in violation of the construction of that order placed upon it
by General Grant and General Sullivan, and in violation of the rights
of the parties to whom the remainder of this fund honestly belongs
after paying the Government the loss it sustained by the raid.

Mr. I{&\IDERSON,.M Iowa. Are there contending interests in re-
gard to this money ?

Mr. ENLOE. There is one gentleman who has been making a claim
here; I do not know whether he has presented his claim during this
Congress or not, but he heretofore presented a claim. I suppose he’
has abandoned it because he was discredited by the testimony of Col.
Fielding Hurst, who commanded the Federal troops raised in that coun-
try, and who said that he never was the owner of as much as 10 bales
of cotton at any one time during the war.

Mr. ROWELL. When did he say that? Where is the evidence?

Mr. ENLOE. I will furnish the gentleman the evidence. I will,
if it is desired, read the statement that Colonel Hurst made in regard
to this matter. ‘

Mr. CATCHINGS. Is there any reportor order designating the per-
sons whose property was destroyed and for whose benefit the assessment
was claimed to be made?

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; the list of names is set out in the proof on
file in the case, and the amount paid by each one. This bill simply
proposes to pay back to them, pro rata, the amount collected from them.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is the original order, under which
the assessment was made, very lengthy ? If not, I would be glad to
have my friend read it o that we may know the basis of this matter.

Mr. ROWELL. The commission found the name of each person
who suffered damage, and the exact amount of the damage.

Mr. ENLOE. Here is a list of the names; and here is a copy of the
receipts. I will publish with my remarks, if gentlemen desire it, a
statement showing how this order read, and the number of parties em-
braced in it. But that is all set forth in the evidenee, and it would
unnecessarily encumber the record. I have not time to go into that
further at this time.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Was this inquiry into the amount of the dam-
age, and who sustained it, made prior to the order of assessment ?

Mr. ENLOE. Thishoard that made the investigation as to the losses
sustained acted under Colonel Haynie’sorder. AsI havestated,Colonel
Haynie had the board make an assessment of the amount of damages
sustained, and to report by whom sustained.

My, CATCHINGS. Then this assessment was made to cover the
amount embraced in the prior report?

Mr. ENLOE. It was made to cover the full amount of the value of
all property destroyed, though as General Meigs has said, the assess-
E:ngaa in excess of the amount contemplated by General Grant or

order.

Mr. ROWELL. That is notall. The full amount was not in the
first instance collected, and a second assessment was made.

Mr. ENLOE. And General Grant and General Sullivan, who were
the commanding officers, decided that the order did not contemplate
the payment of private parties for property destroyed.

Mr. ROWELL. When did they so decide?

Mr. ENLOE. Upon the application of Aldridge and Patterson for
a part of this fund General Grancso decided, and General Meigs stated
that the money could not be paid to them.

Mr. ROWELL. Simply because it had been turned into the T'reas-
ury of the United States.

Mr. ENLOE. This was not stated as the reason. More than that,
it seems to me that if the commanding officer did not understand his
own order, it is a very late day for gentlemen to come here to put a
new interpretation upon it.
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Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Canyou find in the War Department
or elsewhere any order signed by General Grant to that effect ?

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; but I find that Colonel Hillyer and General
Sullivan and General Meigs make the statement, that this was the con-
struction that General Grant placed upon his order.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. One other question, and I will not
trouble the gentleman further. Is it not a fact that General Badeau
stated in 1866 that General Grant did not construe the order, but said
the money should go to the payment of these men for whose benefit it
had been assessed ?

Mr. ENLOE. That wasa mere voluntary statement of General Ba-
deau as to a matter upon which General Grant had previously spoken
himself, and those associated with General Grant at the time of the oc-
currence discredit the authority of General Badeau to speak for Gen-
eral Grant. They placed upon theorder at the time the construction I
have stated.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. No, sir—

Mr. ENLOE. I decline to be interrupted further.

I want to say that those citizens, the claimants in this bill, were
not engaged in any way in promoting the rebellion at the time this
transaction occurred. A great many of them were not even connected
by relationship with the army in any way. They simply happened
to reside in that lportion of the country, and to have some property ;
and on account of their residence in that vicinity the assessment was
levied. I suppose if the matter had occurred in any other neighbor-
hood the citizensof that neighborhood would have been treated in ex-
actly the same way. These people have been faithful, law-abiding,
loyal citizens from the time that the army went into that country.
They have renewed their allegiance to the Government, and were at
that time, and have been from that time, loyal to the Government.
They have been looking forward to the paymeny of this claim. They
believe it is right and just. :

There is no man in my section of country, Democrat, Republican,
white man or black man, who does not believe that the Government
has done a great wrong to these people in withholding this money. If
my district had been represented in this Congress by a Republican in-
stead of a Democrat, my competitor in the canvass, occupying on this
question exactly the same ground that I do, he would have been here
advocating this measure, because it is recognized as asimple act of jus-
tice. :

I do not think it right at this late day for gentlemen to undertake to
prevent the payment of a just claim by appealing towar prejudice. I
do not think it right in any citizen, I do not care whether he be a
Democrat or a Republican, to come before Congress or to go before the
country and undertake to obstruct the passage of a just claim by ap-
pealing to the prejudices of the war.

In behalf of those people, I want to say that most of them are broken
up, so far as worldly circumstances are concerned. Some of them are
almost in absolute poverty; and this small sum of money which the
Government wrongfully withholds from them, if it were paid over to
them, would be of great help to them in their necessities. I hope,
Mr. Chairman, the bill will be passed. [Cries of “*Vote!’’]

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. I should like my friend from Ten-
nessee to answer me this question: Wherein this in principle differs
from the order of the President of the United States emancipating the
slaves, or from any other act in aid of putting down the rebellion?

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to state to the gentleman from Minnesota that
that is an entirely different matter.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In principle wherein does it differ ?

Mr. ENLOE. In principle it differs in this respect. This assess-
ment was not levied for the purpose of punishing these citizens. It
was not levied for the purpose of putting money into the Treasury of
the United States. It was levied for a specific purpose. What was
that purpose? It was not levied entirely for the purpose of paying
losses sustained by the Government, but mainly for the purpose of
holding it as an indemnity in order to prevent, as he states, Confeder-
ate troops in the future from making raids into that country.

As I stated awhile ago to the gentleman from 1llinois, General Sul-
livan took this money and kept it for the purpose which I have stated,
intending all the time that it should be returned to these citizens.
It is now proposed in accordance with that intention on the part of
{}eneml Sullivan to return this money to the parties to whom it be-

ongs.

Mr. LANHAM obtained the floor.

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to make a statement.

Mr. LANHAM. How long does the gentleman desire?

Mr. ROWELL. I will not occupy longer than five or ten minutes.

Mr. LANHAM. My desire is to get throngh with the discussion of
this bill so we may get to some other business upon the Calendar.”

Mr. ROWELL. I will not occupy the floor but for ten or fifteen
minundes at the farthest.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr. ROWELL. It would seem, Mr. Chairman, from the argument
which has been made to-day that we are not to be permitted to resist
the application for the payment of the damages and ravages of war
without being accused of a desire to stir up the animosities which had

their birth in that rebellion. Of course if we pass this bill then we
might as well pass a general bill at once in the interest of harmony and
good will and peace, and shaking hands across the bloody chasm, in
order to indemnify the whole South for the past.

Now, I do not oppose this bill as a partisan. I oppose it with inti-
mate, personal knowledge of the relations between the Army and the
citizens of West Tennessee at the time this assessment was made.
This assessment, we are told by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
EN1.0E], was made according to the testimony of General Sullivan, taken
years after the war had closed, as to his secret intention, given when
the war was all over, that the money was to be returned to the parties
from whom it was taken. Now, this order was issued by Colonel Hay-
nie, commander of the post, in pursuance of a liberty given in general
army orders. It was definite and specific. It was for the purpose of
indemnifying the United States and individual sufferers. It was an
effective order, just the same as when bonds were required to be given
by meighboring prominent residents, which I earried out in Jackson,
was an effective method of preventing raids and damages being done
the property of private citizens.

This order was issned for that purpose. This method was taken.
Either or both methods proved effective in accomplishing the purpose.
This order ended the raids within 60 miles. It prevented a continu-
ance of like damages occurring in West Tennessee on the part of men
in citizens’ clothes, giving out they had abandoned the caunse, and who,
when they got together and were ready to go back to the army, rushed
into the towns and destroyed the property of the citizens.

I do not know this particular damage at Henderson was of that kind,
but we know that within 50 miles these raids were being made and
property was being destroyed. It wasata time when the Union Army
had absolute control of West Tennessee. There was no organized rebel
army near it. The railroads were being operated and business was be-
ing carried on when this damage was done.

Colonel Haynie assessed the damage. What for? To reimburse the
United States and to reimburse the individuals who were injured in
their property. He called a military commission, and that commis-
sion sat to ascertain the ownership of the property which had been de-
stroyed and the value of that property and the value of the United
States property which had been destroyed. The sons of these rebel
sympathizers were in the army. The assessment was made. When
it was collected some of the parties got out of the way and went Sounth,
£0 that the money assessed on them could not be collected. A reas-
sessment was then made and the money was collected and turned over
to the proper officers of the United States Army, who placed it in the
Treasury of the United States. Everybody knows when it got into
the Treasury of the United States it could not be gotten out except by
an appropriation, and that is all there is of the matter.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr: ROWELL. Certainly.

Mr. WASHINGTON. I merely want the gentleman to throw light
upon this point, and I ask him for information. Yon say this money
was turned into the Treasury by these officers who collected it?

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, if they had a right to assess and collect
this money upon innocent parties for the purpose of reimbursing those
whose property, in the amounts stated, they alleged had beecn de-
stroyed, then had they not an equal right to reimburse with the money
0 assessed and collected the persons for whose benefit it was collected,
instead of placing it in the Treasury ?

Mr. ROWELL. No, Ithink not. Ordinarily quartermasters in the
Army receiving funds in this way and who are obliged to account for
them would be very likely to turn them over in the first instance to
the Treasury of the United States in order to get credits, because they
had no authority to disburse money except in pursnance of law; and
there wounld be no return of what he did with the money, or any vouch-
ers for it, unless it passed through the regular channels. Colonel
Haynie went out of command; General Sullivan went out of com-
mand; and the regulations of war required that this money should be
paid out in accordance with the appropriations fixed by law.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Permit me to interrupt again, simply for the
purpose of getting information from the gentleman. These parties who
lost their property made application to Colonel Haynie for relief, and
he levied an assessment upon innocent persons to make good the dam-

age—-—

Mr. ROWELL. There is a difference of opinion on that point. I
say ‘‘guilty”’ ies.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, assume that they were guilty parti
then. It was not charged that they were the parties who destroy
the property. But assume that they were guilty parties in the sense
that the gentleman means. That levy was made on the property of
men who were accounted as rebel sympathizers by Colonel Haynie for
the purpose of reimbursing loyal parties whose pmﬁoerty was alleged
to have been destroyed. Now, I ask this question: If he had the right
to levy an assessment on all disloyal persons living in that neighbor-
hood for the purpose of reimbursing those who had lost their property,
or to compensate for property that had been destroyed, how would he
have violated any law if he had carried out the purpose of his order of
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assessment to its legitimate conclusion and reimbursed the parties who
alleged that their property had been destroyed to the amount of the
assessment ?

Mr. ROWELL. If the money had come into Colonel Haynie’s hands
I am ready to venture any prediction that it would have been so paid.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, take his officers acting under his or-
ders. It went into their hands.

Mr. ROWELL. Bunt he was the commanding officer and not the
disbursing officer, and the money did not come into his hands.

There is no particle of evidence in the world that General Grant did
not understand that the money was to go to the parties for whose benefit
it was to be assessed.

er. CATCHINGS. Why has not the money been paid to these peo-

e?

Mr. ROWELL., It gotinto the Treasury, and subsequently a bill
cameinto the Honse for the benefit of one of the parties for whose benefit
the assessment was made, and the sum of $9,600 was claimed by him.
The bill promptly passed, and was signed by General Grant, and the
money paid over, less some small amount that I believe the Govern-
ment had as a counter claim against him.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In other words, this money was paid
in pursuance of the purpose for which it was originally taken?

Mr, ROWELL. ' Yes, it went to one of those persons for damages to
his property.

Subsequently these parties came to the Forty-fifth Congress or the
Forty-sixth Congress and a report was made in favor of paying them
them back. In the Forty-eighth Congress there was a report in favor
of paying $12,000, the remainder on hand, to these parties, and against
paying the persons for whom the present bill was framed. But here
comes in a report now that carefully avoids saying a word about the
fact that $9,600 of the original assessment had been already paid out
of the Treasury to one of the parties for whose benefit it was levied.

I was a member of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth
Congress and thoroughly investigated the matter, the committee of
that Congress reporting unanimously against the present bill and in
favor of paying the §12,000 to the parties for whose benefit it was levied.

Now, it is a simple question of inference that General Sullivan was
afterwards induced to say that in his secret thought he had a different
intention from what the written order meant in making that assess-
ment. It was an effective order——

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption ?

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly.

Mr. ENLOE. I want to interrupt the gentleman for a moment to
make a statement in regard to the character of the claimants to whom
he refers, and the character of the citizens upon whose property the
assessments were levied. I want to introduce in this connection, as a
witness, Col. Fielding Hurst, who raised a Federal regiment in Ten-
nessee and served in the Army. He says:

I have been familiarly neqhun[nted with the claimants for more than forty
rcars, and Iknow them to be honorable, just, and good men, who were at home

n the peaceful pursuits of life when the assessmenta and collections were made,
I know of no gentleman whose character for goodness is better than that of
the claimants.

Further he says:

I think they are as justly entitled to that money as I am to reap the reward of
my daily labor,

I especially call the attention of the committee and of the gentleman
from Illinois to the statement of Colonel Hurst with reference to Willis
N. Arnold, whomade some claim before the Forty-eighth Congress. He
BAYyS:

Again, as to Willis N. Arnold, who interposed some objection to the reliet
wnmby tl‘:,e e.lnim.nnu_. |an|1 ”;ﬁu“f up some sort of claim to the money as hav-
ing n for his must say that Mr. Arnold was a very poor
man at the commencement of the war in 1861. He certainly had no money to
pay for cotton or to enter into any other speculation upon. He was esteemed
o villain and an outlaw before the war, and he was in our county jail for pros-
acutimi false claims against the Government before the war. I[think he begged
and paid out some two years before the war commenced, and was living on &
poor and very small farm in Henderson County,adjoining this. As to hisloy-
alty, it was manifest as being what I call a " camp follower" anda thief, who
ran the blockade and dealt in cotton and Confederate money in asmall way.

That is the character of the man who comes and makes a claim in
his own behalf, trying to defeat the just payment of citizens that
Colonel Hurst, the Federal commander in that country, speaks of in
such high terms, and surely if any one had prejudice against them he
would have, but he says they were at home engaged in peaceful pur-
suits and they are entitled to this money.

Mr. ROWELL. I do not know of any reason in the world why a
liar is not entitled to make his claim, or that an honest man is en-
titled to deny it to him. I do mot know who Arnold was, but I do
know Colonel Hurst. A man in Mississippi was reported to be not
only a rebel, but that he never owned a dollar in the world, and yet
the man owned a large plantation, was a pensioner of the Government,
and a loyal man, and Colonel Hurst wrote and said all sorts of hard
things about him, but subsequently wrote that he had the names
mixed, and had got the wrong man.

Mr. ENLOE. Iamnothere todefend the character of Colonel Hurst,
but his character stands before the people of that country a great deal
better than Mr, Arnold’s, whose testimony is impeached.

Mr, ROWELL. I have made no attack upon Colonel Hurst. I ad-
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mire the courage of the man and his loyalty in maintaining his convie-
tions in the midst of rebels. I was only saying that he was a man of
haste, a man who sometimes said things hastily, and he was used to
say very saucy things againsta man when he thought he had occasion.

Mr. ENLOE. If you had known Colonel Hurst as well as those liv-
ing in that country yon wounld not doubt his loyalty or his veracity.
Colonel Hurst’s word, as far as that is concerned, should be taken as
against Arnold. I say that Colonel Hurst made a mistake in the in-
stance mentioned.

Mr. ROWELL. I repeat again that I have not attacked Colonel
Hurst. I admire him more than those gentlemen who are now seek-
ing to get this money from the Government. He did fight bravely for
the Union, and he was not afraid to maintain his sentiments in the
midst of rebels. I only said that he was liable to make mistakes.

You say this man is loyal, having a just claim against the Govern-
ment. Does it operate against him becanse heisaliar? You say that
these men are not rebel sympathizers, so found by the military officers
in command there. And this man Arnold had cotton and other prop-
erty destroyed, so far as has been found by the military commission.

Mr. ENLOE. Upon his own testimony.

Mr. ROWELL. They found the fact; I do not know upon whose
testimony. :

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say to the gentleman, as far as that is con-
cerned, that Colonel Hurst did not make this as a hastystatement, but
made it under oath. That is his sworn testimony.

Mr. ROWELL. Of course it is.

Mr. ENLOE. He did not make it hastily.

Mr. ROWELL. Did it make any difference because these men are
good men? Why, the rebel army was full of good men. What I say
is that these men were giving aid and comfort and sympathy to the
enemies of the United States. Does that make any difference in the
character of this elaim? I say that you have undertaken to change the
;xsne upon character, when the issue has been upon the principles of

aw.

Mr. ENLOE. Isay that the gentleman is not as good a witness to
men’s character in that country as the officer commanding the Federal
forces there at that time.

Mr, ROWELL. But he did not command a regiment around Hen-
derson. Colonel Hainey, of Illinois, whom I loved in his life-time, was
in command there. No betteror braver soldier ever marched to afield
of battle from my State than Colonel Haynie. These facts were found
by the commission, and the question is not whether good men should be
paid, but whether we shall repay money collected in pursnance of an
order legally issued in pursuance of the policy used in the suppression
of the rebellion, and in pursuance of the war power conceded by all
nations. This money was eollected to reimburse parties for damage
done in order that that sort of damage might cease. It was a most ef-
fective remedy, and it is a question whether or not at this late day the
Congress of the United States is going to restore that money so col-
lected. The men who were under bonds in West Tennessee were made
liable if fature raids were made, and their money would have been col-
lected, notin a court, but by military authority in pursnance of military
right, and that money, had it been collected, would have been liable to
be paid back just the same as this is.

The Union Army pursued another policy. They determined to live
off the country in certi: of their movements for the p of more
quickly and more certainly suppressing the rebellion, and we are now
to pay the enemies of the country for the provisions seized, the ho
mules, and cotton seized in pursuance of that policy, when the people
from whom they were taken were giving aid and comfort to the enemy!
I declare my belief that there never has been a claim before Congress
so far reaching in its effects as a precedent as this one, and I shall op-

pose it.

Mr. THOMAS of Wisconsin. I want to occupy only a few minutes;
not to make an argument, but to read one or two things that may be
found in the laws of the United States and in the records of Congreas.
An act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, provides as follows:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and required,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to John
Aldridge, of MeNairy County, Tennessee, such su not exceeding $9,608, as the
Secretary may deem reasonable, from money paid into.the Treasury of the
United States by virtueof an assessment made upon the disloyal citizensof and
f d Henderson Station, Tenn., to make repayment for the destruction of
cotton, the property of said Aldridge; the sum paid to be charged to the account
of ecaptured and abandoned property.

That shows that $9,600 of this money has been already appropriated
to the purpose for which it was assessed.

Now, Mr. Chairman, a Democratic committee of the Forty-eighth
Congress examined all the facts in this case, and made a report, from
which I will read. A letter was written by one Arnold to General
Grant, and it was answered by General Grant through General Badean,
then a member of his staff.

But let me say right here that there is not extant an order of Gen-
eral Grant, or of any aid of his, or of any competent authority, stating
that this money was to be repaid to the persons from whom it was as-
sessed. General Grant, through General Badeau, wrote to Arnold in
1866 as follows:

In reply to your communieation of June 11, nddressed to Lieutenani-General
Grant, and requesting that you as a loyal citizen might be remuneraied for
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losses sustained by you at the burning of Henderson, Tenn., General Grant di-
rects me to inform you that an assessment was made by General Sullivan by
his orders npon the property of disloyal citizens for the rnrpose of remunerating
the sufferers at Henderson, and that since General SBullivan has been mustered
out of the service he has informed General Grant that a certainamount of such
assessment remains in his hands.

General Grant advised General Sullivan to turn over the said sum to the au-
thorities, so that it might be devoted to the uses for which it was collected,
mmittee therefore find that the record clearly establishes the fact that

The co
loyal citi were molested, that their property was destroyed, that its value
was adjudged by a proper military commi that ts were madeon

disloyal persons to reimburse their loss, that the money was collected, that it was

into the Treasury to be devoted to the uses for which il was collected,

and that the said money is now in the Treasury, less the amount payable to
, and that there isnolegal orequitable rigfa

Aldrid, tin the claimants mentioned
in the bill [this bill] to any part of said fund; bus that, having been assessed
and eollected for a special p! it should be devoted to that use or held in

urpose,
ihe Treasury as an indemnity to the United States,

Now, sir, it is inconceivable to me thet a unanimous report of a
Democratic committee denying that General Grant ever made any such
order as is alleged here can be a mistake, and if it is notamistake these
men certainly have no claim.

Mr. LANHAM. In the interest ot other business on the Calendar,
I ask unanimous consent that debate be now closed on this bill.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I want to occupy a few minutes,

Mr. LANHAM. Then, I ask unanimous consent that all debate on
this bill be limited to five minutes.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I can not agree to that, but I do not
think I shall occupy over ten minutes.

Mr. LANHAM. Say ten minutes, then.

Mr. BURROWS. Let the gentleman from Minnesota have fifteen
minutes.

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not think I shall take over ten
minntes, and I may not occupy more than five minufes.

Mr. ENLOE. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee has thirty-five
minutes.

Mr. ENLOE. Then I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr:
WirsoN] ten minutes of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. LaANHAM] asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this bill be limited to ten minutes.

Mr. ENLOE. Iwant to reserve the balance of mytime. Iam willing
to agree to a limitation, but I do not want to give all the time to the
other side. They have had an hour and I have had only twenty-five
minutes. I want to reserve fifteen minutes of my time, and let the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WiLsoX] take fifteen minutes.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if I felt there was a
legal basis for this claim, and that it would not establish a precedent
that would be dangerous, I might voteforit. ButI think its allowance
would be a precedent both dangerous and far-reaching. I therefore
deem it my duty to oppose it, and I wish to state in the briefest man-
ner the grounds of my opposition.

As I understand it, there is one principle of law which has been set-
tled beyond all question, to wit: That it is within the competency of
a military commander, by way of reprisal for something that hasbeen
done, for the purpose of preventing predatory incursions in the future,
or for any like reason, to make an order such as was made in this case,
levying contributions on the people of a hostile community. This is
mbﬂed and affirmed by all writers on the laws of war.

That this was the nature of that order is §loved by the language of
thaohxiieerihem It is in language so clear that its meaning is unmis-

It is ‘'said by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] that General
Grant declared that he did not give to that order this meaning. Buf
on the other hand it is affirmed, and seems to be proven by the testi-
mony of a man elose to General Grant, General Badeaun, that General
Grant did not mean to say any such thing as it is affirmed he said; but
on the contrary, that he meant just exactly what this order says.
Therefore the evidence is in equilibrio at least, and we must take the
order as it stands, giving full force to its

The question is, therefore, when an order such as this is made and
the money is collected on what principle shall the Government be re-
quired to pay it back? I asked my friend from Tennessee to tell me
wherein this principle is different from the order or proclamation issued
by President Lincoln emancipating the slaves? Was each not issuned
for the of weakening the enemy and of putting down the re-
bellion? To that question the gentleman undertook to make an an-
swer, which, however, to my mind, is not satisfactory. Each was, I
think, a legitimate exercise of the war power.

I think they stand, Mr. Chairman, upon the same legal proposition,
namely, that the commanding general has the right to make such order
and todosuch acts as will weaken or destroy his adversary or strengthen
himself. This is thelaw of war. In times of war the laws made for
our guidance or government in times of peace are silent. In war the
protection of the people—the defense of the Government against its
enemies—is the supreme law.

If we admit liability in a case like this, we shall make a precedent,
Mr. Chairman, that will rise to torment us in the future. Such a
precedent is not to be tolerated and can not be justified either upon

grounds of public policy or upon any legal principle.

These are the grounds of my opposition to this bill, and for these
reasons I wish to say that I shall vete against not only this bill, but
all bills of a like nature, as I stated a few days ago on the discussion
of a bill to pay for cotton used by the Union Army for breastworks at
Nashville. I stated in that case that there was no legal liability on
the part of the Government, and that I thought due regard to public
policy dictated that we shounld not by our action in Congress create or
acknowledge any such liability.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is there not a great difference between the
return of an assessment of money like this and the destruction of pri-
vate property for war purposes?

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. They hothstand on precisely the same
principle—an exercise of the war power. If there isany difference it is
a difference in circumstances and not in principle.

‘We must look at the principle that underlies these cases and not at
minute and unimportant differences that do not affect the principle.
The same rule and reason that would tolerate the using of cotton as a
defense or breastwork would tolerate its destruction if necessary, and
would sanction that which was done in this case. They stand upon
the same reason that sanctions the destruction of property to prevent
the spread of a conflagration, the publicsafety, as I havesaid, being in
all such cases the supreme law.

In this case the facts are that in 1862 a party of rebels made a raid
upon a small force of Union troops stationed at Henderson, Tenn. The
raiding party captured the Union troops, with their arms and camp
equipages, burned a quantity of cotton belonging to the United States
and to private individuals, and also destroyed the depot buildings and
water-tanks of the railroad company. Thereupon Colonel Haynie, the
commandant of the Union forcesat the post of Bethel, Tenn., appointed
a board of officers to investigate the losses and appraise the damages,
with a view to assessment by way of reprisal npon the rebel sympa-
thizers shout Henderson. The board so appointed assessed the value
of the property destroyed at $26,751.36.

Upon this report Colonel Haynie ordered the assessment of the
amount to be levied upon the rebel sympathizers in and above Hender-
son; and the sum was collected of them. All this, as I have above
said, the military commandant had a right to do according to the laws
of war, either by way of punishing the enemy for what they had done
or of strengthening himself by deterring them from such depredations
in the future.

Mr. ENLOE.
nessee [Mr. BUTLEIE;

Mr, BUTLER. . Chairman, I am the last man in the world who
wants a claim to be paid to anybody who was disloyal; and if I thought
the p of the people of my State had been hien under authority
of any law, and rightfully taken, I would be the last man to vote to
reimburse them or turn the fund back to them after it had been taken.

I do not think that the rebels of my State were any worse than the
rebels of any other State. I know they were bad enough, and God
knows they were; but because some fool rebel down in Middle Ten-
nessee, with a handful of sympathizers, thonght he could conquer the
great Union Army and establish the Southern Confederacy by making
this raid on the town of Hendersen and burning up the property of
some loyal men down there, some cotton and military supplies, is no
just reason why the peaceable le of that locality who weré rebel
sympathizers, and with whom I differed as widely as with any people
in the world, should have an assessment made upon their property to
the extent of $26,000 for the purpose of reimbursing men claiming to
be loyal and Union people for property that was destroyed.

Now, by virtue of what authority was that assessment upon their
property made? The commanding general had no right to assess the
rebels of the country for so much money to pay for property that some
raider had destroyed of a Union man. Congress had passed no statute
to confiscate the property of rebels in any one of the States or in our
State. It was an act of confiscation that ‘was unauthorized either by
the Commander-in-Chief of the Army or under any law. It wasa tort,
a wrong that can not be justified by an appeal to any law in this coun-
try; and if that money is in the Treasury, as it is, beyond all gues-
tion, but ought to have been paid out, as my colleague suggested in
his question to the gentleman from Illinois, to the parties who claimed
it, or their representatives, their receipts would have been as good
vouchers in the hands of the quartermaster as the receipts from the
Treasury Department after he had turned it in there.

But, I repeat, it went into the Treasury without any authority of
law. It is thereto-day, and who has a better claim or right to it than
the people who paid it under this unlawful and forced assessment, un-
authorized either by themilitary commander or by any act of Congress?

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me to ask
him a question?

Mr. BUTLER. Most assuredly.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman say it was an un-
lawful and unauthorized assessment?

Mr. BUTLER. I do.
m:lt:r' gxlelo oft'h ‘Wisconsin. You differ from the committee who

e report in that respect.
Mr, BUTLER, That may be, but I think not.

I now yield ten minutes to my colleague from Ten-
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Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will permit me, I
will read an extract from the report:

The right of the military commandant in time of war to order and enforce
asscssments—

Mr. BUTLER. I do not care if a dozen committees said it. I can
not yield to the gentleman, for I do not propose to occupy but a short
time. No military commander has any right, in the absence of the law,
to make an assessment upon the citizens of the country for anything
outside of the mere guestion of supplies to sustain and support the
Army,or for transportation totransport the Army, but not for the purpose
of reimbursing citizens for damages done to their property. Thatisa
legal question with which the military commandant has nothing to do.
It is a question for the civil authorities. Why, General Grant did not
recognize this authority claimed by Colonel Haynie, according to the
report of the committee. He ignored it; and because he was the mil-
itary commander in command at the place where these stores and sup-
plies were destroyed would that give him authority to sit in judgment
upon the people and say: *‘ Now, I will take the statement of these men
who said their property was destroyed. I willask themhow much was
destroyed; what was the value of their peoperty. I will be governed
entirely by what they say. That is sufficient evidence for me.”

Why, one of these people, a man named Willis Arnold, says it is
$6,000 or $9,000. Colonel Hurst, whom I knew as well as I knew any
man in the world, served with him in the Legislature, served with him
in the Army side by side, says he was absolutely unworthy of belief.
That is the character of argument and the character of testimony on
which a demand is based to refuse payment of these moneys illegally
extorted from the people there.

If it was right to make an assessment upon the people of West Ten-
nessce it wounld have been %ht to make an assessment upon the people
all through the country. here is the lnw that anthorized such a pro-
ceeding? Why, there were thousands of cases in all parts of the South-
ern States where the commanders wounld have hesitated a long time be-
fore taking the statements of Tom, Dick, or Harry as to their losses and
assess it npon the people of the country for the purpose of reimbursing
such losses. Some of them were unable to meet the assessments in the
case at Henderson, and those who were able were forced to make up the
difference. Another commander came along and forced them to make
it up. Where would it stop if yon admit such anthority ?

Mr. Chairman, I do not know of any better way to reduce the “‘sur-
plus*’ than to pay it back honestly to the people to whom it belongs.
It seems to me it is better to do that than to take it away from the
people by crippling the industries of the country and making beggars
of them all.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do you think it better to do that—to
lower taxation? Better pay it than lower the taxes? 2

Mr. BUTLER. Better pay it than lower the taxes, and lower the
wages, and destroy the industries of this country. You had better take
this money out of the Treasury and give it to the rebels. Ihad rather
see that they had it than to see that such claims as this should not be

id.

Mr. HOVEY. I think we had better give it to loyal men.

Mr. BUTLER. Pay every loyal claim, pay every one of them, for
all the damage they sustained. I will go as far as the farthest, and no
man on this floor is more ultra than Iam in protecting the Government
from unjust claims, but do not go and collect money withont authority
of law. According to this testimony these parties were at home at-
tending to their own business. They might have sympathies for the
rebellion, thongh it was a mistaken judgment. Will you go through
the country and take the money of men in this way and keep it in the
Treasury when it should be returned?

Mr. ENLOE. I want to call the attention of this House to a report
made in both branches of Congress by the Committee on War Claims.
It covers the whole question. The gentleman from Minnesota seems to
have some legal difficulty in the matter. In the Forty-sixth Congress,
in a report on this claim in the Senate, the law is stated as follows:

This committee have maintained and still adhere to the doctrine that no na-
tion is linble for the willful torts of its soldiery.

But was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-established
docirine? It issubmitted that this wrong is clearly without the rule because
this assessment was colleoted by an officer of high rank, commanding amilitary
district, in the execation of an office giving him colorable authority, to say the
least, to do the act he did; and that act was ratified by the gene command-
ing, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution where the excessive assess-
ment came to his knowledge.

But if the reasoning on this point may be deemed questionable, there is upon
the facts another and complete answer to the application of this principle. The
proof shows to an absolute certainty that of the money so collected, $23,325.16
was applied by the United States to its use, knowing the source from whence it
was derived, and the remainder of the sum, $4,026, by all reasonable presump-
tion, was likewise s.ggl:led to the use of the Government. And the committee
is so constrained to hold, as a contrary lusion would pel us to impeach
the integrily ot a gallant officer who fell before Vicksburgh without a stain upon
his citizen or soldier life.

The law of the case, then, may be stated to be that if the officers, s of
the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approved by the p pal,
the Government, when it knowingly accepted the benefits of the tortuous act,
And no proceedings by way of conflscation or condemnation have ever been
had to divest the persons so assessed of their right in the surplus fund.

Henee your committee are constrained to hold that the claims of the peti-
tioners to the amount collected of them ($22,271.28) in excess of the

uire-
ments of General Grant is valid, and that the Government ought in rlgﬁqtn re-
fund thesame, and report herewith a bill redistributing the same to the persons

who paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums originally paid by each of
them respectively, and r d its passage.

And now, sir, there is a provision in the Constitution which, it seems
to me, onght to have protected and did protect these citizens at that
time under the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. These men
had no doubt taken the oath to support the Federal Government, and
if they were keeping that oath it entitled them to protection in their
property under that provision of the Constitution which says no per-
son shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process
of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use without just
compensation.

Now, as to the purpose of taking this property, I want to read the
sworn testimony of General Sullivan in the case. He was the com-
manding officer and the man who had this assessment made. Here is
his testimony in foll:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
City and Counly of San Francisco, §3:

Jeremiah C, Sullivan, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows, to wit:

I am the General J. C. Sullivan who was in command of the Department of
West Ten when Special Order No. 15, December 12, 1862, was I
believed that by issuing that order guerrilla raids upon my depots and outposts
would be checked. During the com d of my pred annoyance
had been caused by such raids. Upon investigation I found that such raids
were made by young men who, leaving the rebel army on furlough, would
visit their homes within my lines. After they had recruited their health and
horses, {..'Maheri?g uctl some seligted p%inthtgmuld mm‘ke ‘;)ert dash g:l]:j sum;
outpost or depot, and securin, o il ani ng pro Y, of
to lﬂc army. An attack of thm klnsx:m.n made shortly after I took éomn;).u?ud.
I l.‘iln:} not have force cnough to establish a guard in each town or at each cross-
road.

1 reasoned that the best way to check these raids was as far as possible to
malke the parents or prominent people near where these raids took place re-
Eponslbla or the good behavior of these young men when they came home. I

id not believe that I could secure my object by imprisoning the parties referred
to, knowing that the separation from their families and friends would embitter
feelings I was anxious to allay, but I knew the love of money was all-powerful
in the human breast, and that if I exacted such a penalty I would have ever
present with them a powerful monitor to warn them against such future at-
tacks. On or about the 25th day of November, 1562, n raid was made upon the
post of Henderson, Tenn., resulting in the destruction of a la amount of
property then at said post. Upon the report of the altack at headguarters I ja-
sued Order No. 15, a mnt;iof which I have no doubt is on file among the papers
ofréllc claimants, who to be reimbursed the money paid by them under that
order,

Owing to the fact that all my books and papers relating to my military trans.
actions are now in the East, and to the lapse of time, ib%ﬂ impossible for me to
give a statement in detail of the result of Order No.15. I can.onlysay,in agen-
eral way, that I sent for a number of the leading and substantial citizens of
the surrounding country, and having inquired into the standing and -
stances of each, I levied assessments upon a large number of such persons in
proportion to the standing and ability of each and gave them the o] n either
to pay the respective amounts or go to Alton, with the distinet rstandin;
between those persons and my: that the money go collected was to be halﬁ
as security for the peaceful conduet of their neighborhood, and that if no more
raids occurred the money was to be returned to them. A large number of the
persons thus consented to pay, and did in fact pay the amounts as-
sessad upon them. :

After so great a lapse of time, and in the absence of my books and papers, L
cannot from ¥ give the of the p who paid the assessments,
nor the amount paid by any of them. 1 know, however, that many thousands
of dollars were collected, a careful and aceurate record of which was made and
preserved, and all the money so paid was then, to the best of my recollection,
sent by me to the United States subtreasury at St. Louis and placed on deposit
under such circumstances, to the best of my recollection, as would have enabled
me to withdraw it and refund it to the parties at the proper time, but in the
spring of 1833 I was relieved of the command of the Department of West Ten-
nesseo and was placed on General Grant's s{aff.

Order No. 15 was not diregted against parties who had been tried and con-
victed of complicity in the raid, but as against those whom I believed could con-
trol and discourage future raids; such partiesasI believed to beinfluential and
were interested in keeping the dem‘g?ans quiet were selected and made to pub
up & money security, the amount upon their ability in proportion to the
loss sustained. :

It was not intended that such money so collected should be used in any way
to reimburse any person or individual who claimed a loss by such raid. That
would have been insuring cotton buyers against war risks.

What I was trying to dowas to preserve quiet in my department, using as few
troops as possible. I did not believe thatthe parties from whom I collected this
money participated in the raid. I issned order No. 15 to prevent further raids
by compelling the co-operation of these parties with me in my endeavor to do
80. My order wasa perfect success. In my opinion,the relief asked for should
be granted, as this money was simply a bond for good behaviorand compulsory
assisiance in helping me maintain order and quiet.

Coiton purchasers were not looked upon with favor in General Grant's com-
mand, and no officer would have dared make innocent parties pay their claims.
I most positively state that it was in no manner intended by me to pay oradjust

any such elaims.
JEREMIAH O, SULLIVAN.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 1884,
|sEAL.] JOHN E. HARVILL, Notary Public.

Now, it seems to me that he states the question so that no fair-
minded man can vote against this bill, and I ask that it be laid aside
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

The CHAIRMAN, The guestion is on the amendment reported by
the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on laying the bill aside as
flmended, to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it

0 pass,

The guestion was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes
seemed to have it. /

Mr. ENLOE. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 45.

Mr. ENLOE. I demand tellers. .
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The question was put on ordering tellers; but not a sufficient num-
ber voting in favor thereof, tellers were refused.

Mr. ENLOE. No guoram.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
RoweLL].

Mr. LANHAM. I donot think thereisa quorum in the House, and
I would prefer that the bill be withdrawn and let the business pro-
ceed

Mr. ENLOE. As it is evident that there isnot a quorum present in
the House, I am perfectly willing that it should be passed over and
retain its place on the Calendar.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be passed
over and retain its place on the Calendar.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill,

The Clerk reported the title of the next bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 27) vesting the Court of Claims of the United States with juris-
diction to determine the rights of William E. Woodbridge to certain letters pat-
ent for a metallie sabot, and to render judgment in his favor for the use of the
same by the Government during the war of 1861, =

Mr, LANHAM. Task unanimous consentthat it be passed over and
retain its place on the Calendar.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

WILLIAM D. WILSON.

The next bnsiness on the Private Calendar (consideration of which
was asked by Mr. CATCHINGS) was the bill (H. R. 838) for the relief
of William D. Wilson.

The bill was read, as follows:

B it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to %ay. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to William D. Wilson, of Vicksburg, Miss., the sum of $1.200, the
same to be in full compensation for rent and occupation of a brick building in
Vicksburg, Miss,, under express contract with the said William D, Wilson by
the U nil;ﬁ States Army, during a part of the years 1864 and 1863,

Mr. CATCHINGS. I desire to offer the amendment to the bill which
I send up to the Clerk’s desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the title by inserting, after the word *'of,” the words * heirs of; " and
in line 5, after the word ' to,” jnsert the words ** heirs of.”

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered
to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation
that it do pass.

LUKE REILLY.

The bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Luke Reilly was passed over
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar.

LUCIUS J. SEALS.

The bill (H. R. 5515) for the relief of Lucius J. Seals was passed
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar.

J. H. WEEKS.

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera-
tion by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 5516)
for the relief of J. H. Weeks.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Sccretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to‘gay to John H. Weeks, of Fayette County, Kentucky,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise onroprmled. the sum of §2,840,
being the value of quartermaster’s stores taken from said John H., Weeks by
the United States forces during the late war and appropriated to their use, as
found by the Court of Clainis,

Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read.
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the findings of the
Court of Claims in the ecase of John H, Weeks, report as follows:

That the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, not being
clearly and fully advised of all the facts in the ease referred it to the Court of
Claims for a finding of facts under the provisions of an act entitled ** An act to
afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the
investigation of claims and demandsagainst the Government,” approved March

3, 1883,
Said elaim has been returned to the Committee on War Claims by the Court
of Claims with the following finding of facts:

“[Courtof Claims. (CongressionalcaseNo.103.) John H. Weeks vs, The United
States, findings of fact, Filed January 17, 1887, ]

“The claim in the above-entitled suit, having been transmitted to this court
by the Commitiee ou War Claims of the House of Representatives on the 2d of
May, 1884, and the Attorney-General having appeared for the defendants, and
the suit baving been brought to a hearing on the 11th day of January, 1887, the
court upon the proofs and evidence, nfter hearing Charles F. Benjamin, esq., of
counsel for the claimant, and H. J. May, esq., of counsel for the defendants,
finds the following facts: .

“1. The claimant, John H. Weeks and his partner Robert A. Long, during
the period of the war were loyal to the Government of the United States.

“1I. During the war the said parties were purtners in the livery and feed-
stable business in the town of Georgetown, Scott County, Kentucky. Inthe

ears 1862, 1863, and 1864, the provost-marshal of Scott County had a num-

of horses and mules fed at the stable of said parties, said horses ongin,
to the Government of the United States, and were in the custody and control
of said marshal for the purpose of being fed and prepared for active service after
being rendered unfit for use by excessivelabor. During said time the said
parties kept and fed horses of Company B, Eighteenth Kentucky Infantry,
mounted ; also Captain Parker's company of the Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry;

also Captain Chorn’s company of the same regiment. The said parties were

assured by said provost-marshal that the Government would pay them for feed-
ing the I of said nds and the horses kept by said marshal. They
never received any pay for the same, so far as the proof indicates.

** The said parties dissolved partnership after the war, and the said Long as-
signed to the said Weels all his interest in the elaim against the United States,
aud does not now, as against said Weeks, own any interest in this claim, Com-
mencing in July, 1862, and ending in the early part of 1864, the said partieskept
at their stables at said place horses and mules, furnishing stabling and feed for
the same; the feed furnished and care of the same were reasonably worth the
sum of £2,880 (twenty-eight hundred and eighty dollars).

** By the Court.

“A true transeript of record. Test:

**This 3d day of February, A.D.1837.

“[sEAL)

“JOHN RANDOLPH,
“ Assistant Clerk, Court of Claims.”

Your committee, therefore, recommend the payment of the amount found
due Mr. Weeks by said Court of Claims, and report herewith a bill for his relief
and recommend its passage,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be
reported to the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wonld like to know how much the com-
mittee know about the proofs in this case, either as to the loyalty of
the claimant or as to the justice of the claim itself. Nobody has said
a word about it. If the claim ought to be paid, we will pay it, but let
us not pass the bill in this way without any explanation.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What has just been read is
the finding of the judges of the Court of Claims. <

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] whether he knows these parties personally.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido,verywell. Ihaveknown
them thirly years.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And thestatement that they were loyal
during the war is true?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As to one of them. I think
he was part of the time a member of the home gnard. As to the other,
he was an elderly man, and both of them were always known as Union
men, members of the Union p:.rty. 5

There being no objection, the bill waslaid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass.

REV. WILLIAM GREGSTON.

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera-
tion by Mr. StoxE, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 10481) for the
relief of Rev. William Gregston.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay Rev. Willianm Gregston, of Caldwell County, Ken-
tucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of 8150, being for a horse taken from him by the Army of the U%ited States dur-
ing the late war.

Mr. BREWER. Let us have the report read.
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whoin was referred the bill (H. R. 7571) for
the relief of Rev. Willinm Gregston, report as follows:

The claim is for a horse taken from the claimant by the Army of the United
States during the late war.

The lproof led in support of the claim shows that United States troops took
from the claimant in 1854 one sorrel horse, of the value of §150, and that he has
not been paid for it. The claimant was a logal eitizen,

Your committee report herewith a substitute for the bill and recommend its

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMPANY, VIRGINIA.

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera-
tion by Mr, BowDEN ) was the bill (H. R. 5517) for the relief of the Nor-
folk County Ferry Company.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacied, efc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed (o pay to the Norfolk County ferry committee, of Nor-
folk, Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $42,300, that being the amount collected by the Quartermaster's De-
partment of the United States Army as tolls and ferringes for the transporta-
tion af_eivilialﬁ:. él;eit a&imng.tgnd eig];t.s. for three {lenrs and eleven months,
?:ﬁgtll:;gtﬁfcouﬂ»ygf Chﬁgs. e current expenses and repairs of said ferry as

A MEMBER. Let the report be read.

Mr. BOWDEN. The report is quite long, and if the House will ac-
cept a statement I can in two minutes explain the facts in this case.

Mr. WHEELER. I think that will be much better than reading
the report.

Mr. BOWDEN. The facts are that during the war the military au-
thorities took possession of the ferry line plying between the cities of
Norfolk and Portsmouth. ' It was operated under military control,
civilians being employed in running it. The Government transported
all its troops, munitions of war, etc.,free, but, after paying all expenses,
there was a net profit during the time the Government had the oceu-

cy of the ferry of some $40,000 and odd, which was turned over to
the United States Treasury.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What do you mean by ‘‘net profit??’

Mr. BOWDEN. After paying all the running expenses there was
that profit left. \

Mr. CHEADLE. From whom was this money received ?

Mr. BOWDEN. From civilians, for the transportation of their per-
sons and property, The Government got all its ferriage free of charge,
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This bill does not take a dollar of United States money out of the
Treasary. 1t merely returns the profit obtained by the Gavernment,
after paying the expenses of running the ferry. Another feature of the
case is that this ferry belongs to the corporation of the city of Ports-
mouth and the county of Norfolk, and these funds will go to the sup-
port of the free schools of Norfolk County. ~

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do I understand that the Govern-
ment ran this ferry, and collected toll?

Mr. BOWDEN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Collected toll of whom?

Mr. BOWDEN. Of civiliansand everybody, exceptthe Government,
who used the ferry. The Government did all its business free, but it
derived this amount of profit in the aggregate from other business.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has the case ever been to the Court
of Claims?

Mr. BOWDEN. Yes; it has been to the Court of Claims and the
cofirt have determined the amount.

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know but that this claim is all right;
probably it is; but I have had placed in my hands a communiecation in
regard to it from the Quartermaster-General that I think had better be
read. It gives a history of the matter, and I do not know but it estab-
lishes the claim, as I have not examined it fully, but I ask thatit be read.

The Clerk proceeded to read the communication, as follows:

CIIIEF QUARTERMASTER'S Ommhnnmm OF VIRGINIA,
hmond, Va., December 29, 1865,

GENERAL: I have the honor to state that the ferry between Norfolk and Ports-

mouth, Va., known as the Norfolk County Ferry has been run by the United

necessary for Government purposes

abandoned by reason of the inability of the corporation to keep 1t in operation.
It was first run under the direction of Capt. T. A. P. Champlin, commissary sub-
sistence and acting assistant quartermaster, next under Capt. Edwin Ludlow,
assistant quartermaster, then by Capt. H. E, Goodwin, assistant quartermaster,

to the 1st of February, 1864, up to which time I am informed the employés were |

paid from the proceeds of the ferry, Captain Goodwin was relieved on the 1st
of February, 1864, by Capt. Nelson Plato, assistant quartermaster, who took up
the employés on his report of persons, ete., and credited the amount received
on his account current. .

Major Plato was relieved from duty at Norfolk in October, 1864, by Capt. A.
P. Blunt, assistant quartermaster, and I am unable to procure any record of the
expenses incurred or the amount received from the ferry during Major Plato’s
period of service there.

The amount of cash received from the time Captain Blunt took charge (Octo-
ber 1, 1864) u!:.lo the 15th of November, 1865, was §28,207,66; the amount of Goy-
ernment ferr ge during that period is estimated at about $30,000; making a
gross receipt of $58,207.66.

The expenses of running the ferry for the same period, including wages of
em%cé‘yéq. cost of repairs, and -supplies, is §73,544.35, leaving a deficiency of

396.09,
The ferry was ordered turned over to the eorlporﬂion in the spring of 1865 by
General Graham, then commanding at Nerfolk, but they expressed their in-
ability to take of it, and it is still held by the Government, in conse-
quence of this inability on the part of the corporation.

The corporation has now applied to have the ferry turned over and toleaveall
differences to be hereafter adjusted, which means, as I am unofficially informed,
that it is the intention of the corporation to bring a claim nst the Govern-
ment for the use of the ferry property while in possession of the Government.

The e nses and earnings of the ferry pmperl.]y for the week commencing
on the 8th and ending on the 14th instant are as follows:

Receipts from private sources §714.65
Estimated value of Government 8ervice..... ccoueissssmmmsrssasssssinssemsarsssenss 2106, 33
Total 931, 00

Cost of running the ferry for the week. 574, 00
357,00

The boats are, with one exception, old and are continually getting out of re-
pair, which will still keep the ferry in debt to the Government, and would re-
lly recommend that it be turned over to the corporation, under a stipu-
lation providing against the Boulbuity of a elaim being brought ‘against the
Government for its use or to the Tr ¥ De for final dispositi
Your instructions are respectfully reques‘l.es:‘l. an early date,
I have the honor to be, general, very respectfully your obediin} rﬁvant.

Colonel and Chief Quartermaster, Department of Virginia.

A true copy.
WM. L. JAMES,
Maj. Gen, M. C. MEIGS, Colonel and Chief Quartermasler,
Quarlermaster-General U. 8. A., Washington, D. C.

QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1866.

S1r: I have the honor to transmit herewith letters of Col. W. L. James, chief
quartermaster, Department of Virginia, and Capt. R. G. Staples, assistant
quartermaster, relative to the Norfolk County ferry, between Norfolk and
Portsmouth, Va. - £

This ferry has been run at Government expense since May, 1862, the corpora-
tion being unable to operate it. "

The corporation now requests to have the ferry returned to them. Colonel
James reports the boats belonging to it as old and continually getting out of re-
pair, which keeps the ferry indebted to the Government, !

In view of these facts, 1 respectfully recommend that authority be given this
department to return the ferry to the company, providing the corporation and
county make an ent to bring no claim against the United States relaling
to thelseizure of this ferul:u{f{ heaialis .

am, Very respec ¥, your o ent servan
M. C. MEIGS,

Quariermaster-General, Brevet Major-General Uniled States Army.
Hon. E, M. STANTONX .
Secrelary of War, 'Washiuglon. D. 0.

[Special Orders No. 26.—Extract.]

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., January 31, 1866,
- -

® L] - L] ®
2. The ferry between Norfolk and Portsmouth, now in possession of the mili-

States since the occupation of those cities by our forees in May, 1862, itsuse being | you are di

during that time, and the property being |

tary authorities, is hereby ordered to be turned over to its owners, the county
of Norfolk and the city of Portsmouth, provided, however, that all persons in
the military service of the United States shall be all swed to cross upon the same
free of charge.
By command of Major-General Terry.
ED. W. SMITH,
Assistant Adjutant-General.

WM. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Quartiermasier,

A true copy.

Colonel James,

[Special Orders No. 31—Extract.]
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMEST OF VIRGINIA,
* . - * . 4, Va.‘. L E' e

2 Parngraph 2, of Special Orders No. 26, C. 8., from these headquarters, order-
ing that the ferry between Norfolk and Portsmouth be turned over to the owners
of the same, is so far modified as to direct that all animals vehicles, and material
belonging to the military service of the United States be permitted to eross the
B e ':3& fisg r-General T\
command o 0] e erry.
% i ED. W, SMITH,
Assistant A djutant-General.

WM. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Qua

riermaster.
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, D, C., February 10, 1566,
CorosSEeL: In answerto your communication of December 20, 1865, relative to
the Norfolk County Ferry, you are ully directed to act as follows :
Upon the corporation as county si an agreement that they will bring no
claim whatever against the United States relating to the seizure of this ferry,
rected to return the same to its rightful owners or officers.
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
GEO. D. WISE,

'.Brwd Brigadier-General and Quariermaster.

A true copy.

By order Quartermaster-G
Col. Winriam L. JAMES,
Chicf Quartermaster, Richmond, Va.
CHIEY QUARTERMASTER'S Ornczhhxrmmr VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., February 12, 1866,
Respectfully referred to Bvt. Col. A, P, Blunt, istant quart ster, with
the information that I have 1ted with the major-g 1 eommandi;‘.l.z.on
this subject, and he directs that such an agreement as is within extended shall
be embodied in the papers turning over the ferry property in addition to the
provisions of the special order issued from department headquarters relating

thereto.
WM. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Quartermasier.

WM., L. JAMES,
Chief Quartermasler,

[By telegraph &onﬁuﬂ. M'onroe, 1866.]
UxITED STATES MILITARY TELEGRAPH, February 16, 1865,

The within is a true copy of the letter, ete,

To Colonel JAMES:
The Norfolk County Ferry was turned over to the representatives, February

I have shown Mr, Larett your communication received last evening.
He will call the committee together and will report their action as soon as

possible.
A. P, BLUNT,
Brevel Colonel and Assistant Quarlermaster,
A true copy.
W. L. JAMES,

Colonel and Chief Quartermaster,
[By telegraph from Fort Monroe, 1866.]
UNITED STATES MILITARY TELEGRAPH, February 17, 1866,
To Colonel JAMES, Chief Quarlermaster :
The Norfolk County Ferry committee refused to accept the proposition of
Quarte neral. 'What shall be done ?
A. P. BLUNT,

Brevet Colonel and Assi Quarter ler.

W. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Quartermasler,

CHIEF QUARTERMASTER'S OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., February 17, 1856,

GENERAL: I have the honor to state that on the 13th instant the Norfolk
C?u'ﬁ:y fe}-ry was lulmad over j.o its corporation, in accordance with the order
of t | OT-£ ng.

On the sameé day a letter was received by me from the Quartermaster-General,
in reply to my letter of the 20th of November last, directing the ferry to be
turned over to its owners on their agreeing to bring no claim against the Gov-
ernment for its use by the military authorities,

1 consulted the major-general commanding on the subject, who directed me
to telegraph Colonel Blunt at Fort Monroe to insert the agreement in the papers
turning over the ferry, but the telegraph was not in working order that day
and I transmitted the instroctions by mail.

Colonel Blunt did not receive them in time, and the ferry company refuse to
comply with his request to sign such an agreement.

I would therefore respectfully request that an order be issued placing the
ferry again under the control of the military authorities unless the company
shall agree to the arrangements ordered by the Quartermaster-Gencral.

I have the honor to be, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

WM. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Quarlicrmasler.

WM. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Quartermasier.

A true copy.

A true copy.
Bvt. Brig. Gen. E. W. SuirH,
Assistant Adjulant General, Department Virginia.
[Special Orders No, 30—Extract.]
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., ‘Fcbruary IE. 18686,

- - * L
3. The proprietors of the ferry between Norfolk and Portsmouth having re-
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fused to accept the conditions prescribed by the Quartermaster-General upon
which the ferry was to be turned over to them, per Speeial Orders No. 26, para-
graph 2, current series, from these headquarters, directing said ferry to be turned

over to the proprietors of the same is hereby revoked, and the Quartermaster's:

part twill r n and control of the same,
B_v command of Major-General 'I‘en'y
ED. W. SMITH,
Assistant Adjulant-General,
A true copy.
M. L. JAMES,
Colonel and C‘?:W Quartermasier,

Colonel J. Axn’s.
Chief Quartermasler,

WasHixgTox, D. C., 27 March, 1866.

8ir: In May, 1862, at the occupation of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Ya., by the
military of the United States, the ferry—Norfolk County Farry-wu taken
charge of by the military, and has been held since that day by them.

The Norfolk County Ferry is a franchise or t to the county of Norfolk.
The county has had it fura number of years. The annual income, about ten
or twelve thousand dollars, has been set apart for the sltpg)rb of our free or
common school. This has been the direction of said fund he military have
received all profits from the day of its posseasmn

The county is now organized. uested a surrender of the ferry. The
military hitherto pose that beforesai erry shall be turned over to the proper
civil anthorities said authorities shall enter into bond conditioned that the
county will not hereafter set l-}p any demand against the Government of the
United States for the past use of said ferry by the military.

The cou m? court, to whom the management of said ferry is by law commit-
ted, have to receive back the ferry upon such terms and conditions,

I refer the subject to your judgment, and have the honor to be, Mr, Secretary,

your very obedient servant,
LEOPOLD C. P. COWPER,
Lieutenant-Governor of Virginia.
Hon. E, M. STANTOXN,

Becretary of War.
(Indorsements:) Virginia. Washington D U March!? 1d C. P.
Cowper, T, Rafers% d of the A f%%arm

tenant-governo
of the Norfolk County ferry, held by the military forces of the Umbl:l States
li:ll:; the mpﬂuon :!d Nor&t]alk in Mny, D%E‘?..v
y returned to the Secretary ar, with re
i i W'k, N1omo

Assistant Adjutani-General.
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, April 18, 1866,
Respectfully referred to Maj. Gen. A. H. Terry, commanding Department of
Virginia, for report. L

SEND,
Assistant _Adjutant-General.
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, March 81, 1866.
Hunquam'm DEPARTMEXRT OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., April 3, 1866,
]iispeetfhlly referred to Col. William L. James, chief guartermaster, for re-

By command of Major-General Terry, ED. W. SMITH
Assistant Adﬂmmt -General,

CHIEF QUARTERMASTER'S OFFICE, DEPARTMERT OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., Mﬁ‘m

Respectfully returned to Bvt. Brig.Gen. E. W.Smith, assistant adjutan

erald Department of irglnfa. and attention invited to inclosed copies of o
COtT
The farry was ion of by the Quartermaster’s Department,
in eompljmm rders, No. 39, Current Series, from Department
ati]l nm thatde ment, in co: uence of thie refusal
of l.ho oorporatlon to comply with the pnlations contained in the letter from
the Quarter 's Office of the 10th of February last.
M. L. JAMES,
Colonel and Chief Quartermaster,

Hsmm\;ma DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., April 9, 1865,
Respectfully returned to the A hnb{}enernl ol' the Army,and attention in-
vited to the indomment of Col. ¥ d{h lliam L, J. ief q....‘. of this
department and of corresp

JNO. W. TURNER,
Brevet Major-General Commanding.
Referred to the Quartermaster-General for report.
By order of the Secretary of War.
THOMAS T. ECKERT,

Acting Assistant Seeretary of War.
War DeErPARTMENT, April 20, 1866.
HEADQUARTERS MILITARY D:v:smu OF THE ATLANTIC,
iladeiphia, April 13, 1866,
Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army, °
The papers containing the decision of the honorable the Secretary of War in
this case were received at these headquarters, and referred to the commanding
officer, Departiment of Virginia, on the same day.
GEO. G. MEADE,

Major-General Commanding.

QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washinglon, D, C., April 28, 1866.
EBie: I have the honor to return herewith the papers in the case of the Nor-

folk Fe: Company which have been referred to this office for report.
1 woul y invite attention to the report made by the Quartermas-
ter-General March 31, 1868 (copy of which is inclosed), in which I recommend

s the best solution of the present diffi cu]t& that the boats and docks and other
appurtenances or property belonging to the ferry company, whether repairved
or not by the United States for the use of the ferry, be turned over to the own-
ers without insisting upon their signing & release of the right to make claims.
Should the ferry compan { g)ment further claims against f.ha United States,
ihe Department has the right to reject them if considered unjus
I therefore n recommend that the boats, and other property be-
1Dng'i1}g to this company be ﬂ*.l;ul'nelziht:alhat-ow:.'uam'E
am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
i Tx CHARLES THOMAS,
Acting Quariermaster-General U, 8. Army, Brevet Major-General,

Hon, E, M. STAXTON,
of War,

QUABRTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., March 31, 1866,
cgm I have the honor to return the papers in the case of the Norfolk Ferry
mpany.
It seems that the company declined to conform to the condilions npon which
the restoration of the ferry was ordered, namely, that the company should make
no claim for the use of their property.

There appears to have been some conflict of orders coming through different
channels, whieh it isnot necessary heretorecite. I recommend,asthe bestsolu-
tion of the present dificulty, that the boats and docks and other appurtenances
or property belonﬁmz to the ferry company, whether repaired or not by the
United States for the use of the ferry, be turned over to the owners without in-
sisting upon their signing a release of the right to make claims,

The United States can refuse to allow any unjust claim presented, and if the
company insists upon its right and rh'ﬂege to present the claims 'it is not to
the interest of the United States to hold the ferry any longer for the purpose
of compelling or inducing them to execute any such rel The
of information as to previous action t.s!:en some time, and the papers, in the
mnultiplicity of business, have, I regret to say, laid on my table for some days
without being brou, 'Slht to my notice. This has caused the delay in making the
prom}it report which was due.

am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

M.C
Quartermaster-General, Brevel Hq}on-Gm

Hon. E. M. STANTON, :
Seerelary of War.
WasnixgTox, Mareh 20, 1872,
1310 introduce A.D.Magruder, esq., of Baltimore, to the. Quartermaster-Gen-
eral.

W. M. DUNN.

MaArcH 20, 1872,

The United States Quartermaster's D t tis hereby ted to deliver
to James G. Holladay, or to his order, any and all pa?nn ﬂled by us relating to
claim of Norfolk Cs i Fe ittee on behalf of the cuunty of Norfolk
and eity of Portsmouth, %x out of the seizure, use, m occupation of the
Norfolk County Ferry by the United Btates Gover which pap were
filed in the War Department, or some depa.rtmnt or bureau thereof.

HUGHES, DENVER & PECK,
Allorneys for Claimant.

MARcH 20, 1872,
The ‘War Department will deliver the papers called for in the above order to
B. Magruder, esq.
JAMES G. HOLLADAY.

QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, February 17, 1838,

JAMES GILLISS,
Ma or and

Mr. BURROWS (interrupting the reading). This document is very
lengthy. I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD,
and the case passed over for the present, so th:- members may exam-
ine it. I have not examined the matter carefully myself. By thisar-
rangement this claim will not delay other business.

Mr. BOWDEN. I think I shall have to object to that proposition.

Mr. BURROWS. It may take nearly an hour to read this docu-
ment. Let it be printed in full in the RECORD and the case go over.

Mr. BOWDEN. Thisseems to mese plain a case that I hope it will
not be passed over.

Mr. BURROWS.
with other business.

Mr. BOWDEN. The facts of this case have been determined by the
Court of Claims.

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that this case be over and that the
report from the War Department be published in the RECORD, so that
members may examine it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimouns
consent that this bill be over informally, retaining its place on
the Calendar, and that the report of the War Department be printed
in the REcorDp. Is there objection ?

Mr. BOWDEN. I feel constrained to object. I do not believe
there is a more meritorious claim on this Calendar. This bill, as I
have said, does not take from the Treasury any money proper]y be-
longing to the United States; and the amount w{mh may be paid un-
der the bill is to go to the support of free schools.

Mr. CHEADLE. Let this report be read.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BowbpEx]
ohbjects to the request; the reading of the report from the War Depart-
ment will continue.

Mr, BREWER. 8o far as this report has been read, it shows an en-
tirely different state of facts from what some of us understood upon the
statement of the gentleman from Virginia.

The Clerk resumed the reading of the document.

Mr. BOWDEN (before the reading was concluded). I withdraw my
objection to the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bur-

True copies.

I have made the suggestion so as not to interfere

EOWS].

The CHAIRMAN., Is there further objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan ?

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. I want to hear the remainder of this
report read.

Mr, GROSVENOR. I hope I may be allowed & word. If the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] desires to o pose this bill at this
time, the reading of this document is right enough; but if he proposes
to oppose it at some later time, why not have this mport printed and
the bill go over, so that we may now proceed with other business?
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Mr, BURROWS. That was the object of my suggestion, that we
might go on with other business.

Mr. CHEADLE. I withdraw the objection.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan that this report from the War Department
be printed in the RECORD, and that the bill be laid aside informally,
retaining its place on the Calendar? The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. BOWDEN. Iask unanimous consent that the report of the com-
mittee be also printed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the report of the com-
mittee will be printed in the RECORD in connection with the report
from the War Department. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so
ordered.

The report is as follows: X

The Commiitee on War Claims, to whom were referred the findings of the Court
of Claims in the case of the Norfolk County Ferry Committee, report as follows:

That the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Con, ,not being
clearly and fully advised of all the facts in said case, transmi it to the Court
of Claims for a finding of facts in nee with the provisions of the act en-
titled " An ﬁli t&: I:;Eiord miauh_ic\'wa raml relief ‘tiodOOngrsgs and t.hih Ex(;::g:o
Du;mrtman n a8 nvestig:. e.lnims an aman! w =
ment,” approved March 3, 1583, nﬁgid claim has been returned to the Committee
on War ms with the following findings of facts:

[Court of Claims. December term, 1887. Congressional case No. 61. The Nor-
folk County Ferry Committee vs. The United States. Findings of fact and
opinion flled December 19, 1857.]

The elaim in the above-entitled case having been transmitted to this court by
the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives on the 2lsi day
of March, 1884, and the Attorney-General, by his assistant, Louis Coch , €80,
having appeared for {he defendants, and the suit having been brought to a hear-
ing on the l4th day of December, 1857, the court, upon the evidence and after
] Messrs. Goode and Neely for claimant, and the said assistant for the
United States, finds the facts as follows:

i

Prior to the 1st day of March, 1858, the town of Portsmouth constituted apart
of the county of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, which county was legally
geized and possessed of a ferry and ferry property, consisting of three steam
ferry-boats, n wharf, and buildings, in the town of Portsmoul

1L

The said ferry was run between the city of Norfolk, town of Portsmouth, and
Washington Point, and was a source of revenue to the said county of Norfollk,
the proceeds being dedicated to the payment of its public debt, to the support of
{ls free schools, and the maint nee of its public roads and bridges.

III.

On the 1st day of March, 1558, the said town of Portsmouth was, by an_act of
the General Assembly of Virginia, chartered asa eity, with separate jurisdiction
from the said county of Norfolk, and by an act of the 21st of Mamfl. 1858, sup-
plemental tothe former act, provision was made for the disposition of the com-
mon pro; ¥ of the county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth, whereby it was
provided that the ferries then plying between the said city of Norfolk and the
clty of Portsmouth and Washington Point, known as the Norfolk County Ferry,
should continue to run as then provided by law, and should be the joint and
equnl property of said county of Norfollz and eity of Portsmouth, and should be
regulated by n committee of six, three of whom should be appointed by the
eonrtn(ukimuntynndthmbythemcﬂd’mid eity.

IV.

Soon after the organization of the said city of Portsmouth, in 1858, under said
charter, a committee, called the N 1k County Ferry Committee, composed of
six persons, appointed jointly by court of said county and the council of
eaid city, as provided by law, was formed, by which said ferry was continued
to be run until the 14th day of May, 1862,

V.
On the 14th day of May, 1862, the said ferry property, consisting of three stcam
boats, wharves, incident by t

- W buildings, and other and ap n
to said ferry, wasseized by the Quart ter's Department of the United States
for the t portation of t lies, and munitions of war.

YL

Sald ferry property, being so seized, was held continnously by said Qarter-
master’s Der:tumnt. for the use of the Government of the United States,
from the said 14th day of May, 1862, until the 21st day of April, 1866, with the ex-
ception of eight days, during which it had been surrendered to its owners.

VIL

On the said 21st day of Agll said property was surrendered definitely and

unconditionally to the said ferry committee.
VIIL.

During the whole of said period, to wit, from the 14th day of May, 1862, to the
21st day of April, 1566, except the said eight days, the said Quartermaster’s De-
!:.rtment. in addition to the use of said ferry for the benefit of the Government

transporting its troops, supplies, and munitions of war, used the same for
transportion of civilians, their animals and freights, and charged and collected
tolls and ferriages for the same,

The amount received by the Quartermaster's De; nt for the three years
and eleven months, except as aforesaid, commencing and ending as aforesaid,
beyond the eurrent expenses and repairs on said ferry, is the sum of $42,300.
‘Weldon, J., delivered the opinion of the court.

The claim embraced in the petition in this ding was referred to this
court by the Committee of War Claims of the House of Representatives, under
the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Con-
gress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands
against the Government.” The petitioner, on the 14th day of May, 1862, was the
owner and possessor of a ferry between the city of Portsmouth and the city of
Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, and while it was so possessed, to wit, on said
day, the Quartermaster’s Depart t of the United States took possession of
gaid ferry and its incident ;)mperty ; retained possession of the same for nearly
four years, during which time it was used to transport troops, supplies, and mu-
nitions of war for the Goverument, and the transportation of property and pas-
sengers not belonging to or connected with the Army. During thesaidtimethe
officers of the &rmyind complete control of said ferry, and charged and col-
leeted fare from persons not connected with the Government. The claim now
made by the petitioner is to recover from the United States the amount col-
lected from the general publie for the transportation of property and persons
not connected asafo: d.

It is insisted by the counsel for the Government that this court has no juris-
diction to report the facts to Congress b of the lusion containedin the
second clause of the third section of said act, which is as follows:

“Nor shall the said court have jurisdiction of any claim against the United
gtatos ﬁh.ieh is now barred by viriue of the provisions of any law of the United

tates.

1t is contended, that for the money collected from private persons, an action
could have been maintained in this court, under its general jurisdiction, for
money had and received, and that the limitation of six years applies to such
cause of action. .

If it be true, that the claimant had a remedy in the general jurisdiction of this
court, then we are prevented from entertaining jurisdiction in this proceeding,
and the petition should be dismissed.

The counsel for the petitioner argues that the act upon the part of the officers
of the United States constituted in law an appropriation of property upon the
gart of the Government within the meaning of the first section of the act of

uly 4, 1864 (13 Statutes at Large, 831), and that by the express provisions of that
law the Court of Claims was forbidden to entertain jurisdiction of a claim orig-
inating in an appropriation of property taken by the Army and Navy.

The term * appropriation” ordinarily means a taking for the use of the per-
sons taking the property, to be used by such person to the exclusion of all per-
sons, and especially the owner; but it is sought in this case to distinguish be-
tween the absolute property and the proceeds of such property arising from
the tolls paid to the Government by persons using the ferry during the occupa-
tion of the Government.

The statute of July, 1864, provides against the bringing of a suit in the Court
of Claims founded upon any d d ** growing out of the destruction orappro-
priation™ of property by the Army and the Navmm-iu the war. The collec-
tion of tolls was incident to the use and appropriation of the Government and
can not be disti from the property itself. _ .

The term *‘appropristion is of the broadest import. It includes all taking
and use of property by the Army and Navy in the course of the war not author-
ized by contract with the Government. s

The use may be permanent or temporary, and it may result in the destrue-
tion or mere injury to the property.

If the right to the propertﬁ or to its use is not obtained by valid contract
with the Government the taking or use of it is an a)%?roprhﬁon within the
meaning of the act of Congress. (Filor's case, 9 Wall,, U. 8. R, 45.) e

Upon the question of the petitioner's right to sue under the general jurisdie-
tion of this court, it has been held:

Where a quartermaster in Memphis, during the war of the rebellion, orders
a clerk to procure a building for the Pay Department, and the clerk, without
authority, promises the owner a reasonable rent, who thereupon consents to
the possession being taken by the Government, the promise does not bind the
defendant, and the act does not constitute a renting; but it is deemed to be mil-
itary occupancy and appropriation.

“The Court of Claims has not jurisdiction of a case for_the oceupation of a
building in Memphis by military authority during the rebellion, there being no
valid lease. Such an occupancy is an appropriation of onny within the
meaning of the act of July 4, 1864." (13 Stat. L., 851; 8 C, W

The first section of the act of 1864 simply denies the jurisdiction of this court,
without affecting otherwise the right of the petitioner. THe jurisdiction thus
denied was as to the general jurisdietion of the court to entertain claims and
pass upon the legal rights of parties by a judicial finding in the form of a judg-
ment.

The act under which the petition is filed is an enlargement of the jurisdiction
in the finding of facts, to assist Congress in the determination of c.laims against
the Government.

The act of July 4, 1864, does not bar the right of the claimant, under the act
of March 3, 1883, to have a finding of facts upon which to predicate an mca—
tion to Congress for such redress as may seem equitable under all the m-
stances to award the petitioner.

In accordance with these views we have made o finding of facts from the evi-
dence in the case.

By the eourt.
A true copy. Test, this 20th day of December, 1587,
[sEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH,

Assistant Clerk Court of Claims.
Your committee therefore recommend the payment of the amount due the
Norfolk County Ferry Committee by the said Court of Claims, and report here-
with the accompanying bill, and r mend its

[In the Court of Claims.—No. 61.—Congressional case.]

THE NORFOLE COUSNTY FEERY COMMITTEE V8. THE UNITED STATES.
Petition.—Filed June 5, 1884,.—J. R.
Ta the honorable Judges of the Court of Claims:

The petition of the Norfolk County Ferry Committee respectfully shows to
your honors:

1. That prior to the 1st day of March, 1858, the town of Portsmouth consti-
tuted a part of the county of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, which county was
legally seized and of aferry and ferry property, consisting of three
steam ferry-boats, a valuable wharf and buildings in the city of Norfolk, and a
valuable wharf and buildings in the town of Portsmouth.

2, That the said ferry was run between the city of Norfolk, town of Ports-
mouth and Washington Point, and was a source of great revenue to the said
county of Norfolk, whereby it was enabled to keep its roads and bridges in re-
pair, meet its public debt, and sustain its free schools established for the benefit
of the children.

3. That on the 1st day of March, 1858, the said town of Portsmouth was, by an
act of the General Assembly of Virginia, chartered as a city, with separate juris-
diction from the said county of Norfolk, and by an act of the 2ist of March
1858, supplemental to the former act, provision was made for the di{godl.ion of
the common dpropertyof the county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth, whereb:;
it was provided that the ferries which now ply between the said eity of Norlo!i
and the eily of Portsmouth and Washington Point, known as the Norfolk
County Ferry, shall continue to be run as now provided by law, and shall be
the joint and equal property of said county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth
and shall be regulated by a commiltee of six, three of whom shall be nppointed
by the court of said county and three by the council of said city.

1. Thatsoonafter the organization of the said city of Portsmouth in 1858, under
said charter, a ferry committee, called the Norfolk County Ferry Committee,
composed of six persons appointed jointly by the court of said county and the
council of said city as provided by law, was formed, and by which the said ferry
was cont’r ued to be ran until the 14th day of May, 1562, when it was seized by
the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States for the transportation of
troops, supplies, and munitions of war, and, together with the three steam ferry-

oats, wharves, buildings, and property aforesaid, was held and occupied con-
tinuonsly by the said Quartermaster’s Department for the use of the United
States from the said 14th day of May, 1562, to the 2ist day of April, 15865 {with the
exception of eight days), when it was restored to the said ferry commiltee.

5. That during the whole of the said period the said Quartermaster's Depart-
ment continued to charge and collect tolls and ferriages on all civilians, their
animals, vehicles, and freights, and has never accounted with the said commit-
tee, county, or city for any part of the moneys so received.

6. That before the month of October, 1857, since which time the receipts of the
said ferry can not accurately be ascertained, the receipts from the same were
aunuvally for several years about 25,000, and that during the use and oceu pa
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tion thereot by the said Quartermaster’s rtment, owing to the greatly in-
creased travel resulting from Norfolk City being oceupied as mili head-
quarters, the great influx of population, and other causes, the receipts from all
ﬁmu-eesl .iexcluaive of officers, soldiers, and Government transportation, were
greatly inc i .

1. t they have no means of knowing what the actual revenues of said ferry
amounted to during the greater part of the time it was run by the said Quar-
ter ter' part t, but have ascertained from Theophilus H. Rogers, who
was either superintendent of said ferry or toll-gath th f und point
ment of the said Quartermaster's Department during the whole time of said
use and occupation, that he kept an accurate account of the receipts of said
ferry from the 1st of April, 1864, to the 1st of January, 1865, and that the same
at 2§ cents a passenger amounted to the sum of $19,383.52 for the said nine months,

8. That from that time to the 10th day of July, 1865, when the charges were
the same, he did not keep an account of the receipts of said ferry in consequence
of a different mode of settlement having been adopted by the said Quarter-
master’'s Department, but he is confident that the daily receipts for the inter-
vening period rather exceeded than fell short of those between the 1st day of
April, 1864, and the 1st day of January, 1865; that on the 10th of July, 13865,
the toll on ngers was increased from 2} to 5 cents, and from that time to
the surrender of the ferry on the 2ist of April, 1866, the daily receipts of said
ferry reached, asthe hers of the Quartermaster's Department will show,
the sum of §110, which would give as the annual receipts the sum of £40,150,

9. That from the sworn statement of Joseph H. Porter, who was appointed
superintendent of the ferry upon its surrender on the 21st of April, 1866, it ap-

that the daily receipts of said ferry from the day of its restoration have
en on an average the sum of §135.64, which would give the sum of £49,508 as
the annual receipts of said ferry. All of which goes to show that the receipts
during the period of its occupation by the Quartermaster’s Department must
have n at least as much as the ordinary receipts were before the said seiz-
ure and occupation, to wit, the sum of $25,000 per annum, and would amount
during said use and ocen| on, to wit, from the 14th of May, 1862, to the 21st of
April, 1866 (except eight days), being three years and eleven months, to the ag-
gregate sum of §97,916.

10, That the enjoyment by the Government of the use and occupation of said
ferry for the transportation of troops, supplies, and munitions of war for the
period aforesaid was worth to the Government at least the expense of running
said ferry, and that the county of Norfolk and eity of Portsmouth are justly
entitled to receive from the United Statesall the moneysarising from tolls upon

gers, vehicles, ls, and freights collected by said Quartermaster’s
f)e]!artment from eivilians and othersthan those inthe eteu‘rloyment of the Gov-
ernment of lhe United States as moneys had and received by the Government
for the useand benefit of the said county of Norfolk and and city of Portsmouth.

1. That they are also entitled to receive damages for the impaired condition
of said ferry and ferry pm?]eny owing to the dilapidated state they were per-
mitted to fell into during the sald use! and occupation by the said Quartermas-
ter's Department, which damages are estimal at sm.o@o.

12. That an overwhelming majority of the people of said county and city were
loyal to the Government and opj to ion and disunion; that shortly
after the Federal occupation, at the first State clection ocourring thereafter, the
said county and city were reorganized as a part of the loyal State of Virginia,
and have ever since been represented in the restored government of Virginia;
that besides sending r tatives to the Alexandria convention which abol-
ished slavery in Virg-in[a by constitutional amendment, and gave the assent of
Virginia to the creation of West Virginia as a new State, the county of Norfolk
furnished the president of that body ; that the said county and city were, by the
President's proclamation under acts of Congress, excepted from emancipation
and other provisions applying to disloyal States and parts of States, and that
from and after the 8th day of May, 1862, the said county of Norfolk and city of
Portsmouth ceased to be in law and were not in fact the seat of war.

13. Your petitioners further show that this case has been referred to this hon-
orable court for a determination of the facts therein by the Committee on War
Claims of the House of Representatives under the act of Congress approved
March 3, 1883, and your petitioners pray that this honorable court will so ex-
amine this case and such report make as the facts herein may warrant, and for
all other proper relief in the premises.

14. Your Eetlﬁonm further show that they have been duly appointed a ferry
o itt y the ty of Norfolk and the city of Portsmouth: that they are
residents respectively of said county and ecity, and that James G. Holladay, of
the eity of Portsmouth, has been appointed their ntlomeg for the prosecution
of this claim. J. W. NICHOLAS.

THOMAS J. NOTTINGHAM,
JAMES T. DUKE,

C. 8, SHERWOOD,

JOS. F. WEAVER.

E. C. BROOKS.

STATE OF VIRGINIA,
County of Norfolk, to wil :

This day personally appeared before me, Alvah H. Martin, clerk of the county
court of Norfolk County and ex-officio clerk of the board of supervisors of said
county, Joseph T. Duke, Thomas J. Nottingham, James W. Nichols, E. C.
Brooks, C. 8. Sherwood, and Joseph Weaver, the joint committee for the man-
agement of the Norfolk County ferries on the part of the city of Portsmouth
and the county of Norfolk, who severally made oath in due form of law that the
allegations and statements contained in the petition hereto annexed are true
and correct to the best of their knowledge, information, and belief; and I do
further certify that the said Joseph T. Duke, ThomasJ. Nottingham, and James
W. Nichols are the members of said joint committee for the management of the
Norfolk County ferries on the part of Norfolk County, they having been duly
elected or appointed as such by the board of supervisors of said county, as will
appear by a certified extract from the proceedings of said board hereto annexed,
and have duly qualified as members of said committee. A

Given under my hand and the seal of said court and of said board of super-
wvisors this 29th day of May, 1834,

ALVAH H. MARTIN,

[sEAL.]

Clerk of the County Court of Norfolk County and ez officio Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors of said counly.
STATE oF VIRGINIA, Counly of Norfolk, lo wil:

I, Edward Spalding, judge of the county court of said county, State aforesaid,
do certify that Alvah H. Martin, who hath given the preceding certificate, is
clerk of said court and ex officio clerk of the board of supervisors of said county,
and that his said attestation is in due form.

Given under my hand this 20th day of May, A. D. 1884,

[sEAL] EDWARD SPALDING,

Judge of the County Court of Norfoll County.
STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of Norfolk, to wit:

I, Alvah H. Martin, clerk of the county court of the said county of Norfolk
and State of Virginia, do hereby certify that Hon. Edward Spalding, whose
genuine signature appears to the certificate above, is the only judge of the said
mutilt‘y court, and that all his official acts as such are entitled to full faith and

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed the seal of
eaid court, at my office, this 20th day of May, A. D, 1834,
[sEAL.] ALVAH II. MARTIN, Clerk.

-
STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of Norfolk, to wit :

I, Alvah H. Martin, clerk of the board of supervisors of said county, do eegi.g
that Messrs, Joseph T, Duke, James W. Nicholas, and Thomas J, Notting]
have been duly elected by said board as members on the part of Norfolk
County of the joint committee for the management of the Norfolkk County and
Portsmouth Ferries, and that they are now serving as such members,

Given under my hand this 29th day of May, 1854,

ALVAH H.MARTIN, Clerk.

At a regular meeting of the council of the city of Portsmouth,Va., held March
4, 1884, the following gentlemen were elected to represent the city of Ports-
mouth on the jeint commities for the management of the Norfolk County Fer-

ries: Messrs. C.8. Sherwood, Joseph F. Weaver, and E. O. Brooks.
5:111..] E. THOMPSON, Jr., C.C.
copy.

JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 37) for
the relief of John H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris.

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. .

There being no objection, it was so ordered.

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE.

Mr. STOCKDALE. House bill No. 27, a bill which proposes simply
to refer a case to the Court of Claims and which makes no appropria-
tion, was passed over awhile ago informally. I ask unanimous consent
that we now return to it.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. SToCKDALE]? The Chair hearsnone. The
title of the bill will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Abill (H. R.27) vesting the Court of Claims of the United States with jurisdie-
tion to determine the rightsof William E. Woodbridge to certain letters patent
for & metallic sabot, and to render judgment in his favor for the use of the same
by the Government during the war of 1851.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it

pai.ir. HOLMAN. What is the proposition?

Mr, STOCKDALE. This bill simply proposes to refer a case to the
Court of Claims.

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the Bowman act? .

Mr. STOCKDALE. The only difficulty is that the case is barred
by the statute of limitations; that is all.

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this bill removes the bar of the statute of
limitations, that is an important matter; and the bill onght to be con-
sidered before we it.

Mr. HOLMAN. T understood the bill was simply to refer a case,
under the Bowman act, for a report of the facts to Congress,

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., Thatthe claim of William E, Woodbridge, for compensation
for the use ot his invention relating to projectiles for rifled cannon, for which
letters patent were ordered Lo issue March 25,'1852, by the United States Govern-
ment be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United
States, which court is hereby vested with jurisdiction in the premises, and whose
duty it shall be to hear and determine,according to its usual rules of pro-

ure—

First. Whether the sald Woodbridge wasthe first and original inventor of the
said invention, and entitled to a gatent therefor,

Second. To what extentthe said invention has been used by the United States
Gover t, and what t of p tion, if any.the said Woodbri
ought to receive in equity and justice from the United States Government for
the past use of said invention. And in considering and determining thie com-

nsation to be made, if any, the said court shall, if it find that the said Wood-

ridge was the first and original inventor of said invention, and entitled to a
patent at the time of its order to issue, namely, March 23, 1852, proceed and be
guided in all respects as though the aforesaid letters patent had been actually
issued for the term of seventeen yeara from the date of the aforesaid order to
issue; the court to render judgment, irrespective of lapse of time, in favorof the
claimant, with the same effect as judgments generally of said court.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report in this ease had better be read.

The CHAIRMAN. The report is eight closely printed pages.

Mr. McCREARY. I move that it be printed in the RECORD.

Mr. HOLMAN. That would not be of any utility in determining
at this moment the merits of this bill. As will be observed, it removes
the bar of the statute of limitations, and also provides a method of pro-
cedure on the part of the court in rendering judgment; and that judg-
ment, of course, is to be final. It is not a case where reference is made
to the Conrt of Claims for the mere purpose of having facts ascertained
and reported to Congress. This bill proposes to confer upon the court
jurisdiction to hearand determine the case, waiving the statute of limit-
ations, and it also directs a basis on which the investigation shall pro-
ceed, So that it seems to me it is important we should hear the report.

Mr. STOCKEDALE. I shall not insist on detaining the committee
with this bill if the report is to beread. I desire to make a brief state-
ment, and then if my friend from Indiana [Mr. IToLMAN] insists upon
his objection I will withdraw my proposition. The only point in this
case, as appears in the report, is whether this invention was the prop-
erty of this claimant—a gentleman, I believe, from Massachusetts,
though I have only met him casually—and if the invention was this
gentleman’s property, whether the Government used it, and if the Gov-
ernment did use it, to what extent? That is all there is in this long
report.

Mr, HOLMAN. I have no objection to a bill covering those points,
but this bill goes beyond that.

Mr. STOCKDALE. There was a patent allowed to this claimantin
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the Patent Office in 1852, and it was deposited in the secret archives of
the Government subject to his order.

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. What year was the patent issued?

Mr. STOCKDALE. It was allowed in 1852, and placed in the secret
archives of the Patent Office, to be issned upon his call. He never
called for it until 1861. In the mean time the Government had issued
a circular containing printed rules, one of which was that patents should
not lie in the secret archives for a longer period than six months. Dr.
‘Woodbridge claims that he had no notice of this circular, and that
when he called for his patent the Patent Office refused to giveit to
him, the Commissioner giving as a reason, and the only reason, the ex-
istence of these rules. He now asks that the statute of limitations be
removed, so that he can have standing inthe Court of Claims to try his
cause.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. B8ix months’ bar?

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; he asks that the six months’ bar of the
statute of limitation be removed, so that he may go into the Court of
Claims and have that court ascertain whether he has the right to the
patent or not, as to whether he was or was not the inventor; and if so,
that that court shall so render judgment.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the amount of the claim?

Mr. STOCKDALE. No estimate has been made as to the amount
of money involved in the claim. Itisalleged thatthe Government used
this man’s invention, but to what extent has not yet been determined;
that is for the court, and this bill is to take the claimant into court for

. that

This patent was for a sabot to a projectile, and there was no use for
it to any great extent until war was ahout to be inadgurated. The pat-
ent was issued, but allowed left in the secret archives of the Govern-
ment, as I have already stated, subject to be issned at any moment on
the order of Mr. Woodbridge. He had done all that he was required
to do. The Government had done all it counld do, and had ordered the
patent to issne whenever called for. When the war was inaugurated
and there was a demand for such things, it is claimed that the Govern-
ment did use this patent.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This is a claim against the Govern-
ment—for what?

Mr. STOCKDALE. In the first place the claim is to secure the pa-
tent for this invention which was allowed to this claimant but has been
withheld from him; and in the second place it covers the use by the
Government of this gentleman’s invention during the war. If the
Government did use his invention it should pay him for it.

Mr. BLOUNT. Has this claim been bronght before any previous
Congress? -

Mr. STOCKDALE. I believe the claimant tried to get Congress to
appropriate money for the purpose of making an experiment of this
projectile, but Congress declined to do so. The patent has been with-
held from the claimant, and since then nothing has been done, or I
have no information in reference to anything being done.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Were any of these projectiles used in
the Sonthern army? :

Mr. STOCKDALE. 8o far as we were concerned they came to us
from the wrong end of the cannon. [Launghter.]

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the estimate of the amount
of this claim ?

Mr. STOCKDALE. I am not able to give any estimate. That is
one of the matters that we propose to refer to the Court of Claims.
If the Government used this patent, in the first place that is to be as-
certained, and, if so, to what extent it was used, and the compensation
is to be made upon that basis,

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the claim exceed $5?

Mr. STOCKDAILE. Oh, yes; multiplied many times.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does it amount to $5,000,000?

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, nothinglike that much, but I can not speak
definitely. It can not be a very large sum, and the bill is intended
only to render justice to this man.

. Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What is the patent for?

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is for a sabot to a projectile.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the object of it?

Mr. STOCKDALE. The object of it is to give greater effect to the
explosive force of the powder. The sabot is made with grooves that
fit the rifles of the gun, with an aperture in the center, and rests on
the charge of powder or cartridge. When the projectile is driven into
the gun, the rear end, being conical, inserts itself into the aperture of
the sabot, and when the cartridge explodes it drives the sabot against
the projectile, and the sabot, turning with the twist of the rifle-grooves,
fills the grooves so that the explosive gases can not escape through
them, thus utilizing all the force without losing anything by forcing
the projectile to fill the grooves, causing friction, and at the same time
the sabot givesa rotary motion to the projectile. These drawings show
its action.

Mr. BREWER. Is there anything in the report giving information
from the Patent Office in respect to this matter ?

Mr. STOCKDALE. There is no information from the Patent Office
except this: That the patent was issued in 1852, and that it was de-
posited in the secret archives of the Government, and that Dr. Wood-
bridge was notified it was there and subject to his order and would be

kept there until he called for it. When he did call for it in conse-
quence of the circular to which I have referred, it.was withheld from
him,

‘Whether any of these projectiles were used during the war is one of
the facts to be determined by the Court of Claims. Dr. Woodbridge
alleges they were used. 4

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If they were nsed would not the pre-
sumption be this claimant would have brought sunit to recover dam-
ages from the Government?

Mr, STOCKDALE. No, not necessarily. But these facts are all to
be determined by the Court of Claims, and certainly there ean be no
objection on the part of gentlemen to a bill for that p
. Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to offer an amendment to this

ill.
The Clerk read as follows:

Baid court shall also ascertain further whether said projectile was used by the
Confederate army with the consent of the inventor, and whether he received any
compensation therefor,

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have no objection to that. He is from Mas-
sachusetts, I believe; and I do not suppose he was down there giving it
to the Confederates. .

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. You can not always tell about these
Massachusetts men.

Mr. HOLMAN. Ina case like this, standing so long, it seems to
me that Congress should be possessed of all the facts before legislating
farther. I therefore submit what I send to the desk as a substitute
for the pending bill.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Michigan will be considered as adopted.

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask for the reading of the proposed substi-
tute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause, and insert:

* That the claim of William E, Woodbridge for com tion for the use of
his invention relating to projectiles for cannon, for which letters patent
were ordered to issue March 25, 1852, by the United States Government, be, and
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United States, which
court shall inquire into the facts of said claim under existing law and report to
Congress all facts found without reference to the statute of limitation."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substitute
which has just been read.

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask a question, as I have not had an op-
portunity to read the report, and it has not been read from the desk.
Was not a patent refused in this case by the Commissioner of Patents?

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, sir; it was ordered to be issned and papers
were all made out, and we have in the f that Dr. Woodbridge was
notified at his home in Massachusetts, Er&)mk it was, of the fact that
the patent had been allowed and that at his request it would be held
in the secret archives of theoffice subject to his directions as to the time
of issnance.

Mr. BLOUNT.

Tt ?

Mr. STOCKDALE. To what decision do you refer?

Mr. BLOUNT. I quote from the report:

I must object to any disturbance of the decision of C Eubank, as
announced in his letter of April 15, 1852, such action being contrary to the rule
of the office, which declares that a decision deliberately made and approved by
one Commissioner shall not be disturbed by his successor,

Mr. STOCKDALE. That decision refers to the fact that after the
issuance of the patent and the placing of it in the secret archives of
the Patent Office the circular of 1854 was issued with reference to al-
lowing patents to remain there in the secret archives for a period not
longer than six months. Dr. Woodbridge, not being notified of that
fact, claimed that he was entitled to have the patent issued.

Mr. BLOUNT. Did the Commissioner of Patents decide otherwise?

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, sir; he decided otherwise by reason of the
issuance of that circular. Not that the patent was not good, but be-
cause of this circular. He held that the circular havfg been issued,
and the patent not taken out within the time fixed by the circular, it
operated as a bar.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to waive that.

Mr. STOCKDALE. And the Commissioner of Patents would not
set aside a decision of a former Commissioner. You will notice, how-
ever, that the decision is not upon the merits of the ecase at all, but had

solely to the question of practice in the office as to the length
of time these patents conld remain in the secret archives. The de-
cision does not claim to be on the merits, but that he regarded it as
res adjudicata, if I may use the term; that the present Commissioner
could not go back and reverse a decision of a former one.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the substitute
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to be heard on the substitute. That
just destroys the whole effect of this bill. The substitute provides
simply to go there and ascertain facts regardless of the statute of lim-
itations.

Mr. HOLMAN. That is waived. -

Mr. STOCKDALE. I say regardless of the statute. There is noth-
ing in the world in the substitute to show what facts we want to as-

‘What is the ‘“decision’’ referred to here in the re-

[
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certain. ‘‘Ascertain all the facts.”” All what facts? It just simply
wipes out the bill and puts into its place nothing. A certain formu-
lated state of facfs should be ascertained if it goes to the Court of
Claims, we think. The court ought to decide something. It might
decide that it had been issued and put in the secret archives of the
Patent Ofiice, and that this decision was made about which the gentle-
man from ia inquired. There is no basis of fact upon which the
Court of Claims counld find anything. We know now all the facts that
would be divalged by such an inquiry.

Mr. BLOUNT. Are not most of the facts of record anyway ?

Mr. STOCKDALE. Everything is of record except the single fact,
how much, if any, the Government used the patent, or if it used it at
all. Now, I say if that be true, as stated in this record evidence, that
the Government of the United States was simply a bailee, and had no
more right to use the property of Dr. Woodbridge than I had, but did
use it; then if it did use the patents of this man in its efforts to sup-
press the Confederate war, as a gentleman over the way said awhile
ago, the Government ought to pay for the brains of the men that it
used to farnish material by which they eould accomplish their great

I hope the substitute will be rejected.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Is it shown that he forfeited the

tent?

Pal[r. STOCKDALE. That is for the court to decide.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosay a word in answer to my friend from
Mississippi. The substitute proposes to accomplish everything that T
think could be fairly asked in a case like this. In other words, it
waives the statute of limitations and permits the Court of Claims to
make inquiry in the question presented and report to Congress upon
the facts.

My friend from Mississippi says the sabsiitute accomplishes nothing.
Let us see. The claimant urges that he was entitled to his patent;
that it was issued but not delivered, and that his discovery was used
by the Government. Ile alleges that it was valuable, and that he is
entitled to a given sum for the use of the patent by the United States
during the late war.

These are all matters to be inquired into and reported upon to the
House, waiving, as I have said, all rights under the statute of limita-
tions. I think in a ease like this, where the mere fact of the issuance
of the patent is involved in a technical question of office practice, that
that point might well be waived, and also that any bar of the statute
of limitations ought to be removed. I am perfectly willing to do that,
and think it ought to be removed, but I am not willing to go beyond
it. Let us learn the facts before we attempt to legislate upon the sub-
ject. -
- Mr. STOCKDALE. Let me ask of the gentleman from Indiana, if
we ascertain the facts before we go to the Court of Claims, what use is
there to go to the Court of Claims? The gentleman wants to furnish
a judgment for the Court of Claims.

Mr. HOLMAN. We will furnish our own judgment when the facts
are ascertained. The gentleman wishes to give to the Courtof Claims
final jurisdiction of claims of this kind, and I do not think it ought to
be done after this long lapse of time. I request that the substitute be
again reported.

The substitute was again reported. -

The question was taken on the adoption of the substitute; and the
Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Lef us have a division.

The House divided; and pending the announcement of the resunlt of
the count,

Mr, STOCKDALE said: I ask by unanimous consent to pass the bill
over and that it shall retain its place on the Calendar.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the substitute onght to be adopted.

Mr. BREWER. If the bill be withdrawn with the expectation of
calling it up again the report should be printed. )

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the bill being withdrawn
and retainingets place on the Calendar? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered. The Clerk will report the next bill,

JOHN FARLEY.

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which
was asked by Mr. McCREARY) was the bill (H. R. 341) for the relief
of John Farley.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, elz., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby,author-
ized and direct-d to pay lo John Farley, of Madison County, Kentucky, the
sum of $118.28 which ghall be in full of the amount due him for commissary sup-
plies furnished the Army of the Uniled States in 1862,

Mr. McCREARY. I ask for the consideration of that bill.

Mr. BREWER. Let the report be read.

Mr. McCREARY. I will make a statement of thé facts.

Mr. BREWER. I withdraw my request that the report be read, and
will be satisfied with the statement of the facts by the gentleman from
Kentucky.

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, John Farley is a citizenof Rich-
mond, Ky. e was agrocery merchant in 1862, and is a grocery mer-
chant now. This claim is for §118.28 for commissary stores fuornished
the Sixty-sixth Indiana and Ninety-fifth Ohio Regiments Volunteersin

1862. These supplies consisted of sugar, flour,coffee, and other thin
His claim was presented to the Commissary-General, butatthat time
did not know where the commissary of the Sixty-sixth Indiana Regiment
resided. Subsequently, however, he ascertained where Captain Hay
resided, and there is now filed in the papers of the case the affidavit of
Captain Hay showing that these articles were obtained for the use of
the two regiments referred to; that they were needed and that they
were used by the soldiers of those two regiments,

The loyalty of John Farley is proven by Captain Hayand by a num-
ber of very good citizens, and I hope the bill will pass.
‘ The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

LUCINDA M'GUIRE.

The next business on the Private Calendar (consideration of which
was asked by Mr. PHELAN) was the bill, (H. R. 5871) for the relief of
Lucinda McGuire,

Mr. PHELAN. I ask consideration of thisbill, and that Senate bill
102 be substituted and the bill H. R. 5871 be laid on the table.

There was no objection, and the Senate bill was substituted for the
House bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
directed to pay to Lucinda MecGuire, of Memphis, Tenn., out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,260, in full compensa-
tion for the use of hurmpmmjm Nos. 195 and 197 Main street, in the city of
Memphis, Tenn., from March 24, 1863, until June 1, 1865,

The report (by Mr. FAULKNER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Claims; to whom were referred the bills (8. 77 and 8, 102)
{or 1i‘hn reliefr:f Luecinda McGuire, having considered the same, submit the fol-

owing -

This chim has so frequently been brought to the attention of both the Senate
and House of resentatives, and the reports to Congress, made by the Com-
mittee on War Claims to the House, so conflicting, that it memlpr:lper the facts
on which the claim rests and the objection to its allowance should be stated,
that the questions involved may be fairly and judieially passed upon.

Lucinda MeGuire was the only child of Wi Lawrence, who died intes-
tate in 1854. Subsequent to his death the county court of Shelby County, Tennes-
see, appointed a issi with power to invest $12,000 in real estate forthe
use and benefit of his heir. Under this authority two business tenements, sit-
uate in the city of Memphis, were purchased. ire having destroyved the im-
provements on these lots, there were afterwards erected on the same property
two buildings wiich were known as the Webster Block. The claim of the pe-
titioner for rent has reference to the property above described. Itisasfollows:

The United Stales to Tucinda MeGuire, Dr.
For rent of two rooms in premises 195 and 197 Main street, Memphis,

Tenn., irom January 25, 1863, to March 24, 1863, at §25 month...... $03.34

For rent of entire prem! from March 24, 1853, to y 31, 1853, at
4,000 per annum each........ ... 17, 456, 66

Por dircet damage and injury done said property during and by rea-
son of said occupation .. 5, 000.00
22,585.00

Less t Fﬂm on t by It. E. Clary, deputy quartermaster-
general, United States Army 1,526.78
21,038. 23

The evidence is full and satisfactory that the two small rooma on the sccond
floor (mentioned in the first item of the account) were ceeupied betiveen the
dates charged by the * patrol and provost guard " of the Army. possession
taken of these rooms by the Government, and the use for which they were ap-
propriated, negatives anfv implied promise upon the part of the Government
that rent would be paid for their occupaney. It was simply one of the incidents
of the war,and presents no legal or equitable ground ns the basis of an appeal to
the justice of the Government. Your ittee would therefore recommend
that so much of said claim be disallowed.

The evidence to sustain the third item of the account, to wit, £5 000, * for dam-
ages and injury done said property,”’ is unsatisfactory and insufficient to sup-
port the elaim, without suggesting other objections to its allowancs, which ap-
pear in evidenee. It is, therefore, further recommended that this item be also
disallowed, .

The fact that the two properties above deseribed belonging to the petitioner
were nsed and ocoupied by the Government for the puxpom of a hospital be-
tween the dates charged in the account, is fully and satisfactorily shown by the
record, and the only questions for the consideration under the faects proven
are—

1. Shonld the Government pay to the owner of the property a fair and reason-
able rent for its use and ocenpation as n hospital ? and if so,

2, What, under the evidence, would be a proper allowance?

The facts developed by the testimony bearing on this question aso: !

On the 24th of March, 1863, II. D. Connell, who was then oceupying said
property, received the fohowing note from the "' rental agent " of the Guvern-
ment:

“Sip: You will deliver to the bearer the keys to the houses in the Webster
Block, now in your possession.

“REsTAL OFFicE, March 24, 1863,

“G.W. VAUGHN, Rental Agent,
“I. D. CoxyeLL."

The recaords of the bureau of the Quartermaster-General for September 14, 1863
show that A. It. Eddy, “assistant quarter ter and rental officer,” return
this property as in the occupation of the Government, and that it was being used
as a hospital.

On l.hr:!lst of October, 1564, L. 8. Leonard, at that Lime * rental agent,” inre-
ply toan inquiry of Col. R. E. Clary, deputy quartermaster-general, said :

%1 have the honor Lo report that Miss Lawrence has never filed any applica-
tion in this office in regard to her title to this property.”

From this letter the inference is reasonable and fair that some one was urging
ihat the interests of this lady should be protected, and this inference is strength-
ened by the facts shown by the testimony, that within a few days after this
date, at the November term of the county court of Shelby County, J. G. Lons-
dale was appointed her guardian.

When the Government took ‘poaseasim; of this property the owner was only
fourteen years of age, and, so {ar as the evidence discloses, there was no one
authorized to represent her with whom & valid and binding contract for its
rental could have been made.

After theappointment of Mr. Lonsdale as her guardian, eightcen months after
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R"m"“ had been taken by the Government, we find from the records of the
Quart G I's Bureau that the interests of this minor were protected
by him,and that from the 15th of February, 1565, until the 8lstday of , 1865,
he was paid the sum of 450 per month for the rent of said buildings.

On June 1, 1865, R, E, Clary addressed the following letter to the rdian of .
the claimant: s -

“DEPUTY QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“Aemphis, Tenn., June 1,1865.
“8r: The two buildings in the Webster Block, heretofore rented from you
for military W being no longer required, the rent for which will cease
on the 31st May, 1865,
* Respectfully, your obedient servant,
“R. E. OLARY,

" Deputy Quartermasier-General,

*J. G. LoxspaLe, Esq., Memphis, Tenn.”

This elaim was presented to the Third Auditor for audit, and on March 6, 1574,
was rejected, upon the grounds that no contract, either expressed or implied,
had been proven.

On the of April Com&:tmller W. W. Upton, in a clear and judicial opinion,
in reviewing the case, held—

*1t is clear that & of the go of the clai t she could not havebeen
#ﬂ:lﬂ]eﬂ on account of disloyalty, and, in fact, there is no evidence tending

t her in that regard, and if the cccupancy had been by agreement of par-

es, or if for any other reason the case was one which the awouutitzg officers

are empowered to settle, I see no reason wé?r, in justice and equity, the claim-

ant should not receive the reasonable rental value of th% premises during the
ied ut b

unpaid portion of the time the premises were P it was not
R‘mven that the premises were pied in p nce of a tract, I am sati
ed I have no official authority to determine what amount should be paid.”

The Comptroller in his opinion recognizes the fact that the evidence discloses
that there was no one who could legally have entered into a contract on behalf
of the claimant for the rental of the sald premises, and suggests this as the
probable explanation why such a contract was not made at the time possession
was taken by the Government,

The Department could grant to the petitioner no relief unless the claim had
clearly been brought by the evidence within the provision of the statutes con-
ferring upon the Uomlg.mller jurisdiction of the subject, which, in this case,
could only have been done by the introduction of satisfactory mﬂf that at the
time possession was taken by the Government a contract had been entered into
for the rental of the property between the parties, This proof could not have
been furnished as the owner was not sui juris, and no guardian had been a;
pointed to protect her interest. Reliefl can, therefore, be given to her un.g;
through the action of Congress, and in the opinion of the committee she is en-
titled to a fair and reasonable rent for the use of her property.

2. What, under the evidence, would be a just compensation to the petitioner
for the use and occupancy of the said property ¢ Not 83,000 a year, as ed
inthe account filed, although the property rented for that sum prior to and sub-
sequent to the war.

in the opinion of the ittee, the t fixed by the agreement of the
parties, after the appointment of a %"dim for the claimant, to wit, $450 per
month for the two buildings, or §5,400 per year, seems to be true measure
of compensation, as evidenced by the payment by the Government and the re-
ceipt from the guardian. Under this view the t with the Gov t
should be stated as follows:

The United Slates to Lucinda McGuire, Dr,

To rent of both properties from the 24th of March, 1853, to May 31,
1865 (two ysarn&twc months, and six days), at £450 per month......... §11,790.00
Less t paid on t of rent by the agent of the Government., 1.526.78

Balance due claimant 10,263, 22
Your committee report Senate bill 102 favorably, and r d its passage;
and further d that Senate bill 77 be indefinitely postponed.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.
The CHATRMAN. If there be no objection, the House bill will be
rted to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the
table.
There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

MARTHA L. RUSSELL AND OTHERS,

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 565) for
the relief of Martha L. Russell, Mary A. Howse, and Lula H. Howse.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman who is interested in this
bill, but who is not present at this time, wants it considered. The
title should be corrected, as Martha L. Russell is dead.

The bill was read, as follows:

e it enacled, efe., Thal tha Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
{;:lated,to pay to Mariha L.Russell, Mary Alice Howse, and Lula H. Howse,

irs at law of John Q. Howse, deceased, late of Rutherford County, Tennessee,
10,975, being  the amount allowed by the Quartermaster-G al for quarter-
master's stores taken and used by the Army.

Sgc, 2, That the said payment of $10,975 shall be & full and complete settle-
ment of all claims against the United States, of every kind and character, arising
u‘.n:fi of the appropriation and use by the Army of supplies or stores from said
claimants.

Mr. BREWER. I demand the reading of the report.
The report (by Mr. SToNE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Commitiee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 565) for
the relief of the heirs of John C. Howse, deceased, submit the following report :

This case was considered by the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth
Congress, whose report is as follows:

[House report No. 2516, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.]

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4292)
for the relief of the heirs of John C. Howse, deceased, submit the following re-

port:

The claim presented embraces items for quartermaster's stores stated at
§20,197; for commissary swlim $3,645; total, §23,842,

The elaims were presented, under the act of J uly 4, 1864, to the Quartermaster-
General, United States Army, and to the Commissary-General of Subsistence,
United States Army.: That portion of the claim embracing subsistence supplies
was considered by the Commissary-General of Subsistence July 23, 1868, and re-
Jected because, as was decided by the Commissary-General, *'it was a case re-
quiring special or further legislation for its settlement.”

That part of the claim embracing quarter ter's st

was idered by

m‘gusﬂmter-ﬁeneral. April 16, 1867, and the following decision was ren-

QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., April 16, 1867.

8me: I have the honor to return, wilh report, a ¢laim in favor of Martha L.
Russell, Rutherford Couniy, Tennessee, for value of 15 horses, $1,875; 10 m
£1,300; 4,000 bushels of corn,$4,000; 38 stacks of fodder, 8570, and 3,500 cords o
wood, $10,500, referred to this office by the War Department February 19,1867
(818,245). It is stated by the claimant in her upé)limt.ion that these stores were
taken and used by the United States forces of the Twenty-first Army Corps,
under General Crittenden, which was encamped on her premises near Mur-
freesborough, Tenn., during the batile of Stone River, on or about December

50, 1862, :

The evidence of former officers of the corps, including the affidavit of L. Rus-
sell, assistant surgeon Second Kentucky Volunteer Infan (now the husband
of claimant); George W. Griffith, brevet major Second ntucky Cavalry;
Capt. E, A, Otis, assistant adjutant-general, and Capt. I. R. Paul, commissary

of subsistence, together with the testimony of other ere witnesses, is pre-
sented)in support of the claim, The officers reft d to respectively state that
they were present and wit 1 the tion of the plantation by the forces

under General Crittenden ; that the hospitals and corps headquarters were es-
tablished there; that the Army was then in need of supplies, and that every-

ing necessary found on the premises was taken and applied to the use of the
COMInAND

It is stated in evid in explanation of the why ipts were not
issued, that the proper officers were not accessible to elaimant, who was Lthen a
widow, and that the sudden mov t of the troops precluded the possibility
of their being obtained.

AMdavits of citizens of the vicinity, certified to be eredible, are also presented
in’lpmofof the loyalty of claimant and the justice of her elaim.
e case was referred by this office, February 21, 1867, to Bvt, Brig. Gen.
Thomas Swords, assistant quartermaster-general, for special investi and
as to the merits of the charges for the quartermaster stores mentioned.
pt. E. B. Kirk, assistant q ®ral United States Army, as is
shown by indorsement of General Swords, was detailed to to Murfrees-
borough and make a special and thorough investigation of all the facts in the
case. His report has been forwarded, and is as follows :

“OFFICE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER,
** Nashville, Tenn,, Murch 31, 1867,

“ Respectfully returned to Brigadier-General Swords, assistant quartermaster-

neral.
B pon a full personal investigation of the inclosed claim of Mrs, Russell, I
have the honor to report that the commands ified within did actually oc-
cupy her plantation as stated, and from all the evidence I have been able to
obtain it is mﬁo{)imon that all the property for which this claim is made was
taken by the United States Army. g

“1 find that about 1,060 cords of wood mentioned within were fence-rails,
being some 80,000 in number; twenty-six log cabins torn down and burned
would average five cords build ; the ce of the wood was in the tree,
and was not worth over r}nr cord. Corn was not worth over 75 cents per
bushel at that time. The prices charged for the horses, mules, and fodder are
considered reasonable and just.

1 would tlully d that this claim be allowed on the basis of
this indorsement.
“E. B. KIRK,
w4 lant Quarier ter, U8 4"

I respectfully recommend the following allowance for such of the items as
are properly chargeable to this department:

For 15 horses §1,75
For 10 mul 1,250
For 4,000 bushels eorn.........cvvaeeeee 8, 000
For 28 stacks fodder.................. emeiraeand 1]
For 2,310 cords of wood in the tree 2 310
For 1,060 cords of wood, rails (shown by the aflidavits to have been used
to keep the w ded m {r ing) 2,120
Amounting to . 10,975

The remainder of the charges for wood contained in the cabin is recom-
mended for disapproval, the destruetion of these buildings being regarded as
depredations on the part of the troops.

1 have the honor to remain, sir, your cbedient servant, :
D. H. RUCKER,
Acting Quartermaster-General, Bet. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A.
Hon. Epwix M. STANTON,
Sscretary of War, Washington, D. C.

The act of July 4, 1864, required thatthe findings of the Quartermaster-General
should be reported to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, but by some unac-
countable error the decision in this case wasreported to Edwin M. Stanton, then
Eecr&:g of War, Thecasewasreturned by the Secretary of War to the Quarter-
mas eneral, and, pending further action, communications were received
impeaching the loyalty of claimants. The case remained suspended until De-
cember 3, 1880, when it was again considered by the Quartermaster-General and
rejected, because, as was decided by the then Quariermaster-General, he was
unable to certify that he was convinced of the loyalty of claimant,

The claimants in the case are the heirs of John C. Howse, deceased, who died
in 1855. They are his widow and three children, girls, the oldest of whom was,
at the time this property was taken, eleven vears of age,

}:‘onr committee have therefore examined carefully into the loyalty of the
widow.

If the claim had been reported to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, as the
act of July 4, 1864, directed, it would undou have been paid, as allowed
by the g‘nnﬂermsLer-GenemL at §10,975, in 1867, but the error of the Quarter-
mast al d the delay. Inasmuch as the claim was carefully ex-
amined by the Quartermaster’s ft‘l&'ent and allowed by the Quartermaster-Gen-
eral in 1867, and asthe evidence fully justifies the decision then made, your com-
mittee have carefully examined the question of loyalty, which was the ground
upon which the Quartermaster-General rejected the case in 1880,

Three of the claimants were minors (girls). Their loyalty will not be ques-
tioned. The widow was remarried in 1865, during the month of January, to
Leonidas Russell, who was an officer in the Union Army,

Upon the question of loyalty the papers disclose the following official orders :

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES FORCES,
Murfreesborough, Tenn., August 18, 1861,
Mre. Howse having applied to these headquarters for the protection of a safe-
guard, having satisfied me of her loyalty to the United States, such protection is
hereby given her., All persons in the employ of the United States are warned
at their peril not to take or molest the property or things or disturb the quiet of
her household, H.;ZF“T

W.B
Colonel, Commanding at Murfreesborough.
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MEeDICAL DirecToR'S OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND,
. Headgquarters, March 4, 1863,

Sir : The general commanding directs that rations are to be issued to Mrs,
Howse and servants. She is to pay for them if practicable; if not, the rations
are nevertheless to be issued.

By order of the medical director, Department of the Cumberland.

JAMES F. WEIDS, 4.8, U.8. 4.,
Assistant Medical Director, Department of the Cumberiand.

It seems remarkable to your committee that in view of the foregoing orders
{ssued about the time her property was taken, and in face of a large number of
affidavits of Army officers, any question could be raised as to the loyalty of Mrs.
Howse (now Mrs. anseili. Your committee are satisfied, r a careful exam-
ination of the evidence, that the only testimony impeaching Mrs. Howse's loy-
alty emanated from personal enemies of her secona husband, Dr. Leonidas
Russell, who occupies a prominent part in the polities of Rutherford County,
Tennessee; and upon this question an agent of the Quartermaster-General,
specially detailed to investigate the facts, reported under date of July 2, 1850

“Against her loyalty are certain charges, made against the conduct of her
second husband since the war, by men who had very emphatically sworn to her
loyalty as a matter of personal knowledge.

® - . * * * *-

* But it is opposed by an overwhelming mass of contrary testimony, much of
it from persons equally entitled to credence and having a longer acquaintance,
and claimant would seem to be entitled to the benefit of the greet preponder-
ance of the testimony in her favor.

“She is entitled to the benefit of testimony in her favor, which greatly pre-
ponderates, and I report her loyal.”

Your committee are satisfied, after a careful examination of the evidence, that
Mrs. Howse (now Mrs, Russell) was loyal to the Government of the United
States, and this ap; to be the only point questioned by the Quartermaster-
General in his d on of 1850,

The claims presented are for §23,842. The claimants now propose to aceept
$10,975, the amount allowed by the Quartermaster-General in 1867, as a full set-
tl t of all claims and d d inst the United States, because, owing to
the long lapse of time since the claim originated, as well as the unsettled con-
dition of the country at that time, it will now be extremely difficult, if not im-
goasibie. to secure competent testimony to establish the claim in the Court of

laims; and claimants contend that the report of Captain Kirk was made after
a personal examination by him very shortly after the property was taken, that
the action of nartermaster-General in 1867 was in accordance with law,and
the sum allowed should be paid.

We are clearly of opinion that payment should be made for the property
taken, and think, under all the circumstances, that the amount allowed by the
Quartermaster-General should be, as is proposed by claimants, accepted by all
parties as final; and we therefore recommend that the bill do pass.

Your committee, after due ideration, fully with the conclusions
reached in the foregoing report. The property charged for consists of stores
and supplies taken and u by the United States Army at a time when such
necessary articles could not be furnished by the Government, and compensa-
tion should be made therefor. The settlement of the claim by the Quartermaster-
Gieneral in 1867 should be held as conclusive, and we th ore recommend that
the bill do pass,

Mr. CHEADLE.
sell, in line 5, section 1.
now dead.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I have no doubt it is perfectly just
and reasonable, providinf the circumstances are such that this kind of
claims should be paid. dissented from the majority of the commit-
tee, but made no minority report. At the time the property was
taken war was flagrant at and near Stone River, and the question is
whether we ought to allow claims of this kind under the circumstances
ornot. The claimant in this case was loyal, and I submit to the
House whether it is not the duty of every citizen who happens to be
in the neighborhood of a battle to contribute of their means for the
support of the Army. That is a question which causes me to have a
great deal of doubt about such claims. If this bill is passed it will be
an announcement that this is the standard for such claims.

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to call the attention of the committee to
the fact that the evidence before the Quartermaster’s Department finds
the loss of these parties to exceed $23,000.

Mr. TIHHOMAS, of Wisconsin. Permit me to say that I am of the
opinion that the elaim is perfectly just as to the amount.

Mr. CHEADLE. The Quartermaster’s report favored the demand
of §10,795, and the heirs are willing to accept as payment in full of
their claim $10,975 instead of the $23,000; and there is no guestionas
to the loyalty of the claimant.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Why has this claim not gone to the
Court of Claims?

Mr. CHEADLE. Itwas allowed in 1867 by the Quartermaster’s
Department. It has been reported to Congress and has passed one
Honse three times, and the other two or three times, and has failed
simply by reason that it counld not be reached for consideration in both
Houses in the same Congress.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Has it ever been in the Court of Claims?

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not think it has.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass,

Mr. HOLMAN. I will remind my colleagne [Mr. CHEADLE] that
these 4th of July claims amount in the aggregate to something like
$64,000,000. There are a great many of them in our own State as
well as along the border. The law of the 4th of July, 1864, applied
only to the loyal States and to Tennessee and West Virginia, and the
claims filed under the law with the Quartermaster-General amounted
to over $64,000,000. Those claims have been in progress of settlement
for over twenty vears, and have been paid at ihe rate of about $300 a
year,the accounting officers of the Treasury reporting to us at the com-

I move to strike out the name of Mary L. Rus-
Mary L. Russell was the widow, but she is

mencement of each Congress the amount of claims allowed during the
preceding year. A very large number of these claims were rejected on
the ground that the Quartermaster-General could not certify to the
loyalty of the claimants, and a much larger number of them were very
materially reduced. -We have now reached a point where these claims
are substantially disposed of. A few hundred thousand dollars more
and perhaps two years more of work with a very reduced force will
glo]sa lthem up and bring to an end the business under the 4th of
uly law.

These claimants, all of them, have had their day in court. I am the
more familiar with this guestion use a large number of these
claims arose in my own Congressional district. Wherever the Morgan
raiders went throngh Indiana Hobson’s pursunii resnlted in a large
number of claims, because he impressed into the service mules, horses,
wagons, and everything that was necessary for the supply of a moving
army. These ‘‘4th of July claims,” I say, have been substantially
adjusted. The facilities for investigating them were better than could
be afforded by a court of justice, for the reason that the Quartermaster-
General sent out men ¥/ho in each case made an examination upon the
ground—men, I presume, of proper capacity for such duties, who were
paid very handsome salaries, with an additional allowance for expenses,
Up to within a short period it has been thought that the claims de-
cided by the Quartermaster-General ought to be allowed to rest, that
they had had their day in court; and after this case has been decided
by an unusually competent Quartermaster-General—because the man
who held that position in 1850 was a man of acknowledged ability and
experience—and when he has found himself unable to certify to the
loyalty of the claimant, does my colleague think it is safe to reopen
this case, to begin reopening these claims and reversing the decisions
of the tribunal to which they were anthorized by law to appeal ?

If some of these claimants here and there are to come in and have
their claims considered in Congress and have the decisions of the Quar-
termaster-General reversed, we might just as well take up the whole
body of these rejected Fourth of July claims, which exceed in amount

$30,000,000.

Mr, CHEADLE. But the amount claimed in this bill is the amount
which was allowed by the Quartermaster-General. The difficulty in
this case was that in 1880 a question was raised as to the loyalty of the
second husband.

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. I am not raising any question here
upon the ground that this claim is not properly made up, or upon the
ground that it arose at the seat of war. The point I am making is,
simply, that after the facts were ascertained and the Quartermaster-
General had decided the case in the first instance, before final action
was taken by the accounting officers of the Treasury, it came to the
knowledge of the then Quartermaster-General that there was doubt
about the loyalty of the claimant,and he had the questioninquired into
and it was decided adversely. Now, I ask my colleague again: Can
we afford to take up these cases one by one and reverse the Quarter-
master-General’s decisions ? If so, there are claims amounting to hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars in our own State which have not been ex-
amined, and those have a right to demand a hearing here as well asthe
great body of claims, amounting to over $30,000,000, which have been
heard and rejected since 1864.

Mr. CHEADLE. My colleagueisaware that subsequent to the find-
ing of the Quartermaster-General the Department became thoroughly
satisfied upon the question of loyalty.

Mr, HOLMAN. If that was the case, why was not this claim paid
in the ordinary way ?

Mr. CHEADLE. I can not tell yon that, butif you read the report
you will see that I am right.

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman must labor under a misapprehen-
sion on that point, because at the commencement of each Congress the
Quartermaster-General certifies to us the claims that have been allowed
during the preceding year, and they are embodied ina single bill called
the 4th of July bill. Therefore there must be some mistake, be-
cause under the law, if the gentleman's statement were correct, this
claim would have come here with theother claims, would have gone
into the 4th of July bill, and would have passed as a matter of course.
The last finding I have seen in these papers is that of 1830 upon the
re-examination of the case when the question of loyalty was raised.
But I merely rose to call the attention of my colleague to the danger
of reopening up these claims.

Mr. CHEADLE. The question raised was as to the loyalty of the
second husband of the claimant. Upon investigation it was ascertained
that, instead of being disloyal, he was for four years an assistant sur-
geon in the Union Army, The first husband died four years before
the war commenced. As the record shows, it has been proved to the
satisfaction of the commanding officers that this widow was a loyal
woman, and the question of loyalty can not be raised as to the minor
heirs, .

Mr, HOLMAN. If there is any report made by the Quartermaster-
General since 1880, when he said he conld not certily as to the loyalty
of the claimant, I should be glad to hear it.

Mr, CHEADLE. I ask the Clerk to read the latter part of the find-
ing of the committee on that subject.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Your committee are satisfied, after a careful examination of the evidence,
that the only testimony impeaching Mrs. Howse's loyalty emanated from per-
sonal enemies of her d band, Dr. L idas Russell, who occupies a
prominent part in the politics of Rutherford County, Tennessee, and upon this
question an agent of {he Quartermaster-General, specially detailed to investi-
gate the facts, reported under date of July 2, 1880:

“J\Fninst her onaltianm certain charges made against the conduet of her sec-
ond husband since the war by men who had very emphatically sworn to het
loyalty as a matter of personal knowledge,

. * ® ® * . *

“But it is opposed by an overwhelming mass of contrary testimony, much of

it from persons equally entitled to credence and having a longer ancquaintance,

and claimant would seem to be entitled to the benefit of the great preponder- |-

ance of the testimony in her favor.

**8he is entitled to the benefit of testimony in her favor, which greatly pre-
ponderates, and I report her loyal.”

Your committee are salisfied, after a careful examination of the evidence, that
Mrs, Howse (now Mrs, Russell) was loyal to the Government of the United
States, and this appears to be the only point questioned by the Quartermaster-
General in his decision of 1880,

Mr. CHEADLE. The specialagent appointed to make investigation
reports that she is loyal. i

Mr. HOLMAN. Butthe Quartermaster-General does not; that is
the trouble.
Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the Clerk to read another paragraph which
I have indicated in the report.
The Clerk read as follows:
HeADQUARTERS USITED STATES FOoRCES,
Murfreesborough, Tenn., August 18, 1862,

Mrs. Howse having applied to these headquarters for the protection of a safe-
uard, having satisfied me of her loyalty to the United States, such protection
s hereby given her. All personsin the employ of the United States are warned
&t their peril not to take or molest the property or things or disturb the quiet

of her household.
W. B. HAZEN,
Colonel, Commanding at Murfreesborough.
The hill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec-
ommendation that it do pass.

C. M. STINSON.

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be i enacled, ele., That the sum of £100 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of
any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise aﬁpro riated, for the
payment to C, M. Stinson, late a sergéant of Company A, One hundred and seven-
teenth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in full compensation for expenses
for board, livery hire, railway fare, and other necessary expenses incurred by
him while in command of a party on detail service for the arrest of deserters,
ns shown by the records of the War Department.

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to
the consideration of the bill; which was laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the committee rise.

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask unanimous consent
to have one more bill considered before the committee rises.

Mr. LANHAM. I withdraw my motion.

J. H. BUGG AND OTHERS.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J, H. Bugg and
others,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay J. H. Bugg, late captain Company B, Seventeenth
Kentucky Cavalry, the pay and emoluments of a captain of cavalry from Oc-
tober 23, 1864, to April 25, 1865, and to J. T. Guess the pay and emoluments of
o first lieutenant of cavalry from October 23, 1861, to April 25, 1865, and to Nathan
Fralick the pay and emoluments of a second lieutenant of cavalry from October
23, 1864, to April 235, 1863, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated.

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to
the consideration of the bill; which was laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass.

PILOT AND CREW OF STEAMER PLANTER.

Mr. CANNON. I desire consent to call up the bill (H. R. 3580) for
the relief of the pilot and crew of the steamer Planter.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized to appoint a board of competent officers of the Navy whose duty it
shall be to make a reappraisement of the steam tra rt-boat Planter, taken
during the late rebellion by Robert Smalls from the harborof Charleston, 8. C.,

1 stores iti tackle, and other

and of all the arms, or , ord: y y

;:.re?arty on board of said transport-boat at the time of her delivery to the
eral
trans

authorities by the said Robert Smalls; and when the full value of said

rt-boat, the arms, munitions, tackle, and other property shall be ascer-
tained, estimating said values by the worth of the property at the time of capt-
ure as aforesaid, s cause an apportionment of such value so ascertained to

be made between Robert Smalls and his associates on said transport-boat at the
time of her capture and delivery to the Federal authorities;in the manner here-
inaﬂer‘Provided for by this act, deducting ong the amount or amounts paid to
glsa];é Smalls and his said associates under the act of Congress approved May

SEc. 2. That the apportionment referred to in the first section of this act shall
be made as follows : One-third full amount of the value of the said rt-
boat Planter, the arms, ordnance, o! nee stores, tackle, and other property, at
the time of her capture and delivery to the Federal authorities, shall be awarded
to the said Robert Smalls, and the balance shall be equally divided between his
said associates or their heirs at law.

SEc, 3. That the Seeretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed -
to pay to Robert Smallsand his associates, or their heirs at law as aforesaid, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum which may
be by the said board of officers hereby authorized apportioned to each of them
under the provisions of this act,

Mr. DIBBLE (during the reading of the bill).

Mr. CANNON. Let the bill be read through.
" The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. Is there
objeetion ?

Mr. DIBBLE. I object.

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee rise.

Mr. CANNON. I hope there will be no ohjection to the bill which
has just been read. I think it can be considered in a moment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DiB-
BLE] has objected.

Mr. CANNON. I appeal to the gentleman toallow the Committee
of the Whole to consider the case.® It is a unanimous report.

Mr. DIBBLE. There are circumstances connected with this case
which lead me to object, because I do not believe it is a just claim
against the Government.

Mr. CANNON, Then if that can be shown upon discussion let us
defeat it. I believe that this bill is a long-delayed act of justice to a
patriotic and brave man, althongh he is clothed in a black skin.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. LANHAM, that the
committee rise, it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 33, noes 47.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman
Mr. CANNON. T call for the regular order.
A MEMBER (to Mr. CANNoN). Do not do that.
Mr. CANNON. Yes, I will do it. 'We will reach in two or three
minutes the bill that I desire to have considered.
JAMES 8. CLARKE & CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3500)
for the relief of James S. Clarke & Co.
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that this bill

Mr. Chairman——

be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar.
The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that order will be
made.

ALFRED H. THOMAS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1067)
for the relief of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased.

Mr. LANHAM. I ask that this bill be passed over informally, re-.
taining its place on the Calendar.

Mr. DIBBLE. I object.

Mr. LANHAM. I again move that the committee rise.
mittee has been continuously in session now for four hours.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]
moves that the committee rise.

Mr. CANNON. I hope not.

The motion of Mr. LANHAM was not agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending bill.

Mr. NELSON. I ask nnanimous consent——

Mr. CANNON and others. Regular order!

Mr. NELSON. I do not think any objection will be made to my
proposition,

Mr. CANNON. I shall have to call for the regnlar order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and -
directed to amend the records in the War Department of the United States to
show the name of Alfred H. Thomas duly enlisted and mustered into Company
D, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, on the 1st day of February,
1864, for three years' servics; taken prisoner at Union City, Tenn., on the 24th
day of March,1864; and dieda prisoner of war, while in the service of the United
States, at Savannah, Ga., on the 1st day of December, 1864,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this hill aside to be
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

Mr. DIBBLE. I call for the reading of the report.

The report (by Mr. TioMAs, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows :

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1067) for
the relief of Alfred H. Thomas, respectfully report as follows:

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House
Report No. 190 of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-seventh Con-
gress, a copy of which is hereto annexed for information,

‘ﬁour commit}aﬁ:dopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill
and r ¥

The com-

[House Report No. 190, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.]

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred a bill to amend
the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased, submit the following report:

It appears that the said Alfred H. Thomas enlisted on or about the 1st day of
February, 1864, in Com ¥ D, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volun-
teers; that the exigencies of the service ealled this company into active duty
in the field before muster; that on the 2ith day of March, 1864, the said Thomas,
while in the line of dutgawu captured with his entire company; that he was
held a prisoner of war from that time to the time of his death early in Decem-
ber, at Savannah, Ga. The above facts are conclusively established by the
affidavits of two officers and several enlisted men of his regiment, and make a
stmnagad-uu for the relief asked, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom-
mens
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The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, this bill will be laid
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

Mr. DIBBLE obtained the floor.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, it is manifes we are going to do
nothing more in Committee of the Whole this afternoon. We have
already passed a number of bills, and I do think the best thing we can
do is to rise. I do not believe we can reach the bill which the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNOX] desires to reach.

Mr. CANNON. Let me make a suggestion which I think will be
satisfactory. Let the report be printed in the REcorp. I understand

-it is exhausted. Then let ¢he bill go over till the next private-bill

i[r. DIBELE. I have no ohjection to that, but there is plenty of
evidence in addition to that report, and I think it would be as well to
print that evidence with the report of the committee. Let them both
be printed at the same time; and that agreement camxr be made when the
bill is called up. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to have that evi-
dence printed.

Mr. CANNON. I only ask to hm'e printed what is of record, and
that is the report of the committee.

Mr. LANHAM. I will state in the hearing of the gentleman from
Illinois that it will be absolutely impossible to reach the bill this after-
noon. It is three below the one we have been considering. There are
a number of bills to be reported to the House for passage, and they
ought to be taken up and passed. So far as printing the report is con-
cerned I have no objection to it. Lebit go into the RECORD.

_Mr. CANNON, If that can be done, I do notobject to the comaittee

rising.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the printing of the report
of the committee in the RECORD ?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The report (by Mr. BRowEeR) from the Committee on War Claims
is as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred ihe bill (H. R. 3550) for
the relief of the pilot and erew of the steamer Planter, re as follows :

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House
Report No, 8595, of the Committee on Wlu' Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress,
a copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report.

'%ou: committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill
an P g

|House Report No. 3595, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.]

The facts on which this claim is based were investigated by the Committee on
Naval Affairs of the Forty-seventh Congress, and were as follows, as embodied
in the report of that committee (No. 1837, second session of Forty-seventh Con-

gress):

*‘This claim is rested upoh the very valuable services rendered by Robert
Bmalls to the country during the late war. The record of these has been very
cnrcful investigated, and portions of it are appended, as exhibits to this ra-

’ﬁxey show a d of cournge, well directed by intelligence and patri-
ottum of which the nation may well be proud, but which for twenty years has
been who!ly unrecognized by it. The following is a suceinet statement and
outline of them:

“On May 13, 1862, the Confederate steam-boat Planter, the dispatch-
boat of General Ripley, the Confederate commander at Charleston, 8. C.,
was taken by Robert Snmlls under the following eircumstancesfrom the wharf
at which she mauéﬂing. safely out of O]:.uﬂsston Harbor,and delivered
to one of the v of the Federal ﬂeet. then bl mkadjng- that porc.

“On the dnyv?mvlous, May 12, the Planter, which had fortwo weeks been en-
gngud inremo sfrom Cole’s Island to James Island, returned to Charles-

That night the officers wanr. ashore and slept in' the city, leaving on
bosrd a crew of eight men, all colored. Among them was Robert Smalls, who
was virtually the pilot of the boat, n‘lt-huuﬁ!; he was only called a wheelman.
beecause at that time no colored man could have, in fact, been made a pilot.

“ For some time previous he had been watching for an opportunity to earry
into exeeution a plan he had conceived to take the Planter to the Federal fleet.
This he saw was about as good a chance as he would ever have to do so, and
therefore he determined uot to lose it. Consulting with the balance of the
crew, Smalls found that they were willim; to uo-o_pmte with him, although
two of them afterwards b 'he design was hazard-
ous in the extreme. The boat would hnve to pass benmth the guns of the forts
in the harbor. Failure and detection would have been certain death. Fearful
was the venture, but it was made. The daring resolution had been fm-med,
and under command of Robert Smalls wood was taken aboard, steam was [P
on, and with her valuable eargo of guns and ammunition, intended for
R!pley a new fortification just constructed in the harbor, about 2 o’clock in the
morning the Planter silently moved off from her dock, steamed up to North
Atlantic Wharf, where Smalls’s wife and two children, ther with fourother
women and one other child, and also three men, were waiting to embark.

““All these were taken on board, and then, at 8.25 a. m., May 13, the Planter
started on ll‘:lmﬂlous adventure, ng nine men, five women, and three
children. g Fort Johnson, {ha Planter's steam-whistle blew the usual
salute and she proceeded down the bay. Approaching Fort Sumter. Smalls
stood in the pilot-house leaning out of the window, with his arms folded across
his breast, r the manner of Captain Relay, the commander of the boat, and
his head cuvere&with the huge straw hat which Captain Relay commonly wore
on such oceasion:

“*The signal required to be given 'by all ateamers passing out was blown as
coolly as if General Ripley was on board ioub on a tour of inspection.
Sumter answered by sigml. A!l rl%l‘:t.‘ anﬂ the lanter headed toward Morris
Island, then occupied beyond the range
of Sumter's guns be.fom nn]ybodly gﬁm WAS Wrong. en at
last the Planter was ohviously going toward the eral fleet off the bar, Sumter

rott, by whom the Planter, with Smalls :md her crew, was sent to Port Royal,
to Rear-Admiral Du Pont, then in command of the Sonthern squadron.

“Captain Parrott's oflicial letter to Flag-Officer Du Pont and Admiral Dn
Pont’s letter to the Secrelary of the Navy ara a nded hereto.

“ Captain Was soon ordered to Edisto, to join the gunboat
Cri er, Captain Rhind. He then proceeded in he Crusader, piloting her and
followed by the Planter, to Simmons's Bluff, on Wadmalaw Sound, where a
sharp battle was fou%!::. between these and a Confederate light battery and
someinfantry., The Confederates were driven outof Lheir works, and the troops
‘on the Planter landed and captured all the tents and provisions of the enemy.
This oceurred some time in June, 1862,

*Captain Smalls continued to act as pilot on board the Planter and the Cru-
sader and as blockading pilot between Charleston and Beaufort. He made re-
peated trips up and u!ong the rivera near the coast, pointing ont and removing
the torp which he h f had assisted in sink ng and pulling in position.
Durmg thesetrips he waspresentin several fightsat Adams’s Run, on the Dawho
River, where the Planter was hotly and severely fired upon; alsoat Rockville,
John's Island, and other places, Afterwards lie was ordered back to Port Royal,
whence he piloted the fleet up Broad River lo Pocotaligo, where a very severe
battle ensued. Captain Smalls was the pilot on the monitor Keolkulk, Captain
Ryan, in the memorable attack on Fort Sumter, on the aflernoon of the 5th of
April. 1863. In this attack the Keokuk was struck ninety-six times, nincteen
shots passing through her. She retired from the engagement only to sink on
the next morning near Light-House Inlet. Captain Smalls left her just beforo
she went down, and was taken with the remainder of the crew on board of the
Ironsides. The next day the fleet returned to Hilton Head.

“*When General Gillmere took d Smalls & pilot in the quarter-
master'sdepartmentinthe expedition on Morris Island., He was then stationed
as pilot of the Stono, where he remained until the United States troops took

ession of the south end of Morris Island, when he was put in charge of
ight-House Inlet as pilot. Upon one 863, while the
Planter, then under Captain Nickerson, wasmlj.nthmugh Folly Island Creek,
the Confederate batteries at Secessionville o ened a very hot fire upon her.
Captain Nickerson became demoralized and left the pilot-house and secured
himself in the coal bunker.

Smalls was on the deck, and finding that the captain had deserted his post
entered the pilot-house, took command of the boat, and carried hier esafely out
of reach of the guns, For this conduct he was pmmoted by order of General
Gillmore, commanding the Department of the South, to the rank of captain,
and was ordered to act as captain of the Pianter. whwh was used as a supply-
boat along the coast until the end of the war, September, 1866, he carried
his boat to Baltimore, where she was put out of eommlmwn and sold,

Besides the daring enterprise of Captain Smalls in brin out the Planter,
his gallant conduet in rescuing her o second time, for which he was made ca
tain of her, and his invaluable services to the Army and Navy as a pilot in
waters where he perfectly knew not only every bank and bar, but also whero
every torpedo was situated, there are still other elements to ho considered in
estimatinglthe value of Chpmln Smalls's services to the country. The Planter,
on the 13th of May, 1862, was a most useful and 'Important vessel to the enemy.
The loss of her was a severe blow to the enemy’s service in carrying supplies
and troops to different points of the harbor and riverfortifications. Atthe very
time of the seizure she had on board the armament for Fort Ripley. The
Planter wastaken by the Government at a valuation of £),000, one-h ?rof which
wau pmd to the captain and crew, the captain receiving cne-third of one-half, or

b}:on what prim':g e the Government claimed one-half of thiscapture can not
vined, nor yet how this disposition could have been made of her without
any judicial proceeding. That §9,000 was an absurdly low valuation for the
Planter is abundantly shown by facts stated in the afMdavits of Charles H.
Campbell and E. M. Baldwin, which are appended. Iu addition thereto their
sworn average valuation of I.hs P!anter was E{ The report of Montgomery

Bicard, der and i dore Patterson, navy-
yard commmdam. shows that tho mrgo of the I‘lanl.er ns raw mat-erln!' was
worth £3,043.05; that at the ante-bellum prices it was worth $7.163.85, and at war
prices $10,290,60. For this cargo the Government has never paid onedollar, 1t
18 o severe comment on the juanoe aswell as tha boasted genecrosity of the Gov-
ernment that, whilst it had received $60,000 to $§70,000 worth of }Jmpelty at the
hands of Captain Smalls, it has paid him the triﬁ‘ng amount of §1,500, and for
twenty years his gallant dnrlng and distinguished and valuable services which
he has rendered to the country have been wholly nurecognlzcd.

Repori of .F'fag-(!ﬂ!cer Du Ponl.

FLAG-SnTP WADASH,
Port Royal Harbor, Soulh Carolina, May 14, 1862,

Sir: I inclose a copy of a report from Commander E. G. Parrott, brought here
last night by the late rebel steam-tug Planter, in cham of an officer and crew
from the Augusta. She was the armed dispatch and t portation st
attached to the engineer department at Charleston, under Brigadier-General
Ripley, whose barge, a short time since, was brought out to the blom.mling fleet
by several contrabands,

The bringing out of this steamer, under all the circumstances, would bhave
done credit to any one. At 4 o'clock in the moming, in the absence of the eap-
tain, who was on shore, she left her wharf close to the government office and
hen.dquartus with Palmetto and Confederate flags flyinz, passed tha suocessivo
forts, mlmmg as usual bf blowing her steam-whistle. After getting beyond the
ml!:im of the last gun she quickly hauled down the rebel Hlag and hoisted a
white one.

The Onward was the inside ship of the blockading fleet in the main channel,
and was preparing to fire when her commander made ont the white flag. T he
armament of the steamer tuc &!'xouuder, or pivot,and a fine 2i-pounder how-
itzer. She has, besides, on her kk four other guns, one 7-inch rifled, which
were to have been taken the morning of the escape to the new fort on the mid-
dle ground. One of the four belonged to Fort Bumter and had been struck, in
the rebel attack on the fort, on the muzzle. Robert, the intelligent slave and

ilot of the boat who performed this bold feal so akillully. informed me of this

. presuming that it would be a matter of interest to us to have possession of
this’ gun. This man, Robert Smalls, is superior to any who have come to our
lines, intelligent as many of them have been. His information has been most
interesting and portions of it of the ntmost importance.

The steamer mqui&e an aequisition to the squadron by her good machinery
and very light dran The officer in charge brought her through St. Helena
Sound and b, tnland passage down Beaufort River, arriving lhere at 10
o’clock last n g‘hh

On board the steamer when she left Charleston were cight men, five women,
and three children.

I shall continue to employ Robert asa pilot on board the Planter forthe inland
waters, with which he appears to be very familiar. I do not know whether, in
the views of the Governmank the \mnl will be considered a prize; bud, il so,
I resy ully t to the $ the claims of this man Robert and Lis

tpprmch‘:d %‘t:amﬂ bdw‘ltﬁ?ehﬂo:g Bmg.isphyﬁ tth“i:tharhl:w:

eet a W Was , bul was not af
ﬂmdimvared.md the Federal supy g the rams

to attack them, stood out to 5 L1
“ But the ship Onward, Captain Nichols, not a st d i
opened her ports and was uboutboﬂnintothel’hnber.whenlhonmiudthe
flag of soon as the vessels within of each other

the Planter's errand was explain tain Nichols then boarded her, and
Smalls dellvered the Planter to him. From the Planter Smalls was transferred
to the Augusta, the flag-ship off the bar, under the command of Captain Par-

WV fully, your obedient servant,
eryrespect ¥, ¥ = s. IE‘;ODU P{:‘h_"r. -
ag Oficer, mananding, o
Hon, GIpEON W :

ELLES,
Becretary of the Navy, Washington, D, C.
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UXITED STATES STEAM-SHIPF AUGUSTA
OF Charleston, May 13, 1852,

Sin: I have the honor to inform you that the rebel armed steamer Planter
was brought out to us this morning from Charleston by eight contrabands, and
delivered up to the squadron. Five colored women and three children are also
on board. She carried one 82-pounder and one 24-pounder howitzer, and has
also on board four large guns, which she was engaged in transporting. A

Please find inclosed a copy of the letter of Rear-Admiral Du Pont to General
Brnmimn in rcgarcli to the nmr.!;? » RiERTs 3
am, general, very raspectfully, your most obedient servant,
PR o . J. ELWELL,
Captain and Assislant Quariermaster.
J. G. CHANDLER,
Deputy Quartermaster-General, U, 8. A.

Per 1ly appeared before me Charles H. Campbell, of the city, county, and

I send her to Port Eoyal at once, in order to take ad: ge of the p
good weather. Isend Charleston ﬁnpem of the 12th, and the very intelligent
mtrﬂbﬂm ng, who was in charge will give you the information which he has
ught off.
I have the honor to request that you will send back, as sodn as convenient,
the oflicer and crew sent on rd.
I am, respectfully, ete., your obedient servant,
; E. G. PARROTT,
5 Commander, and Senior Oficcr present,
Flag-Officer 8. F. Du PoxsT,
Commanding South Allantic Blockading Squadron.

WaAR DEPARTMEST, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washingion, D, C., January 3, 1883,

Sme: Your communication of the 26th ullimo, in relation to your services on
the steamer Planter d.m'i.ng the rebellion, and wa.lesti.u%eopi.es of any letters
from General Gillmore and other officers on the subject, has been received.

The recordsof this office show that the name of Robert Smalls is reported by
Lieut. Col. J.J. Elwell, Hilton Head, 8. C., as a pilot, at §50 per month, from
March 1, 1863, to September 30, 1863; and from October 1, 1863, to November 20,
1868, at §75 per month.

He was then transferred to Capt. J. L. Kelly, assistant quarter , Novem-
ber 20, 1563, by whom he was reported as pilot from November 21 to November
30, 1863. He is reported by that officer in same eapacity from December 1, 1863,
until February 29, 1864, at $150 per month,

The name of Robert Smalls is then re?(;rted by Captain Xelly as captain of
the steamer Planter, at §150 per month, from March 1, 1864, until May 13, 1864,
when transferred to the quartermaster in Philadelphia,

He is reported by Capls. C. D. Sehmidt, G. B. Orme, W. W, Van_Ness, and
John It Jennings, nssistant quartermasters at Philadelphia, as captain of the
Planter, at Slepnr month from June 20, 1864, to December 16, 1864, when trans-
ferred to Capt. J. L. Kelly, assistant quartermaster, Hilton{Head, 8, C., by whom
he is reported to January 31,1865,

From February 1, 1865, he is reported as a ** contractor, victualing and man-
ning the steamer Planter.” =

I respectfully inclose herewith a copy of a letter, dated September 10, 1862,
from Capt. J. J. Elwell, chief quartermaster, Department of the South, in re-
lation to the capture of the steamer Planter, which is the only one found on file
in this office on the subject.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
ALEX. J. PERRY,

Depuly Quartermaster-General, U. 8. 4.,
Acting Quartermaster-General.

Hon. ROBERT SMALLS, |
Member of Congress, Washinglon, D, C.

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER,
Hilton Head, 8. C., September 10, 1862,

‘GENERAL: I have this day taken a transfer of the small steamer Planter, of
the Navy. Thisisthe Confederate steamer which Robert Smalls, a contraband,
brought out of Charleston on the 13th of May last. Navy Department,
through Rear-Admiral Du Pont, transfers her, and. I receipt for her just as she
was received from Charleston. Her machinery is not in very good order, and
will require some repairs, ete,; but this I can have done here. She will be of
much service to us, as we have comparatively no vesscls of light draught. I
shall have her employed at Fort Pulaski, where I am obliged to keep a steamer.,

State of New York, who, being by me duly sworn according to law, deposesand
says as follows:

'ﬁmt during the year 1862, and from that time up to and including the year
1386“110 was doing service in the Department of the South, headqunrters at Hil-
ton Head, 8. C.; that he knows Hon. Robert Smalls, of Beaufort, 8, C.; that
he was present when the steamer Planter, of the city of Charleston, came
into Hilton Hend on or about the 13th of May, 1862 ; that he went on board the
Planter and made n personal examination of her condition, and found she was
built of live-oak and red cedar, and  first-class coast wise steamer, well farnished
and complete in every respect; that he was, and is, well acquainted with the
wvalue of steamers, and has been ed in the busi of steam-boating, both
as captain and owner, for the last fifleen years; that the steamer Planter was
tully worlh, at the time she came into Hilton Head, the sum of §0,000 in cash
for the boat alone; that the United States Government was paying at thattime
for steamers of her class $400 per day under a charter-party agreement withthe
chief quartermaster at that place, the Government finding both wood and coal;
that he chartered to the United States Government at or about that time the
stenmer George Washington for $350 per day,which was only about half the
size of the Planter and not more than half her value; that he executed seven
charters for steamers with the Government, and also had a valuation set on them
in case of loss; and the above statement is made in accordance with the prices
paid by the Government at Hilton Head and elSewhere during the time the

Innter was in the serviee; that at the close of the war, ana while the Planter
was laying up in Charleston and in a very bad condition from the nature of her
past secvices, [ was commissioned by her former owner, Captain Fe , to
purchase the Planter from the Government for the sum of §25,000, which sum I
did offer, an | the samne wasrefused on the part of the Government of the United
Statcs; that the stenmer Planter was an extra strong-built boat; her frame was
live-onlk and red cedar, and built as strong as possible ; she was built expressly
for the coasttwise trade, and she is running out of the city of Charleston to-day
and is considered by ateam-boat men one of the strongest and best built steam-

boats in the South. :
CHAS. H. CAMPBELL.

Subseribed and sworn to before me the 23d day of March, 1876,
[OFFICIAL SEAL.) JAS. A. TAIT, Notary Puliic.

Personally appeared before me,a notary publie, E. M. Baldwin, of the city of
Washington, D. C., who was by me duly sworn according to law, deposes and

SAYVE!: :

That during the year A.D.1852 and afterwards was doing sevvice for the Navy
Department at Hilton Ilead, 8. 0., in the Sonth Atlantic blockading squadron;
that he was captain of the steam-tug Mercury, and was one of the first persons
that boarded the Planter at Hilton Head on the 13th day of May, A. D. 1862,

That he has been for years, and is now, engaged in the steam-boat business
as an officer and owner, and ‘s familiar with the prices paid for charters by the
guartermaster at Hilton Head, and the value of steam-boats generally at that
time and sinee; that he examined the Planter when she came into said harbor
at 1Tilton Head, and found ber a first-class steam-boat, built of live-oak and red
cedar, and her ontfit and findings complete in every partienlar; that she conld
have been readily sold at the time she arrived at Hilton Head for §75,000 in cash
for the steam-hoat alone, or could have been chartered to the Government for
8400 per day, which at that rate would have paid the purchase money at the
price aforesaid in less than one year, and would have left a large surplus to tho
purchaser; that she was considered ‘h:.' both the officersof the Army and Navy,
on pecount of her light draught and great strength, Ly far the best steamer for
that const service in the Department of the South,

E. M. BALDWIN,

Sworn tobefore me and subseribed by him in my presence this 25th day of

Aarch, A. D. 1888,
[OFFICIAL SEAL.] JAS. A. TAIT, Nofary Pudlic.

Exhibit of the estimaled values of certain ordnance and ordnance elores on board the rebel stermer Planter, which came ou! of Charleston, 8. C., to the United States block-
ading jlect on the 15th doy of Muay, 1862, -

\ Esti:’umaled und:riheﬁfusitiun li‘.mI: Eﬁzir;mle“l nquoeﬂng that all th; }a:er_- S taten e AT
the guns and proj es of value ticles are valued at prices pai Zstimated supposing that all the ar-
Articles of “‘%’mﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁ“m stores.on to the United States only as old | fore the war, except the Brooks | ticles are valued by the United
X material, the Powdcr being consid- rifle and its projectiles, which are ! States at war prices.
| ered as useful for saluting. given at war prices, . .
] i
1long 32-pounder of 7,200 pounds..., | §54.00 | At 5.6 cents per pound........ $403.20 | At 10 cents perpound.........] £729.00
1 short 32-pounder oﬁi.mﬂ pounds.., | 24.75 | At 5.6 cents »er pound.. 220,00 | At 9 cents per pound.......... 207,00
1 short 24-pounder of 1,476 pounds... 11.07 | At 5.6 cents per pound. 82,10 | At 9 cents per pound.. 132.84
2 8-inch columbiads of 9,240 pounds | 138,60 | At 5.6 cenls per pounil.. 1,027.4+ | At 11 cents perpound. 2, 032, 80
1 7-inch rifle of 10,500 pounds.........ccvmsanreannnsss) At 4 cent per pound... 78.75 | At 12 cents per pound.. 1,260.00 | At 12centsper pound . 1,260.00
200 82-p der shot. .| At1} cents per pound... 113.00 | At 65 cents each........ 132.00 | At &l each........csmneen 200. 00
150 8-inch 32-pounder shot..........cccomvsnssemmnnnnas | Al 13 eents per pound.... 170.62 | At £3 cents each..... | 124,50 | At $1.25 each - 157.50
200 32-pounder shell, loaded and fused.. .| At 1] cents per pound......... T8.75 | At 81.80 each.... 330.00 | AL $2.50 each... L 502, 00
100 24-pounder shell, loaded and fused.. .| At 1} cents per pound......... 29.26 | At §1.40 ench. 140.00 | At £2 each....... - 200, 00
200 7-inch rifle shell, loaded and fused.. .\ At 13 cents per pound......... 315.00 | At G5 each......... 1,200.00 | At S6each.... 1,400, 060
150 8-inch rifle shell, loaded and fused.. ....| At1} cents per pound .......| 131,00 | At §2.33 each ..... 340.50 | At $3.59 each... 5C8, 00
400 w-pdost.mder charges, 8 pounds each, 3,200 | At 22 cents per pound.........] 7T04.00 | At 18 cents per pound.........] 576.00 | At 30 cents per p 960.00
un -
l£o%p§nnder charges, 2 pounds each, 200 | At 22 cents per pound......... 44,00 | At18 cents per pound... ..... 86.00 | At 20 cents per pound........ 60.00
pounds.
200 7-1:1&2 rifle charges, 10 pounds each, 2,000 | At 22 cents per pound ........]| 440.00 | At 18 cenis per pound ........ 260,00 | At 30 cents per pound 000, 00
unds,
scsa g]iunnhmhllmhiadchnrgm,mpoundaench. At 22 cents per pound ........ €60.C0 | At 18 cents per pound ........]| 0B§40.C0 | At 30 conts per pound ....... 000,00
v poun
1 32-pounder carriage, army pattern.. At 22 cents per pound 40,80 | At 18 cents per pound .......| 830,00 500. 00
1 24-pounder carriage, army pattern........ At 22 cents per pound .... 5 5 sl 30,
Total ! {

The committée now mend that the bill be amended by substituting
therefor the following, and that, as so amended, the bill do pass:

‘'Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the &fsvy be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized toappoint a board of competent officers of the Navy whose duty it shall
be to make a reapprai t of the st transport-boat Planter, taken durin
the late rebellion by Robert Smalls from the harbor of Charleston, 8, C.,and o
all the arms, ordnance, ce stores, munition, tackle, and other properiy

on board of said transport-boat at the time of her delivery to the Federal au-
thorities by the said Robert Smalls; aud when the full value of said transport-

t, the arms, munitions, tackle, and other property shall be asceriained, esti-
mating said values by the worth of the property at the time of caplure as afore-
sald, shall cause an apportionment of such value £o ascertained to be made
between Robert Smalls and his associates on said {ransnort-bont at the time of
her capture and delivery to the Federal authorities, in tite manner hereinafter
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Emvided for by this act, deducting only the amount or amounts paid to the said
malls and his said associates under the act of Congress approved May 30, 1862

Spc. 2. That the apportionment referred to in the first section of this act shall
be made as follows: One-third of the full amount of the value of the said trans-
port-boat Planter, the arms, ordnance, ordnance stores, tackle, and otfier prop-
erty, at the time of her capture and delivery to the Federal mlt\lortt[es, shall be
awarded to the said Robert Smalls, and the balance shall be equally divided be-
tween his said associates or their heirs at law.

Sec, 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed
to pay to Robert Smalls and his associates, or their ieirs at law as aforesaid,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum which
may be by the said board of officers hereby authorized apportioned to each of
them under the provision of this act.

Mr. ENLOE. The report in the case of Hiram Johnson and others,
which is exhausted, oughtalso to be printed in the RECORD, and I make
that request.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The report (by Mr. PENINGTON), from the Committee on War Claims,
is as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1028)
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, respectfully report as follows:

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in
House Report of the Committee on War Claims, No. 1345, second gession, Forty-
sixth Congress, and are in substance as follows:

[House Report No. 1345, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.]

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Hiram
Johnson and others for relief, submit the followin, rt:

The facts out of which this claim for relief ar will be found stated in
House report of the Committee on Military Affairs, No. 184, d i

titioners under a misconstruction of the order of the commanding general as
certified to by his own action and the evidence of an officer of his stafl’.

This committee have maintained, and still adhere to the doctrine, that no na-
tion is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery.

But was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-established
doetrine? It is submitted that this wrong is clearly without the rule, because
this assessment was collected by an officer of high rank, commanding a mili-
tary district, in the execution of an oflfice giving him eolorable authority, to
say the least, to do the act he did; and that act was ratified by the general com-
manding, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution where the excessive
assessment came to his knowledge.

Baut if the reasoning on this point may be deemed questionable, there is upon
the facts another and complete answer to the application of this princ'i&lg. he
proof shows to an absolute certainty that of the money so collected $23,825.16
was applied by the United States to its use, knowing the source from whence it
was derived, and the remainder of the sum, £4,026, by all reasonable presump-
tion, was likewise applied to the use of the Government. And the committee
is so constrained to hold, as a mntmr{ conclusion would compel us to impeach
the integrity of a gallant officer, who fell before Vicksburg without a stain upon
his eitizen or ssldier life.

The law of the case, then, may be stated to be, that if the officers, agents of
the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approved by the principal,
the Government, when it knowingly accepted the benefits of the tortious ncts.
And no p ings by way of confiscation or condemnation have ever been
had to divest the persons so assessed of their right in the surplus fund.

Hence your i are trained to hold that the claims of the petition-
ers Lo the amount collected of them ($22,271.26) in excess of the requirements of
General Grant is valid, and that the Government ought in right to refund the
same; and report herewith a bill redistributing the same to the sersons who
paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums originally paid by each of
them respectively, and r d its p
Your mmm!ttee‘:dopt the ‘ﬁig report as their own, and report back the bill

q & a %

Forty-fourth Congress, and in reports from the Secretary of War, with corre-
?pﬁndenm attached, on file with the papers in the case,and are in substance as
ollows :

On the 25th day of November, 1862, a ¥ of rebels made a raid upon a small
force of Union troops stationed at Henderson, in the State of Tennessee, on the
Mobile and Ohio Railroad., The mid::ig party captured-the Union troops, with
their arms and camp equi burned a guantity of cotton belonging to the
United States and to private n&lvkllmls, and also destroyed the depot buildings
and water-tank belon ninl.o the railway corporation.

Thereupon, on the of December following, the commandant of the
Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col.J. N. Haynie, Fortieth Regiment
Tllinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate the losses sus-
tained and appraise the suffered from the raid, with a view to an as-
sessment, by way of reprisal, upon rebel pathizersin and about Henderson,

The board so appointed assessed the value of the property capturéd and de-
siroyed as follows:

Cotton burned belonging to the United States, £1, 900,00
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States......covceeusiees 3, 180, 00
Total belonging to the United States 5, 080. 00
Cotton belonging to PrivALe PersonS.....ccevisemsarsessmissross sessenans vk odnies -+ SR I LS BO
Railway property ....cos.ce 504, 00
Grand total 26, 751, 36

Upon this report being made, Colonel Haynie ordered an assessment of this
amount to be levied upon the rebel sympathizers in and about Henderson, which
aclion was approved at the headquarters of the district of Jackson, in the De-
partment of Tennessee, Brigadier-General Sullivan commanding, on the 12th
day of December, 1862; and an order bearing date on that day was issued from
sa?d last-named headquarters directing the collection of the tax.

Aad

Colonel Haynie p in the tion of the order, and collected of the
said assessment the sum §23,325.16, leaving a deficit of £3,426.20 not collected, by
reason of the absence oftrlaipemna against whom the same wasassessed. And
thereafter, but at what precise date does not appear. Col. W. W, Sanford, Forly-
eighth Ilinois Volunt Infantry, ding post at Bethel, made an m.lcf.
tional and supp tal t for §4,326,20, to make u
of this amount there was collected $4,026.20, making the total amount eollected
to repair losses and sustained by said raid $27,351.36; all of which sum
was paid by the persons now asking relief by this petition.

The right of the military commandant, in time of war, to order and enforce
nssessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to prevent the
giving information and encouragement to enemies outside his lines by enemy
8 m})athimn within his lines, is well settled and affirmed by all writers upon
the laws of war, and is a most salu check upon predatory incursions, by
;nukin%rll:eedfrignda of those who commit the damage Eem' the nt of the in-
jury sufTered.

At the time of the appraisal of the damages and of the levying and collecting
these t WAaS sup d to be under and in execution of an order of
General Grant, then commanding the troops in department. Butitappears
from the papers filed that General Grant disavowed the construction put upon
his general orders by the local officers, and declared the purpose nnd intent of
his general order to be that reprisal should be made by way of levy and assess-
ment in ease of raids within our lines like the one at Henderson onlhy to repay
such losses as the Government might sustain in its property thereby, and he
refused to recognize the right of private elaimants to reimbursement ‘hy such
levy and assessment; and on the 23d day of January, 1863, ordered the gtr:ceeds
arsuch meument and collection to be turned over to the Provost-Marshal-

enera/

-And it appears by the papers filed that his action in denying the right of pri-
vate claimants to reimbursement for losses sustained by the raid ont of this
fund was approved by the Secretary of War, on the report made thereon by
General M. C. Meigs. which report maintains the law to be that the power ex-
isted to levy and collect an assessment to pay private losses in the discretion of
the general commanding ; but as against such general's construction of his
own order and purpose no right whatever could accrue toa private claimant
for reimbursement,

The logical sequence from these facts, and this declaration and eonstruction
by General Grant of his orders, seems to be that the subordinates, in the exe-
cution of the orders of the commanding general, should have made an assess-
ment only for the losses sustained by the Government, namely :

For eotton burned belonging {o the United States........immmsseisansinsens §1,900
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States.........ccowiievssrennns 8,180

5, 050

Had the Government rebuilt or repaired the iléjtll'y to the railway properly,
as an essential for their use of it, that also should be included as & proper item
for assessment; butthe evidence shows that the railway company repaired their
lu{t\uf‘e& at their own ex

& this
total amount collected,

such deficit; and

nse.
t, for which the assessment was authorized, from the
there remains a balance of §22,271.26 taken from the pe-

and r to make the bill conform to the
report.

Mr. LANHAM moved that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCreAry having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, DOCKERY reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole House had had the Private Calendar under consid-
eration, and had directed him to report back sundry bills with various
recommendations.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to submit a request in behalf of gentle-
men of the House. I have not the slightest interest in it on my own
account. I havenot a single bill on the Calendar, but there are other
gentlemen who have. I ask that Monday next there be an evening ses-
sion, the House fo take o recess from 5 o'clock p. m. to 8o’clock p. m.,
the evening session to be devoted to the consideration of bills reported
from the Committee on Claims to which no objection shall be made,

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. The Committee on Claims has had an
evening session, at which some bills were passed. Something was ac-
complished; but at the evening session for the Committee on War
Claims but little was done. Therefore with the request let there be
coupled reports also from the Committee on War Claims, :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been frequently decided that
you can not unite such motions, but the Cbair will put the request to
the House.

Mr. ROGERS. Let the session be limited to 10 o’clock.

Mr. LANHAM. Say11.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it be included also that at that session it
shall be in order to call up bills from the Committee on Military Af-
fairs for the construction of roads to national cemeteries and for the
right of way through mili reservations.

Mr. MORGAN. Limit the bills to §5,000.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentleman from
Texas can not be amended. Is there objection to the request for an
evening session on behalf of the Committee on Claims on Monday
next? :

Mr. BURROWS. I have conferred with gentlemen on this side of
the House, and there will be no objection if the gentleman will modify
his motion so as to include reports from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Mr. LANHAM. I can not yield to that.

Mr. BURROWS. Then I must object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ?

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; I object.

JOHN DE BREE, EXECUTOR.

The bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar-
garet T. Higgins, reported from the Committee of the Whole without
amendment, was considered and ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. BOWDEN 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.

!’.;l;he bill H. R. 10798 of the same title was ordered to be laid on the
table.

WILLIAM D. WILSOXN,

The bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of William D. Wilson, reported

from the Committee of the Whole with amendments, was considered,
the amendments adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be en-




1888.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

6945

grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord-
ingly read the third time, and passed.
The title of the bill was amended to conform.
MARTHA L. RUSSELL AND OTHERS.

The bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Martha L. Russell, Mary A.
House, and Lulu H. House, reported from the Committee of the Whole
with amendments, was considered, the amendments adopted, and the
bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CHEADLE. I movetoamend the title by striking out the name
¢ Martha L. Russell.”’

The amendment was adopted.

BILLS PASSED.

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole
withont amendments, were considered, ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the
third time, and passed, namely:

A bill (H. R. 5518) for the relief of John H. Weeks;

A bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; and

A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley.

LUCINDA M’GUIRE.

The bill (8. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, reported from
the Committee of the Whole with favorable recommendation, was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The bill H. R. 5871, for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, was ordered
to be laid on the table.

C. M. STINSON.

The bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson, reported from
the Committee of the Whole with favorable recommendation, was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en-
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed; there being
on a division—ayes 69, noes 0.

J. H. BUGG AND OTHERS.

The bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others, re-
ported from the Committee of the Whole with favorable recommenda-
tion, was considered, ordered to beengrossed and read a third time; and
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the several votes taken ; and also
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES.

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of conferees
as follows, namely:

On the bill (8. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele-
vator, and Railway Company, Mr. CoMpTOoN, Mr. HEARD, and Mr.
RowgLL; and

On the bill (8. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Com-
pany of the District of Columbia, Mr. HEARD, Mr. CoMPTON, and Mr.
BREWER.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid-
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. =

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to submit a privileged re-

rt.

Mr. BOWDEN. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BOWDEN. At the present session, on the 14th of this month,
the bill for the relief of James Caler was laid aside with a favorable
report, and upon the report of the committee being made to the House
a demand was made for the reading of the engrossed bill. I find that
bill has been brought forward on the Calendar under the head of ‘‘bills
reported from the Private Calendar undisposed of.!”” It is the only bill
on the Calendar without any special order, and I ask if it is not now
entitled to precedence?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what ground ?

Mr. BOWDEN. On the ground that it is unfinished business on the
Private Calendar on a favorable report from the committee.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make that point?

Mr. BOWDEN. I will withdraw the inquiry for the present and
will call up the bill at another time.

PREPARATION OF INDEX, CALENDARS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Mr. FLOOD. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com-
mittee on Aceounts.
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to Samuel D. Craig,
out of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of , in full compensation
?irn ?rfgacrénx an index of the Calendars of the House for the first session of the

e n

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution providing
for the payment out of the conti nt fund of the House to Samuel D. Craig
the sum of 8600 for extira services the preparation of the Calendars, having
considered tke same, rt that, in the j n%ment of your committee, theamount

is very ble. The extra work on the Calendars is 40 per cent. at

XIX—435

least in excess of any previous session, and there has been added an index ({m!-
pared by Mr. Craig) which has been of t benefit to the members as well as
the public at large. The compilation of this index alone is well worth the sum
asked, and the committee would d the ge of the resolution if
the same were a legal charge upon the contingent fund; but as it is not, your
committee therefore report the following substitute and recommend its adop-

tion:

Resolved, That there be paid to Samuel D, Craig the sum of §600 for extra serv-
ices in connection with the preparation of the Calendars and indexing the same
for the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and that the Committee on AFpro-
priations be directed to provide for the payment of said sum in the bill (H. R.
10896/ gﬂgaking a;:;)roprimions to supply deficiencies in the a&pmpﬂalions for
tho | year ending June 30, 1883, and prior years, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
substitute proposed by the Committee on Accounts.

The substitute was adopted.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, announced
that the Senate had agreed to amendments of the House of Represent-
atives to Senate bills of the following titles:

A bill (8. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands on account of
live-oak in the Sonthwestern land district of the State of Lounisiana;

A bill (8. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and In-
dian women; and

A bill (8. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and university
lands in-the Territory of Wyoming, and for other gund{poaea

The messaze also announced that the Senate passed without
amendmentthe bill (H. R. 10758) “‘ to amend the charter of the Capitol,
North O Street and South Washington Railway Company."’

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (8.
3132) *‘ to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the District
of Columbia, and for other purposes;’’ in which concurrence of the House
was requested.

BRAZOS RIVER.

Mr. CRAIN. Iask thatby unanimous consent the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union be discha from farther con-
sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and that the
same be considered in the House,

The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (H. R.10165) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas,

Be it enacled, ete., That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Gomo?n.ny. & cor-
poration orgmnise& under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be,
and are hereby, authorized, on the conditions hereinafter mentioned, to con-
struct, own, and operate such permanent and sufficient jetties and such auxiliary
works as are necessary to create and permanently tain, as hereinafter set
forth, a navigable channel at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, between
said river and the Gulf of Mexico, and so far into the mainland and between
the banks of the said Brazos River as may be necessary to reach a place that will
afford security from storms, swells, ‘zc‘hmeq. and tidal waves, for the purposes
of furnishing the vessels and boats gted to the purposes facilitie for naviga-
tion in and along the entire length of said channel, charging and collecting
such toll therefor as may be prescribed by the regulations that may be made by
the Semtm:iy of the Treasury of the United States in conformity with the laws
of the United States; and for that purpose they may construct, in the river,and
likewise in the Gulf of Mexico, such walls, jetties, dikes, levees, and other struct-
ures, and emg‘loy such boats, rafts, and appliances as they may, in the prose-
crtion of said work, deem necessary: Provided, That no such structures or
means emploged shall hinder, delag. or materially interfere with the free navi-
gation in said river or between said river and the Gulf of Mexico; and, to pro-
tect their said works, they may build and maintain such levees or embankments
as may be necessary to secure their permanency along the banksof said Brazos
River; and said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall hold the United
States harmless from any damages that may accrue to any person or persons by
over flow or otherwise d by the truction of said walls, jetties, dikes, le-
vees,and other works constructed by said company : Provided further, Thatun-
less the construction of the proposed work shall be substantially commenced in
one year from date of the approval of this act, and prosecu with due dili-
gence, the provisions contained herein in relation to the said improvement
shall be null ‘and void; and unless the said Brazos River Channel and Dock
Company shall secure a navigable depth of 12 feet of water from a yo'nt in the
river so far as m'ay be necessary to reach a place that will afford security from
storms, 8 vel 8, eyclones, and tidal waves, above its mouth and extending from
said point to a depth of 12 feet in the Gulf of Mexico,out:ide of the present bar,
within three years after the date of the a-proval of this act, Congress may re-
vok2 the privileges herein granted in relat.on to said improvement. And Con-
gress may revoke the provisions herein granted in relation to said improve-
ment, unless the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Comp iny chall, after tes
curing 12 feet of water, secure anadditional depth of not less than 2 feet during
each succeeding i{nr thereafter, until 18 feet shallhave been secured; snl in
case said Brazos River Channel and Comrany shall fail to comply with
tae foregoing conditionsas tod of water and time, for any pericd of twelve
months in excess of the time fixed, as sforesaid, then the Prl\‘ileges herein
granted in relation to said improve ts shall absolutely null and
void withoutaction by Congress,

Sec. 2. That the works of improvement in the said Brazos River, from the
mouth of gaid river to the point described in section 1 of this act, shall consist
of the construction of dikes, wing-dams, levees, embankments, and dredging or
other means which may be considered by esaid Brazos River Channel and Dock
Company necessary for obtaining a depth of 13 feet of water between the mouth
of said river and said lpoinr. described in section 1 of this act; and that the said
Brazos Hiver Channel and Dock Company may, if they shall decide-it best for
the interests of navigation, change the course of said river at the sharp bend in
said river between the mouth of said river and the said point described in sec-
tion 1 of this act, but in making such change the channel shall be made of suffi-
cient depth and width to receive the volume of said river without disturbance
of its regimen.

Sec. 8. That if at any time during the construction of said jetties and aux-
iliary works, or after said jetties and auxilinry works shall have been com-
pleted, and said channel of 18 feet in depth has been obtained, the United States
shall have the right to pay the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company
the value of their jetties and other works construcied under and by the ans
thority granted to said company by the State of Texas as well as by the authority
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of this act, and on such payment being made by the United States all right to said
franchises and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock Com-

pany shall cease.
SEc. 4, That any person maliciously or intentionally inj said works or

uring
interfering with the construction thereof ghall be deemed guilty of a misde-

meanor, and may be tried for such offense before the district courtof the United

Statea for the ditricc wherein such offense may be committed, and if found
guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding §1,000 « or to imprisonment not
guom than two years, or both fine and i id for each of-
onse.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wouldlike to ask the gentleman from Texas
from what eommittee that bill emanates?

Mr. CRAIN. It comes{rom the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.
It is the same as that which passed the Senate.

Mr. McCULLOGH. I wish to offer an amendment.

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

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to hear a statement in
regard to the bill.

Mr. CRAIN. The bill givespower for the improvementof the mounth
of the Brazos River. The Government has abandoned work on that
river, and has refused to carry on works there. The Committee on Rivers
and Harbors have not reported any appropriation, and the people of
that country have o a company for the purpose of doing the
work themselves. They simply ask permission of Congress to do so,
and they ask for no appropriation whatever.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How wide is the river?

Mr. CRAIN. It varies in width,

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is one provision in this bill which is ob-
jectionable. It makes it a penal offense under the laws of the United
Btates to interfere with the property of a State corporation.

Mr. CRAIN. I am willing to have that stricken out.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there objection to the considerntion
of the bill? The Chair hears none.

Mr. CRAIN. I move to strike out that section which makes it a
penal offense to interfere with the property of a State corporation.

The Clerk read the section, as follows:

8gc. 4. That any person maliciously or intentionally injuring mld works or
intertering with the construction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor, and may be tried forsuch offense before the district courtof the United
States for the district wherein such offense may be committed, and if found
guilty he shall be le to a fine not exceeding §1,000 or to impr!mrment not
mt.loer:s:'mtwo or both fine and imprisonment as af for each
Lo

The amendment was agreed to.

3r. McCULLOGH. 1 move to amend the third section by making
it read ‘* before or after it reaches the depth of 18 feet.”’ The reason
why I make this amendment is that as the section reads, as I under-
stand it, the Government can not take the improvements until a depth
of 18 feet has been obtained. You may be able to get a depth of 17
feet and not a depth of 18 feet, and that would preclude the Govern-
ment taking the improvement.

Mr. CRAIN. I am perfectly willing it shounld go in that way, and
I move that the smendmant- of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be
adopted.

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. MGCULIOGH I will withdraw my amendment. :

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to insert an additional sec-
tion, that Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act.

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered
to be engrossed and mdat.hudtxme, and being engrossed, it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

'Iable-

The latter motion was agreed to.

MARINE HOSPITAL AT EVANSVILLE, IND.

Mr. HOVEY, I ask, by unanimous consent, the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the farther
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hos-
pital at Evansville, Ind

The bill was read, as follows:

v of the T v be, and he is he‘reby. nu—

ele., That tha 8
directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected th
suitable gui.lthng 5"&'1'1 mamehmt:lﬂ ag theﬂcﬁn yof Evmwiuo. Ind. Th h.n:i.
ons, an estimates for i & an
specdﬁm oxmt{ for the JNN n.nd huﬂdin

eom—

the sum of nor shall any -
remlon of the builﬁln which will fu.rni.lh sufficient nmmrnodﬂ.iom l"m-
not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein
and paid for and approved by

the Secreta of the Treas That no money .:ipsropﬂatad for this
purpose be available u.nt.iln wvalid title to the site for shall be
vested in the United States, nor until the State of Indiana uhl.uhnveoedadto

the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all except of
the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process rein.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the
bﬂ%ﬂnﬂtmd? [After a pause. ] e Chair hears none.
e bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HOVEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the hill was
peﬁed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

DR. JOHK B. READ.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask unanimous consent to have considered at
this time the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, ele., That the sum of §17,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro-
Brilted out o any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to

r. John B. Read, is com nsation as royalty on all rifle projectiles with g':n
sabots furnished bg' '‘arrott to the United States during the war of 1861 to
1865 ; said sum of 17&10 to be received by said John B. Read as royalty upon
alll-sue]: projectiles so furnished to the United States, and in full satisfaction of

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of this bill?

Mr, HOLMAN. Let the report be read.

The report (by Mr. SIMoNs) was read, as follows:

The Committes on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 10491) for the
relief of John B. Read, submit the following report :

In the year 1856, when rifled ordnance of large caliber did not exist in the
United States or in any country, Dr. John B, Read secured a patent, dated Oc-
tober 28, 1855, for an elongated rifle projectile, with a wrought-iron cup or sabot
at the base, for expansion into rifle ves, 80 as to secure rotation. Early
in the same: year he had experimented, at Fortress Monroe, with & two-grooved
24-pounder rifle gun, with such favorable results ns to secure a contract with
the Secretary of War that, on condition of his nssigning the free use forever of
such projectiles to the United States, he should receive such compensation, in
case of mlo&sllon as a board of Army oflicers, to be appointed for the purpose,
might. decide to be just, A joint resolution was passed the present session of

Congress, suthorizing the Secretary of War to appoint such a boerd ; which,
after careful Im’tat:gatlon of the case, made its report to the Sccreury of W:u'.
md was by him transmitted to Oonfmas on the 4th instant,

‘r rojectiles were extensively uscd at the outset of the war, and were
furninhe the United States by R. P, Parrott from West Point Foundry, with
iron sabots, according to Dr. Read's patent.

The board of officers decided that Dr, Read “ has a just claim for & reasonable
royalty upon those pro jectiles furmshod to the United States by R. P. Parrott,
which were covered by his (Read’s) patent of October 28, 1856 ; and that the sum
of §17,000 is the proper amount {o be paid by the United States to Dr. Rea d, in
full satisfaction of his claim,”

Your commitiee therefore recommend {hat the substitute for the original Lill
herewith submitted do pass.

Mr. GROSVENOR. If Irecollect rightly that bill was up thisalter-
noon, and the gentleman from Indiana, who I believe is not present now,
made some objection to it and offered a substitute.

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is the substitute that has just been read.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. Is there objection to the present con-
gideration of this bill?

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether or not this gentleman,
Dr. Read, was not in the employ of the Government at the time he
made this invention?

Mr. BANKHEAD.

Mr. FORNEY. No.

Mr. HOLMAN. Who makes the report?

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is made by a board of Army officers ap-
pointed by the Secretary of War.

The SPEAKER gro tempore. Is there ob,]actmn to the present con*
sideration of this bill?

Mr. WICKHAM. I object.

Mr. CUTCHEON. How much money does the substitute carry ?

Mr. HOUK. Seventeen thousand dollars.

Mr. WASHINGTON. The Secretary of War recommends the pay-
ment of the claim.

Mr. BURROWS. When did the claim arise?

Mr. BANKHEAD. In 1856.

BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS,

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that next
Wednesday be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the
Committee on War Claims.

Mr. WEAVER. Notto interfere with appropriation bills or the
Oklahoma bill,

Mr. BURROWS. What is the request ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
StoxEe] asks unanimous consent that next Wednesday be set apart
for the consideration of bills reported from the Committes on War
Claims.

Mr. BURROWS. There are several committees that want to have
an opportunity for a hearing, and if the Committee on Rules will re-
port a resolution covering them they can all be accommodated; but it
is not fair to single out one committee and give it an advan tagn in this
way.

hyIr STONE, of Kentucky, The reason I make this request is that
the night we had assigned to us was frittered away.

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; but the Committee on Rules can report at
any moment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having ar-
rived, the House takes a recess until 8 o’clock p. m.

I think not.
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EVENING SESSION,

The recess having expired, the Hounse reassembled at 8 p. m. The
House was called fo order by Mr. ANDERsON, of Illinois, as Speaker
pro tempore, who directed the reading of the following communication:

SpeAKER's Rooy, HOUSE OF REPRESENTA
Washinglon, D. C., July 27, 1888,
Sir: Hon. GEorGE A, ANDERSOXN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tem-

pore at the seasion of the House this evening.
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker.
Hon, JoBx B.

CLARK,
Clerk House of Represeniatives.

Mr. MATSON. Imove that the House now resolveitself into Com-
mrjattee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special
order.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whale,
1r. DOCKERY in the chair.

Mr, MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the eall of the Cal-
endar may begin where we left off last Friday night, with the reserva-
tion as to bills which may have been over that if any gentle-
man tEﬂremenis desires to eall up any such bill he be allowed to do so first,
and that in calling the Calendar billsthe consideration of which is not
asked by any gentleman present shall be passed over.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

JOHN DBUSH.

Mr. LIND. I ask unanimous consent to take up a Senate bill (8.
2124) granting a pension to John Bush. The claimant is ninety years
old, and is not likely to live more than six monthslonger. The bill was
not rted until this week, and unless I can have it considered at
this time I doubt whether the allowance of the pension will be of any
BErvice.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Minnesota, in view of the statement he has made?

Mr. MATSON. I have a case myself in whichthe claimantis blind
and in the poor-house, and I would like very well to have that bill
called up out of its order.

Mr. BPRINGER. Those are both meritorious cases, and I suggest
that they both be considered.

Mr. LIND. I have notf asked anything of this kind before.

Mr. STRUBLE. The bill of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
LixD] is a Senate bill, so that if he can have nnanimous consent the
lezislation can be completed to-night.

Mr. CARUTH. I have the most meritorious ecase on the Calendar.
[Launghter. ]

The CHAIRMAN, Isthere objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. LIxD] ?

Mr, MATSON. I shall not object, thongh I do not think we ought
to depart from the order.

Mr. LIND. It is a very short case.

Mr. SPRINGER. I also have a very meritorious bill.

Mr. LAFFOON. So have L.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ihave one, too. [Laughter.] :

Mr. LIND. I understand that the Clerk has not the bill at hand,
so I eﬁ“mt that another case be taken up until my bill can be pro-
cured.

Mr. MATSON. IRegular order.

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order is called for. The Clerk will
report the first bill.

[Laughter.]

JAMES W. BOWMAN.,

The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (8. 2449) granting & pension to James W. Bowman,
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Seoretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitati of the p ion laws, the name of James W. Bowman, late a eorporal
in Company C, Seventh Regi t T Volunt

Mr. MATSON. Let the report be read.

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows:

'J['hei Commi:;tje on I}lvnlld ‘I‘fremionn. to ﬁa&m mtn:;e&:he bill (S. 2449)

ting a pension to James W, Bowman, hav examin papers, coneur
Euul:a" hereto attached, adopt the report as their own, and

manual labor, The objection made to the claim is that the wound was not re-
ceived while the soldier was in service in the line of duty. The soldier had not
deserted; did not quit his command without leave; was returning to it when
shot. If he had left the company without on, or, having obtained per-
mission, had gone elsewhere than to visit his father, or had overstaid his leave
nnd}md'been‘lnjumd, under any of these cir we should be inclined
to reject the claim : but the permission to wisit his father we do not think was
unreasonable, nor that the soldier was to blame either for asking therefor or for
using it when nted. When he left the cam lamg:mrily with leave of ab-
sence, in good faith for that p , we do not think he was in any sense a de-
serter or out of the line of his Rnty.

The committee think the claim well founded,and r d the p geof
the bill kerewith reported, granting a pension to the petiti , 1o take effect
from the passage of the act.

There being no objection, the bill waslaid aside to be reported to the
House with a recommendation that it do pass.

NATHANIEL FRANCIS.

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, the bill (H. R. 9795) granting a
pension to Nathaniel Francis has been passed over on the Calendar and
I wish to call it up at this time.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and
directed to canse to be placed on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel Francls, late a private
in Company D, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry.

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows:

The Committes on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
9703) to restore Nathaniel Franeisto the pension-rolls, have sidered the same

and now report:

The claimant was granted a sion March 3, 1875, from December 19, 1574, at
$18 per month for disease of the eyes, and was dropped, on special investiga-
tio]q.tJanntary 15, 1830, on the ground that the disease of eyes existed prior to
enlistment.

I'he remaining history of this ease is aboutas follows: Nathaniel Francis was
enrolled asa private in Company D, Forty-eighth Indiana Regiment, January
27, 1862, and was mustered out with detachment February 1, 1865, having served
the full three years of his enlistment, In a letter to claimant's attorney, July
101 1880, Actiriz Commissioner Clark says, on special examination :

‘The witnesses in gencral state that he was o man of intemperate habits be-
fore hie enlisted, and that as a q he had di deyes. * * # That
the case ean not be receded from until it has been satisfactorily established that
Francis was a tcmPemte and sober man, and had no disease of the eyes prior
to his enlistment.’ -

The committee are of the opinion that the only question to be considered ia
as to whether said disease of the eyes existed prior to and at the time of enlist-
ment, and, if it did not, was it incurred in the Army and in line of duty. The
evidence %oduced on the examination established the fact that he was free from
said disability at enlistment, and that it was incurred in line of duty as stated,
forthe reason that he was granted a pension at §18 per month on the evidence suh-
mitted, whioch was very full and complete. The evidence taken in special ex-
amination for restoration is seomewhat conflicting, but it seems tothe committes
that the p nderance is largely in favor of the claimant.

General M. B. Hascall, of Goshen, Ind., who knew claimant severnl years
bcﬁ;!-e enilis‘l.ment, says he never noticed anything the matter with his eyes
particularly.

John P. Truax says he has known him from his childhood and never noticed
his eves to ap sore or inflamed before enlistment.

Phillip Gordon says he has known claimant from his boyhood, worked with
him and for him prior to his enlistment, and noticed nothing the matter with
his eyes at and prior to his enlistment.

As toF‘rmr soundness, the following resident neighbors of the claimant tes-
tify that they knew him at the time and prior to his enlistment, and that his
eyes were not diseased at that time: Lewis Lemert, W, W, Jarrell, Daniel Keo-
bert, William Trobridge, Peter 1. Grube, George W. Boyd, 8. 8. Miller, Johnson
Brownlee, Lemuel Rhodes, Solomon rman, Levi Truax, Washington Tut-
tle, George W. Pitman, Liberty Cross, 8. S. Mann, D. D. Dunn, Jacob Kelver,
W.Thomas, W. E. Trobridge, W.C.Irrks, A, L. Allemna. L. Thompson, A. C.
Thompson, G. Kipfer, S. Thomas, W, 0. Ed H. Hervy, W.W. Welch, E.S.
Lewis, Aaron Butts, 1 Nussbanm, Samuel Lowe, Cﬂ% Malt Bo, » W. Wilson,
B. Brush, A. Abshire, L. Beagles, A. J. Johnson, G. W. Miller, . J. Evans, J.
‘Whitley, and several others, all truthful and reputable citizens of Marshall
County, Indiana. In addition to this evidence of prior soundness, ninety-nine
citizens, including professional and busi men, who have known the claim-
ant for many years, tion that he be reinstated on the pensiomroll.

In addition to the foregoing a special examination was made in October, 1579,
by Special Examiner Paul E, linms. His examination seems to have been
made with a view of establishing the allegation that the claimant was affected
with sore eyes prior to enlistment, and not for the purpose of ascertaining the
facts. He i)roemd the evidence of several witnesses who were evidently prej-
udiced against the claimant, and he then adds:

“I submit the affidavits of several reliable persons, showing prior existence
of the pensioner’s disability, and that it was due to excessin life. I talked with
and heard of others who knew the same facts, but I did not consider it neces-
sary or advisable to further accumulate the proof.”

The evidence he procured was almost entirely ex parfe, and there is little
doubt that his entire investigation was made with reference to establishing his
theory of the case. The clai t was not t at this examination,

After a thorough enpnjnatzon of the voluminous evidence in this case the

report,
mend the passage of the bill.

SENATE REPORT.

The petitioner was n corporal in Company C, Seventh Tennessee Volunteer
Infantry, in the war of the rebellion. Bpeaenlisteﬂ September 5, 1862, and was
discly August7, 1865, after aservice of about three years, The claim for pen-
sion is founded upon injury incurred by a gunshot wound from the enemy near
Decatur, Tenn., July 26, 1864. The facts in the case are very clearly proven to
have been as follows: At the time referred to he was in the company, marching
up the Tennessee River, under cc d of Lieut t Renfrew,

The command halted for the night near the home of the soldier's father, who
was A loyal man. The soldier asked leave to visit his father, to return next
morning, and the officer in command granted the leave. He accord >
under leave, went to see his father, and while hiding in the woods near
father's house was shot down Confederate scouts or guerrillas, He was
treated for the wound, and so far recovered that he returned to eamp for duty
some weeks afterward, but he never wholly recovered from the effects of the
wound, part of theshot remaining yet in his back where he was struck,

The examining board rate him at one-half disabled for

e perfor of

co ittee are of the of hat there can be no reasonable doubt as to claim-
ant's soundness prior to enlistment. The of his neighbors to that effect is
overwhelming. We believe a great injustice has been done to the faithfal sol-
dier, who is now almost totally blind, and entirely unable to earn a living by
manual labor.

We recommend that the title of the bill be amended to read as follows: “A
bill to restore Nathaniel Fran to the pension-rolls." Also,in line 4, strike
ont the word “ placed" and insert *' reinstated ;" and whensoamended we ree-
ommend the passage of the bill.

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to.

There being no objection the bill was laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass. ;

JOHN EBUSH.,

The CHATRMAYN, The bill which the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. LinD] obtained leave to have considered is now at the desk and
will be read. 7
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The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 2124) granting a pension to John Bush,

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Bush, late a soldier in
Comp:ny D, First United States Infantry, and pay him at the rate of §12 per
month,

Mr. MATSON. How does this bill come up?

Mr. LIND. This is the bill for the consideration of which I obtained
unanimous consent, but the bill was not here at the moment.

Mr. MATSON. The regular order was demanded. I understood
the gentleman to say that his case was that of an old woman.

Mr. LIND. No, I said an old man—ninety years of age—which is
the fact, as will appear by the report.

The report (by Mr. BLIsS) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2124) granting
a pension to John Bush, have considered the same, and report as follows :

This bill falls within the provisions of the general bill for pensioning the sur-
vivors of the Indian wars from 1832 to 1842, favorably reported by this commit-
tee at the present session.

The commitiee recommend that this bill do pass, and they adopt the state-
ment of facts in the report of the Senate committee as part of thfs report, as

follows:
[Senate Report No. 535, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2124) granting

& pension to John Bush, have examined the same, and report:
is claimant enlisted at Baton Rouge, La., on the 16th day of June, 1825, in

the First Regiment United States Infantry., He served ten years in Company
D of said regiment, commanded by Col. Zachary Taylor, and was discharged
at Fort Snelling in June, 1835, He served with his regiment at Fort Crawford,
Wis.,during the Black Hawk war. He is now ninety yvears old, is in very feeble
health from the infirmities of age, and himself and wife are and have been for
vears entirely dependent upon charity for their support. Mr. Bush has been
a worthy citizen of Minnesota for over ﬁﬂiﬁeam.

In view of the lm:ig service rendered by this old soldier, his extreme age and
helpless and dependent condition, your committee report back the bill witha
recommendation that it do pass.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.
MARTHA F. LEE.

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera-
tion of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

Mr. MATSON. I would like to know any reason for giving prefer-
cnee to this bill.

bMr. PERKINS. Unless this is to be the order of the evening, I
think I must object. I have been here six Friday nights in succession
trying to get recognition or to have my bill reached.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]? The Chair hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee.

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, an-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject Lo the provisions and
limitations of the pension law, the name of Martha F. Lee, widow of William
F. Lee, late a private in Capt. Isaac 8. Vincent’s company of Georgia Volun-
teers, and to pay her a pension from and after the paaaaﬁe of this act, and also
}m_v to her the pension that acerued to the deceased soldier during the period

iis name was stricken from the roll of pensioners.

I'he amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows:

At the end of the bill strike out the words " and also pay her the pension that
ncerucd to the deceased soldier during the period that his name was stricken
from the roll of pensioners.”

The report (by Mr, BLIsS) was read, as follows:

William F Lee. the clai t's late husband, served in Captain Vincent’s com-
puny, Georgia Volunteers, for Cherokee removal, from May 14 to June 26, 1838,
He was pengioned Decem 7, 1859, for rheumatism, was dropped under the
act of Febraary 4, 1862, for disloyalty, and restored from March 9, 1878, under
the act of Congress approved that date.

for which he was
1 the Pensi

Ilis death, May 13, 1835, was due to the disease nsioned.
His widow's ;:ensicm claim, however, was rej ureau on
the ground that there existed no general law under which pension could be
granted to the widow of a soldier whose death was due to causes originating
during a period of peace Frior to March 4, 1861.

The Cherokee removal under which this soldier served is not recognized as
& war by the Pension Bureau.

In several similar cases the h of Pensions has recom-
mended relief by special act.

Moreover, this case falls within the scope of the bill to pension the survivors
of the various Indian wars, reported by this committee and now on the Calen-
dar of the House for consideration and action.

Your ittee r 1 that the bill do
striking out all after the word *'act,”” in line 9, an

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

BENJAMIN A. BURTRAM.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr.
MaTsoN) was the bill (8, 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin A,
Burtram.

The bill was read, as follows:

ble Commi

, amended, however, by
all of lines 10 and 11.

Be il enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitati of the it ws, the name of Benjamin A. Burtram,
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows:
The committee, after a careful examination of the papers in this find that

the facts set forth in the Senate report contain the essential features of the
and we therefore adopt the same and d the of the bill,
“The claimant was a private in Company A. Ninth Regiment Kentucky Vol-

unteer Infantry, and served as such from November 26, 1861, to July 26,1862, His
claim is fonnt_lg& apon hernia and sciatic disease of left hip and side, incurred
during his military service.

‘“The testimony shows that he was, and had been, prior to his enlistment and
service in the Army, a sound, strong, healthy man, capable of doing all the ordi-
nary labor in his vocation, that of er. The medieal and non-medical testi-
mony of distinguished witnesses on file abundantly shows that he is now labor-
ing under the two above named, and that the hernia, which is Iarge and
painful when reduced, disables him from the performance of manual labor al-
most totally. That is his present condition.

**It 18 objected to the claim that although his record shows hospital treatment,
it is not stated therein that he was treated for the diseases specified above, nor
is it shown for what he was treated. We think, however, that the evidence of
his comrades on file is sufficient to supply the deficiency of the record in this

respect, 2

“Two of his comrades, Marsh and Bertram, testify positively that they were
present when the hernia and rupture occurred,and particularly describe the
place, time, and occasion of its occurrence as being in eamp at Columbia, Ky.,
while the soldier was engaged in lifting and unloading for removal arms’in
boxes under orders of those in command, They describe with the same par-
ticularity the attack of sciatic pains in side and hip.

** His near neighbors swear that when he returned from the Army after his
discharge he was suffering from rupture; that they saw it and knew of it from
working with him.

“"We are of the o?inion that the claim is well founded, and recommmend the
passage of the bill.”

The bill was Iaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

CATHARINE M’QUADE.

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. MAT-
SON) was the bill (S. 2448) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade.
The bill was read, as follows:

Beit enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pensien-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine McQuade, widow of

'tl‘homna McQuade, late n private in Company F, Sixty-ninth New York Volun-
Cers.
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: =

The Senate Committee on Pensions have made the following report, which
contains all the essential points in the casc, and believing the case to be meri-
torious we adopt the same a the of the bill:

“Theapplicant is the widow of Thomas McQuade, who was a private in Com-
pany F in Sixty-ninth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, in the war
of the rebellion, The husband died at New York City on November 6, 1587, and
was at the time of his death a p i . The ion had been granted to
him on account of disability incurred by amputation of the left leg, made nec-
essary by an injury received in the service while in the line of his duty, His
death, according to the testimony of Dr. , areputable practitioner of
medicine, was occasioned by Bright's disease of the kidneys, from which he had
suffered for about five months, and by erysipelas of the right leg. The erysip-
elas of the right leg is shown to have been induced by the stress and weight of
the body being thrown wholly upon the one leg, the stump of the other, h‘y
reason of abrasion, being too sensitive to bear any of the weight of the soldier’s
bgly. The soldier was a very heavy man, and in his business stood up a great
deal of the time,

“ We are not curious, perhaps not competent, to inquire what part was doe
to Bright's disease, what to erysipelas, in the mortal attack which caused the
soldier's death. We think it is most probable that erysipelas was the exciting
acute cause of his death.

“We are convinced that the soldier’s death was caused, al least indirectly, by
the injury first received in the service, and therefore report a bill to grant the
petitioner a pension from the time of the passage thereof."

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

JAMES WHITE.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr.
MATsoN) was the bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to James White.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hercby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James White, late a fifer in Com-
pany K, Second Regiment lowa Volunteers, at the rate of $4 a month,

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows:

Having carefully examined the papers in the case the committee recommend
{nvnmble action on the part of the House, and adopt the Senate report, as fol-
OWS:

“That the petitloner enlisted in May, 1861, as a fifer in Com

Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, in which he served until August,
1862, when, being honorably discharged, he afterwards enlisted as bugler in the
Seventh Refiment. Iowa Cavalry, serving from March, 1863, until May, 1860,
wi be n¥ h bly discharged, he again, on the Tth day of December,
1866, enlisted for five years in the regular Army of the United States, and served
until April 20, 1869, in Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, at
w];iifh last date he was honorably discharged, upon surgeon’s certificate of dis-
ability.
s l{nt at the time of his last discharge he was suffering from rheumatism and
disease of the ayes, He was placed upon the pension listand was paid a pension for
disability incurred by reason of his military service under certificate No, 128756,
from 1867 to 1874, at which last date he was dropped from the roll upon the ground
of no present disability at that time, as reported by an examining surgeon.
Whatever may have been the fact then we think it very clear that the disability
exists now, and, judging from the age and general physical condition of the
elaimant as shown by the evidence, will continue to be permanent. 1

“Dr. P, G. Rockwell, examining surgeon, under date of April 12, 1853, testifies
that the claimant was suffering from enlargement of joints, general debility,
and muscular weakness oceasioned by rhenmatism. Under date of June 4, 1887,
E. O, Goodrich, another examining surgeon, certifies that he is suffering from
disease of the eyes rated at one-quarter. and rheumatism rated at one-quarter,
making one-half disability. Dr. Amory Coffin, under date of February, 1883,
swe.ursh;h[.?t he is suffering from same diseases above and rates his disability
at one- A

' His neighbors, James Anderson, T. A. Givens, W. H. Harbers, and Henry
Hahn, tes to sn uaintance with him for twelve years; that he suffera
from rheumatism and disease of the eyes so as to be partially disabled from the

rformance of manual labor, Their evidence covers a period extending from

‘ebruary, 1883, to July, 1857,

ny K, in the
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“WWe are of the opinion thatthe applicant ought to be restored to the roll, and
ihat at the rate of §4 per month, and do report and mend the p ge of a
bill herewith returned for that purpose.”

The bill was laid aside fo be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MARY CURTIN.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr.
MATsoN) was the bill (8. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Curtin.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Curtin, widow of Timothy
Curtin, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Massachusetts Volunteers,

" The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows:

The ittee, after idering this case, recommend the passage of the
bill, and adopt the Senate report, as follows :

“That the claimant is the widow of Timothy Curtin, who was a sergeant in
Cotlm)a.ny 3 I Fm-ty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. Heen-
listed at a time not shown ; was discharged September 3, 1863. The soldier was
a pensioner at the time of his death by reason of gunshot wound in right arm,
received at battle of Port Hudson, at the rate of $16 per month. He died at
Boston, Mass., September 17, 1880, His death is recorded as of pneumonisa.

. "“The physician in atlendance at last illness saya that his disease was consump-
tion; that he would have died in a few weeks from this latter disease ; thatthe
autack from ia only hastened death. The claimant and her neighbors

testify that the soldier upon his return home, immediately after his d arge,
was greatly broken in health ; that he had an incessant hacking cough and was
thgroughly disabled for worlk ; that this wound remained, almost constantly,
an open sore; that when suppuration ceased the cough became worse, and that
the waste from the wound weakened the system so as to prevent a cure of the
cough; that this was his condition continuously until he died.

** Medical testimony supports this view, and although the claim was rejected by
the Pension Office, yet we think it is shown sufficiently that the wound and ifs
consequent results were the causes of the husband’'s death. We therefore re-
port herewith a bill for the relief of the petitionerand r d its ge."

The hill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MRES. MARGARET LONGSHAW.

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to call up a bill which has been passed
over; it is on page 53 of the Calendar—the bill (H. R. 9557) for the re-
lief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, dependent mother of William Long-
shaw, late assistant surgeon, United States Navy.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, depem‘iont.
mother of the late Asst. Surg. Willinm Longshaw, United States Navy, upon
the sion-roll, subject to the provisi and limitati of the pension laws,

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
9557) for the relief of Mra. Margaret Longshaw, have had the same under con-
sideration, and find that the beneficiary of the bill is the mother of the deceased
Asst. Burg. William Longshaw, United States Navy, who achieved during the
late war a most enviable name and reputation; that he received the thanﬁs of
his commanding officers and of the Navy Department; that, in the language
of Admiral Porter, " after adding to his record of gallant and meritorious con-
duct Iilse Téﬂ; lﬁil!ed, close up under the glacis, in the assault of Fort Fisher, Jan-
ua iy 3 4

That this officer left neither widow nor child; that during his service he con-
tributed largely of his }myw the aid and maintenance of his mother and father,
and to the education of a younger brother, ¥

That bejond a small and utterly inadequate income eontributed by her hus-
band during his lifetime and a small and utterly insufficent income left her at
hasr:igath. the mother of the deceased officer has no one legally bound to sup-

er,

That the mother is now advanced in years, very feeble and infirm, and re-
quires the constant attention of another,

she filed her claim as a dependent mother before the Pension Bureau
prior to June 30, 1880, and from the history of the case, record and parol evi-
dence, we believe the elaim to be meritorions and that its passage would be a
si%plem s j“il:ﬁmt.h fi port back the bill (H. R. hy
our committee therefore re e . R. 9557) with the recom-
mendation that it do pass. 2

The bill was 1aid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass. : :

MARGARET GALLAGHER.

Mr. MOFFITT. I ask now to call up the bill (S. 5) granting a pen-
sion to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher; on page 57 of the Calendar.
" The bill was read, as follows:

Be it ete., That the SBecretary of the Inlerior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Margaret Gallagher, widow
of Edward Gallagher, late private Company K, Forty-second Regiment New
York Volunteers,

The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows:

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committec on
Pensions, which is as follows:

** Concerning this elaim the Commissioner of Pensions writes to the chairman
of this committee as follows :

‘' * The soldier was pensioned for gunshot wound, eausing amputatioa of right
arm above the elbow. The record of death and the aflidavit of attending phy=-
sician show that he died twenty years afterwards of paralysis. The widow's
claim was re; . March 23, 1883, for the that the d of which the
soldier died (paralysis) did not result from any injury received or disease con-
tracted in the se The medical referee of this Bureau says: * nshot
wound followed by amputation can not be accepted as the cause of death occur-
ing twenty years after.”’

**The petitioner states that she is a cripple by reason of rheumatism in the
legs and thatshe is very destitute., It a:)f)earn from the Pension Ofce records
that she married the soldier, Edward Gallagher, November 13, 1862, Gallagher
died August 6, 1881,

“Dr, Robert A.Joyce deposes, September 23, 1881, that he attended him in
February, 1881. He was then suffering from extreme weakness from hemi-
plegia; next examined him on August 5, and found him suffering from para-
plegia, which caused his death on the following day; believes the remote cause
of said ];Iaralya‘is to be the shock from a wound received at the battle of Ball's
Bluff, which wound necessitated the amputation of his arm immediately below
the shoulder-joint,

“Hugh J, Curran d , April 25,1884, that Gallagher was a strong, healthy
man when he enim deponent was called in to see him after his return
in 1861, and found him suffering acutely; summoned Dr. Leonard K. Sheldon,
who has since died, who pronounced his illness a bad case of fever and agueand
diarrhea; knows that he was subject to these spells up to the time of his death,
having on several occasions helped him home when attacked them on the
street; his gait was very unsteady, that of A man much enfeebled by sickness,

o W. E. Richards and C. P. Grove jointly depose, April 22,1884, that they
treated Gallagher professionally from March 2, 1881, to June 1881, seeing
him once each day; that the remote causes of his death were a fall of about 80
feet, caused by a volley that shot off his right arm above the elbow, at the
same time precipitating him from the top of the bluff (battle of Ball's Bluff)
into the Potomac River; total neglect to dress his wound for twenty-four
hours, and almost total prostration resulting from loss of blood. All these eon-
spired to create an inflammatory process in the posterior column of the spinal
cord, which finally assumed the form of sclerosis. There was numbness in the
feet, left leg, and trunk up to the waist line; insensibility to puncture made
with a pointed instrument. This condition extended through the left arm and
third and fourth fingers. Olher indications of paralysis are stated with con-
sidemble‘lie!ail, and there is no doubt that the dinte cause of his death
Was ralysis, '

“Your oim mittee has been furnished with an additional affidavit of Dr. Grove,
dated February 10,1888 who attended the deceased in his last sickness, which
tends to show that the fatal disease was induced by the wound and the fall
which the claimant received at Ball's Blufl'; that it had affected him for years
before his death, and was essive in its character, ¥

“The e of the bill is recommended. "

Your committee are of opinion that the case is meritorious, and therefore re-
turn the bill with the recommendation that it do pass.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

CATHARINE BUSEY.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera-
tion of which was asked by Mr. CARUTH) was the bill (H. R. 333)
granting a pension to Catharine Busey.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Catharine Busey,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.

Amend the title so as to read ;: **A bill granting a pension to Catharine Bus-
ch‘u

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows:

Frederick Bussey enlisted in the Army of the United States asa private in Com-
pany K, Fifth Kentucky Infantry, on the 9th of September, A, D. 1861, and was
mustered out at Louisville, K¥., ber 9, 1864, !

While in the service it is claimed that Bussey suffered a sun-stroke, and there
is a good deal of proof going to establish this fact. He, however, subsequently
served, and when finally dise! returned home to his family. ore the
war his health had been good, his mind sound, and his family history good,
He had never been known to exhibit the slightest sign of insanity. Shortly,
however, after his discharge he showed evidences of mental trouble. He
would wander away from home, and when found be unable to account for his
movements.

On two oceasions, while suffering from this trouble, he was found wandering
aimlessly about and was arrested and taken to the station-house for safe keep-
ing, Theseattacks b more freq t. He was unable to support his fam-
ily; worked very irregularly, One day, without a word to hisfellow workmen
or to his wife or children, he left the shop in which he had been workinga short
time, and after being gone a week or more, without his family or friends know-
ing anything of his whereabouts, he was found dead on a railroad track near
Frankﬁn. Ind. He had been run over and killed by a passing train.

Mrs, Bussey's application for a pension was rejected on the ground that her
husband's death was not occasioned by disease contracted in the service. Itis
plain that the sun-stroke would, as it does in many cases, have a tendeney to

roduce insanity. Doubtless the insanity of Frederick Bussey lead to his death.
ghould not the doubt be resolved in favor of the widow, who was deprived of
assistance in caring for and raising her children on account of the disease and
death of her hushband? As the death may be fairly attributed to the insanity
produced by a sun-stroke received in the service during the war, your com-
mittee think that this widow, who is poor and needy, should be pensioned.

Your committee proj to amend the bill by cnrre::ting the name * Busey '
in the title and where it appears in the bill to Bussey, and by adding, after the
name in line five, the words ‘' widow of Frederick Bussey, lale a private in
Com'pan§ K, Fifth Kentucky Infantry,"” and r d, when so amended,
that the bill do pass.

The amendment recommended by the committee was to, and
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

ELIZABETH A. SOUTH.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera-
tion of which was asked by Mr. FINLEY) was the bill (H. R. 6848) for
the relief of Elizabeth A. South.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws of the United States, the name of Elizabeth
A. South, the widow of John B. Wells, late private in Company B, Twenty=
first Kentucky Volunteers in the late civil war, and be paid a pension as though
she had not again married.

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows:

John B. Wells, the first hushand of Elizabeth A. South, was enrolled on the
1st day of November, 1861, in Company B, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky
Volunteers. He was killed in action near Murfreeshorough, Tenn., January 2,
1863, Elizabeth A. South, then Elizabeth A. Wells, made application for pen-
sion, and was placed upon the rolls as the widow of said John B. Wells, After-
wards she was united in marriage to Samuel South, with whom she lived several
years, At the date of said marriage her pension ceased. At the time of her
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marriage with Soulh, as appears from several affidaviis on file, she was in ** easy
circumstances.”

South turned out-to be a '* worthless, dissipated drunkard,” and squandered
all her ¥ except Lhe little home in which she now lives. Finding she could
live with him no longer, a separation took place and she applied for and was
ﬁnutad a divoree. Bhe lias no children under sixteen years old by her first

usband, John B. Wells, She appears to be in destitute circumstanees, and she

instated ion-roll as the widow of John B. Wells.
Having given the matter eareful i i i

, the committee are of the opinion
that the relief asked for ought to be granted.
bi'ﬂ'a therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the

The bill was Iaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

SAMUEL PIERCY.

The next pension business on the Private,Calendar (the considera-
tion of which was asked by Mr. FINLEY) was the bill (H. R. 3710)
grauting a pension #o Samuel Piercy.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il ele., That the Secretary of the Interior e, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to all the provisions
and limitations of the pension Iaws, the name of Samuel Piercy, who served in
Company E, Ninth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, in the late civil war.

The report (by Mr. IIUNTER) was read, as follows:

From the proof on file in the Pension Office and affidavits before the com-
mittee Samuel Piercy was enlisted as a private in Company E:'Ninlh Kentucky
Volunteer Infantry, on the 4th day of October, 1861, at Camp Jo Underwood, in
Barren County, Kentucky; that on the 24th October, 1861, while on duty, he was
captured by a Tennessee regiment of Confederate cavalry and carried to Bowling
Green, Ky., where he contracted measles; that u his recovery he was re-
moved to Nashvyille, Tenn, ; that in consequence of his not having fully recov-
ered from measles and from exposure, he had n relapse; he was taken from
Nashville to Salisbury, N.C.,and from there to New Berne.N.C., and from
thence to Washington, N. C., where he was paroled and sent to New York, and
from thence home in June, 1862, and that he did not afterward join his regiment
and was never discharged from the service.

He filed his claim for a pension tember, 1883, and the same was rejected
September, 1887, * upon the ground of neglect and apparent inability ot claim-
ant to furnish his correct service or ce of harge.”” The claimant
shows by his own statement the hardships he endured while a prisoner, and
the fact that when he came home after exchange he was unable to n re-
join his ent on account of his ill health. This is sustained by the testi-
mony of iel J, Sireet and Samuel C. Sloot, both of whom belonged to the
company and nilmenb, and acted as d lieut in said pany and
regiment, and who are certified to be men of reputation for truth and veracity.
gnd 8] from personal knowledge of the facts. Claimant is not reported as a

eserter.

He seems to be an illiterate, ignorant man, and has depended upon himself to
grupam his case, which, in the opinion of the committee, has been to his preju-

ice, and by reason of which his claim for pension was rejected; for it is evi-
dent from the proof before your committee that he contraeted disease in the
serviceand in line of duty, and which has eontinued to the present, and by which
he is disabled from performing manual labor, his only means of support, as is
shown by the examining surgeon’s report on file to be at least three-fourths, on
account of disease of lungs d by a relapse from les, cold, and expos-
ure while a prisoner of war. s

the 1

now asks to be on the p

of the

this afflant visited said barracks and saw the applicant there and he was then
very lame, apparently in bad health, and suffering from cold and rheumatism,
He knows that said applicant was a sound, healthy man up to the spring of 1861,
and that he has been a cripple and diseased since the first time thg nl‘l?an& saw
him after his return from the Army, and that he isnow a cripple, unsound, and
unable to perform manual labor for support.”

a BI.}:lrm Parker, private, Company K, Twenty-third Kentucky, says in an affi-

avii:

* First knew claimant at enlistment, at which time he seemed to be in good
health; was able to do duty at first; marehed through Kentucky without mak-
ing complaint; but in winter of 1862, while in Tennessee, he gave out in his
feet; his feet swelled up ; had bumps on them so that he could not march and
was discharged.”

The United States examining board at Bowling Green, Ky., made an officlal
examination of claimant on the 27th day of January, 1966, and stated as follows:

** Both feet are tender and ligaments drawn so as to throw most of the weight
of body upon the outer side of fect when walking or standing; toes are
contracted and articulations enlarged; heart sounds normal; lungs, liver,
spleen, ete., normal ; no other evidence of rheumatism present."

From all the prool’in the application for pension the committee is of opinion
:tntht_lﬁis is & meritorious case, and they therefore recommend the passage of

e bill,

The bill was laid aside to he reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

CHARLES 8. DAKER.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera-
tion of which was asked by Mr. LATDLAW) was the hill (H. R. 9792)
to inérease 1he pension of Charles 8. Baker.

The bill was read, as follows:

-
Be it enacled, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, anthor-
ized and directed to inerease the pension of Charles 8. haker, late a private of
Company B, Seventy-second Regiment New York State Volunteers, to §72 per
month in lien of the pension now received by him.

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows:

The beneficiary above named was a private in Company B, Seventy-second
Regiment New York Volunteers, mustered into the service June 20, 1861, and
was discharged September 6, 1862, for disability, He was pensioned at rate of
§4 per month from the date of his discharge to Moy 24, 1575, and since then his
pension has been increased from time to time as his disability increased, till his

ension was raised to £3) per month from June 23, 1886, for piles, discase of the

ungs, and resulting disease of the heart.

The claimant was examined bis boarrl of physici ot the Pension Depart-
ment at Washington on the 18th day ef May, 1847, and the board gave him a
rating of §30 per month, and they cerlify in r opinion as follows ;

** From present indications and condition of this claimant, it is aur opinion
that he will not live a year, unless great changes for the better should appear,
which we doubt.”

The man is totally blind, but not on aceount of any injury received in the
gervice ; he is very poor, and has no means of livi except his pension; his
disability consists of piles; disense of the lungs, an ng disease of the

; he hasnot improved since he was examined as aforesaid, but has grown
worse; his pulse is from 110 to 140, He is subject to fainting fits, arising from
the imperfeet action of the and upon such oceasions he has to have the

ist: of an attendant to rub him and otherwise stimulate the cireulation ;
and while it ean not be said that he needs the constant attention of another per-
son, still it ean bardly be safe for him to be muoch alone. And although his

I'They believe this to be & meritorious ease, and

The bill was erdered to be laid aside to be reported to the Hounse with
the recommendation that it do pass.

ALBERT 0. ROBEB.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration
of which was asked by Mr, THoMAS. of Kentucky) was the bill (H.
R. 9399) g a pension to Albert O. Robb.

The bill was read, as follows: :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ke is hereby, an-
thorized and direeted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitati the pension laws, the name of Albert O. Robb, formerly a private
in Company K, ty-third ﬁeglme.nt of Kentucky Volunteers,

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows:

Albert 0. Robb, enlisted September 11, 1861, as a private in Compan
Twenty-third Kentucky, and was discharged upon surgeon’s certificate of dis-
ability by reason of contraction of tendons of both feet, Date of discharge,
Jnnunrg;‘;. 1863. He applied fora sion, No. 418181; his eclaim was rejected
Novem! 17, 1886, on the m:nc?fﬁut the alleged disability of feet existed
prior to the soldier's enlistment,

The said Robb claims that in Tennessce, after a forced march from Lebanon
to Murfreesborough; thence to sight of Nashville, Tenn,, thence back to near
Leban and on to Murfreesborough, covering about two days in the spring of
1862, he noticed a seve{‘e‘rn.ln in feet and anklesanda swelling'of the joints
of the feet; wasin the hosp at M rough suffering with inflammatory
rheumatism in the feet; remained there two orthree weeks and was treated by
the su ns of the regiment; got better and marched with the regiment to
Louisville, when General Buell was after Bragg; camped between the canal
and river, when he got worse again, and when Buell followed Bragg to Perry-
wville he was not able to mareh and was sent by Captain Mavity to Park Bar-
racks, at Louisville, and quartered in a tent and treated by the surgeon, Dr.
Goldsmith, who is dead ; remained there till discharged June 7, 1863,

Mr, F. M. Kelly says that—

“He knew Robb from 1555 {o 1860, and met after the war. He worked with
him before 1860, and up to that year from 1855 off and on, and he then seemed
to be sound. Afier he returned from the Army he complained of rheumatism."

Hon. L. J. Proctor, s leading lawyer of Kentucky, says that—

** He has known Robb since he wasa bo; :
the yedrs 1858, 1850, and 1860, and that said Robb was dunng that time a stout,
able-bodied, healthy man, and had always been stout and healthy from the
time affiant first kuew him up to the spring of 1861, the last time afliant saw him
before he enlisted in the Army. After he enlisted the affiant did not see him
exeept once until after the close of the war, when he agsin came to live with
affiant and did live with affiant from 1865 to 1870, at Mammoth Cave.

** When he returned to the cave in 1805 or 1566 he was very Jame and com-
plained very much of rheumatism in feet, legs, and hips, and his feet and toes
at that time and during the time he lived with me between 1865and 1870 had the
appearance of being badly diseased. The toes and leadersof his feet were badly
contracted. During the time he (Robb) was in Park Barracks, at Louisville,

K,

1 that said Robb worked for himin |

is nob the resulé of his military service, still the committee ean not
forge‘j i‘ that fact in considering the eondition of this poor, unfortunate, suffering
50, E
The evidenee shows that he ean live but a short time at the best, and that his
afllictions and sufferings will increase as the weeks go by. The committee be-
lieve that this is a case justifying Congress in granting special relief, and there-
fore recommend that the bill do pass, withan amendmentstriking out the words
;{ ae\’ty-iwo.” in the sixth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the words * forty-
ve.' .
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted.
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with

the recommendation that it do pass,

RUSSEL L. DOANE.

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which
was asked by Mr. WHITING, of Michigan) was the bill (H. R. 2507)
granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck, Sanilac County,
Michigan.

The bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an-
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Russel L.
Doane, of Peck, Sanilac County, Michigan,

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows:

Russel L. Doane is the father of Dempster Doane, second lisutenant in Com-
pany D. Thirty-fifth Regiment of New York Volunteers, who died on the 22d
day of September, 1881, at Peck, in Sanilae County, Michigan, and who, up to
the time of his death, supported Lhe claimant, who is now over eighty years of
age, incapable of manual r, and destitute of the means of support.

While there is no doubt that Congress will provide by general Fewlahtion for
ecases of this kind, the advanced age of the claimant demands that be be re-
lieved now, if he is to be relieved at all during his lifetime.

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amend-
ment, namely: Add after the word *Michigan,” in the last line, the words
‘["g.;?endem ather of the late Dempster Doane, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth

ment New York Volunteers.”

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to,

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with

the recommendation that it do pass.
ELLEN J. SNEDAKER.

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was
asked by Mr. CHIPMAN) was the bill (S. 2313) granting a pension to
Ellen J. Snedaker.

The bill is as follows:

De it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen J. Snedaker, the dependent
mosher of James W, Snedaker, late second lieatenant of Company D, One
hundred and eleventh Regiment New York State Volunteers, and of Albert I,
Snedalgr, late a private in the same company and regiment.

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows:

Ellen J. Snedaker was the mother of two sons, both of whom died in the serv-
ice of the country, the elder on the battle-field, the younger asa prisoner of war
at Andersonville. 8he and her husband are very old, and in destitute circum-
stances, but when their sons entered the servics were prosperous and in no
sense dependent on them for support. Misfortune has overtaken them with
age, and the husband is afflicted with mental weakn which renders him un-
fit to perform even the labor which his advanced age might be capableof. Ile,
after the war, recovered and bore to his home the bodies of his boys.

Mrs, Snednker makes clnim beeause of the mental condition of her husband,
The Commissioner of Pensi properly decided inst her because she could
not show dependence on her sons, or either of them, at the time of death.

The committee think that there ought to be a presumption that the boys
vwrould care for their nta,

They recommend the passage of the bill.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

WILLIAM WALLACE YOUNG.

The next business on the Calendar, the (consideration of which was
asked by Mr. CHIPMAN) was the bill (8. 1575) granting an increase of
pension to William Wallace Young.

The bill is as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to increase, subject to the provisions aud limitations of
the pension laws, the pension of William Wallace Young, late a private in Com-
pany B, One hundred and twenty-first New York Volunteers, to the rate of £30
per mon

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows:

The following is the report of the Senate committee on this bill : P

“The petitioner was a private in Company B, One hundred and twenty-first
New York Volunteers, e was pensioned at $ and incressed to $§6 a month
for disabilities resulting from confinement in rebel prisons. He alleges that
while in Florence prison, South Carolina, in February, 1865, he contracted diar-
rhea, d of liver and kidneys, and lung disease and scu while a pris-
oner of war, by exposure and starvation, resulting in general debility.

‘‘His caplure and imprisonment are shown by the war records, and in the
same report his disability is thus described by the surgeon: ‘ Debility, induced
by improper and insuflicient food while a prisoner in the hands of the rebels.’

* From the testimony of his neighbors, who are ascertained to be eredible, it
is proven that he was sound when he enlisted, entirely free from any of the dis-
eases incurred while in service.

**Sergt. Nathaniel Post testifies that while in Florence prison, about the 2:th
of February, 1865, he contracted diarrhea, liver, kidney, and lung disease, and
acurvy, which was caused by exposure and starvation,and resulted in general
debility ; that these facts are known to affiant, who saw claimant in the engage-
ment at the Wilderness, Virginia, when he was in good health and eapable of
extrnordinary endurance; that after his release from prison, on his way home
on furlough, affiant again saw him, when he was emaciated, broken down, and
s0 weak that he feared he would not live to get home.

“Drs. Brown and Wileox testify to having treated him for the disabilities
claimed, and to his low condition. Recent medical examinations show that he
hi:E:;]nbla to perform manual labor; that his condition is not only helpless, but
P B,

“There is n mass of convineing testimony in substantiation of his claim for
increase, a careful examination of which convinces the committee that his pen-
sion is l(‘,s’o low. The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it

0 pass,

The c!aimn.ns seems to need an attendant, and the amount proposed by the
bill is barely sufficient to give him proper attention.

We recommend that the bill do pass,

The bill was Iaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

ERNST HEIN.

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was
asked by Mr. CHIPMAX) was the bill (8. 2413) granting an inerease of
pension to Ernst Hein.

The bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is,au-
thorized and dir.cted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ernst Hein, late a private in Com-
pany H, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, at such a rate and inerease over
and in addition to the pension now received by him as he may be entitled by
reason of gunshot wound in the index finger of the left hand.

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAX) was read as follows:

The committce adopt the Senate report hereto appended nnd recommend
that the bill do pass,

Claimant enlisted in Company H, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteer In-
fantry, August 20, 1861, and was discharged September 7, 1863, on account of
atrophy of left arm, contracted since enlistment; re-enlisted in Company C,
Thirteenth Veteran ve Corps, June 18, 18561, and was discharged Novem-
ber 13, 1865. By act of Congress approved June 1, 1880. ha is now drawing a
mnsl:&l of §10 per month on account of paralysis of left arm and disease of

m,

Claim for pension on account of wound of index finger of left hand was re-
jected June 17,1535, on the ground that there is no record of the alleged wound
on file at the War Department, and claimant is unable to furnish satisfactory
evidence showing the incurrence of the same in the serviee and in the line of
his military duty.

The testimony in the claim is as follows: In his declaration filed June 2, 1576,
claimant states that his left hand was crippled in the service May 2,18 3. In
aflidavit filed March 18, 1844, claimant states that he was wounded in left index
finger at the battle of seven days' fight before Richmond, Va., June or July,
1862, Inaffidavit filed October 17, 1884, claimant states that he was absent from
his company on provost duty at the time he received the wound, and none of
the commissioned officers of his regiment were present at the time, and that
consequently he can furnish the testimony of no officer, with the exception of
Burgeon W. Holbrook, who dressed his wound ; nor can he furnish the testi-
mony of any of the comrades of his regiment, for the reason that none of them
were present with him,

W. Holbrook, surgeen, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteer Infaniry, in affi-
davit filed July 27, 1853, testifies that he dressed the wounds of the forefinger of
the left hand of claimant at the first baitle before Richmond, Va., June or July,
1862, and that claimant had been taken out of his regiment and placed on pro-
vost guard; that claimant was not sent to any hospital, but was excused from
duty for about three weeks. 3

In aftidavit filed November 26, 1884, G V. Smith, a sergeant of Company
H, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, testifies that claimant was
detailed on provos ard duty, and sent to the rear of the Army to keep up
stragglers, and that he was not wonnded in his index finger when he left the
regiment, but that after the lapse of a few days, when he returned to the regi-
ment, he was wounded in the upper knuckle of his left index finger, and afflant
was informed that the said c¢laimant received his wound in the battle before
Richmond, Va.

In affidavit filed November 26, 18384, Charles . Drew, eaptain of Company H,
Eighteenth Massachusetis Volunteer Infantry, testifies that in June lm'zlchim-
ant was a sound man and a faithful soldier; but subsequently it is eaid that
claimant was wounded in the left index finger; that he has no personal knowl-
edge that such was the case, but believes the statement of claimant.

In affidavit filed June 2, 1876, Dr. William Russell, of Oneida County, New
York, testifies that he finds upon examination that there has been a fracture of
the metacarpal bone of the forefinger of the left hand, involvi the joint;
that there is now a false joint with considerable deformity; that he has been
a;x_;]?a]inted with claimant sinee 1866, und has personal knowledge of his dis-
abilities,

The board of Uniled States examining surgeons, at Utiea, N, Y., rate claimant
one-fourth for wgund of index finger of left hand.

Favorable action is warranted by the facts in the case, nand your eommittee,
thercfore, recommend the passage of the bill,

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

JOHN D. JONES.

The next busincss on the Calendar (the consideration of which was
asked by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase
of pension to John D, Jones. 1

The bill is as follows:

Be it enaeled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John I, Jones,
late a private in Company G, Seventh Kansas Cavalry, and pay him a pension
of $40 per month.

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was redd, as follows:

The Commitlee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 773)
granting an increase of pension to JohnD. Jones, submit the following report.

The claimant in this case is suffering from lung difficulty, is totally deaf in the
right ear, and is nearly blind, His eve-sight is so impaired that itisim ible
for him to worlk, or to do anything to earn a support for himself and those de-
{mndent upon him. He was a member of Company G, of the Seventh Kansas

nfantry Volunteers, and for his disabilities contracted in the military service
is drawing a pension of §10 per month. This pension is onaccount of lung dif-
ficulty and total deafness of the right ear, he receiving nothing in consequence
of the loss of his eye-sight. He has drawn pension since January 12, 1853, but
has only been allowed his present rate since November 15, 1887,

The elaimant is a poor man and has nde‘)endunt mother to care for, the widow
of an old soldier, as well as his own family, and in consequence of his infirm-
ities is the subject of private and publie charity. In 1582 he was employed asa
day laborer in & coal-mine and was e with other workmen in blasting
the eap-rock. The fuse was fired and the rock exploded, and the burnt powder
and broken pieces of stone were thrown into the face and eyes of the claimant
$0 a8 to seriously burn and injure him and to desiroy almost totally his power
of sight. At present it is said he can distinguish between daylight and night,
and can wander about his home without a guide, but he can not see to do any
work. The workmen who were engaged with him in blasting rock escaped
without injury, but the elaimant did not hear the burning of the fuse and had
no notice of the explosion, and thus received his serious injury, Workmen
employed with him make their affidavits, in which they state that had it not
been for the defective hearing of the claimant he could have heard the burning
of the fuse, and would have had notice of the pending explosion and could have
protected himself.

The elaimant swears that he did not hear the fuse when burning, and while
it is thus shown that the explosion was the direct and immediate cause of the
injuries which resulted in the destruction of claimant’s eyes, yet we believe it
is logical and consistent to believe that had it not been for his defective hear-
ing, which resulted from his army service, he could and would have protected
himself from this serious misfortune. The officers of the county where the
elaimant resides and many ot the leading citizens, knowing the ciren 4
aszk in justice that his pension shall be increased. In view of the evidence and
all the circnmstances your commitice believe that the claimaut shounld be
granted a pension for that disability, and hence recommend that the bill ba
amended so ns to strike out the word * forty,"” in the sixth line of the bill, and
insert the word ‘*thirty,"” and after the word **month,” in the seventh line, add
**in lien of lht: pension h:thhn:;ﬁmeiﬂns\" and with these amendments they
Tecd d the t ill,

During the reading of the report,

Mr. STRUBLE said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the
further reading of the report. Enough has been read to establish this
case beyond question.

Mr. LANE. Let the remainder of the report be read.

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as above.

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

MRS. NAXCY E. SPENCER.

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was
asked by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to
Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer.

The bill is as tollows:

Be il enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place upon pension-roll, subjlgct to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Naney E. Spencer, widow of

les L. Sp te of C y H, Forty th Regi Infantry
Yolunteers.

t Iowsn
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The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) is as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.783)
granting a pension to Mrs, Nancy E. Spencer, submit the following report :

The elaimant in this case is the widow of Charles L. Spencer, late a privatein
Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers.

The soldier enlisted May 9, 1864, and was discharged September 28, 1864, and
died on the 14th day of April, 1885, On the lst day of March, 1885, the soldier
made his agglieatlon for a pension, alleging as his disability diarrhea and en-
largement of the liver and spleen. The claim was prc ted to a ful

which they are placed, to prove their claim. The fact that the records of the
‘War Department fail to show the nature of his disability is by no means conclu-
sive proof that he*was not disabled.

know from personal observation and inspeclion of said Chase, in August,
1863, that he was reduced to the lowest ebb of life by malarial or intermittent
fever while at barracks hospital, New Orleans, and it would be very natural that
only that disease should be recorded, especially as his right inguinal hernia was
then only imperfectly developed and he did not himself fully know the nature
o‘f.it., El'a.ving only a serious weakness in that region, to which he did noteall the

termination, and on the 29th of September, 1887, he was pensioned for diarrhea
and disease of liver and spleen. This, however, was not until after the soldier
was dead, and the pension ceased at his death, April 14. 1835,

The claimant presented her claim for widow's pension on the 25th of October
1886, which was rejected on the ground that the disease of which the soldier
died was not due to disease contracted in theservice. In thiswe think the Pen-
sion Office was in error. Dr. W. W. Woodmir, who wasthe attending physician,
testifies that Mr, Spencer died of pneumonia and chronicdiarrhea, and Dr. John
T. Davis says, in an affidavit filed, that he saw Mr. Spencer during his last ill-
ness and was called in as a consulting physician, and found him much emaci-
ated from chronic diarrhea and suffering at the time frém pneumonia, from
which he died.

Why this evidence is not aoeefled as satisfactory by the Pension Office your
commitiee does not understand, These physicians are reputable gentlemen,
and Dr. Woodring is a member of the board of United States examining sur-
geons at Independence, Kans., appointed by this Administration, and stands
well as a physician and gentleman. :

There is also much other evidence filed, all tending to prove that Mr. Spencer's
death was caused by his army ailment as well perhaps as by pneumonia. One
W. H. H. Price, who is vouched for to your committee as & most honorable and
relinble man, says, in an affidavit, that— 4 .

**He was intimately acquainted with Charles L. Spencer during his lifelime,
from about November, 1854, to the time of his death, and for something near two
years of said period saw said Charles L. Spencer almost every day, and that from
the beginning of said aequaintance he complained of chronie diarrhea, liver,
and spleen troubles, resulting from exposure while in the Army as a soldier in
the military service of the United States, and for which above-named disabilit
said soldier was pensioned. Afliant knows that the said soldier was very mu
reduced in strength and flesh during the entire period of affiant’s acquaintance
with him by reason of chronie diarrhea and liver trouble, as alleged by him,

and his:gstem finally became so impregnated with d as to produce a can-
cerous affection, which was finally reduced and almost entirely eradicated some
time prior to his death s

“Affiant visited deceased just prior to his death, and from the general ap-
rance of the patient and the odor in the room just preceding his death he
a8 every reason to believe that chronic diarrhea was the real cause of his
death. Affiant derives his knowledge, first, from the fact of his intimate ac-
juai with d d; d, from experience b; reason of having been
an acting hnsﬁital steward in the Army and a thorough acquaintance with dis-
eases to which this man's seemed so closely allied; third, from taking an in-
terest in the case and watching the progress of the disease for a long period;
and he believes that soldier died from chronie diarrhea, combined with liver
trouble, contracted in the military service of the United States.”

Samzuel N. West, another responsible witness, makes an affidavit much like
Mr. Price’s, and in it he makes the following statement:

“The condition of the body (after death) was such that it was almost iu}gos—
sible to prepare the body properly, from the fact that his chronic diarrhea had
mnade such ralpid decay of the body that the odor was almost unbearable, even
after using all the deodorizers possible to obtain.”

Mr, Spencer left his famil

poor, and the claimant, with those children under
gixteen years of age, is without means of sup ; and it is the judgment ot
your committee that the bill for the relief of poor widow should pass.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

EDWIN E. CHASE.

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of
which was asked by Mr. FUNsTON) was the bill (8. 2571) granting a
pension to Edwin E. Chase.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hercby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin E. Chase, late of Company
B, Third Regimient Massachusetts Cavalry.

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2571)
granting n pension to Edwin E. Chase, submit the following rtgort:

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is hereby adopted, and the
passuge of the bill recommended.

[Benate Report No. 1096, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

The claimant under the bill enlisted in C y B, Third M; ) tis Cav-
alry, in August, 1862; was thrown from horse while earrying a dispatch as or-
derly on the march from Barré's Landing, Louisiana, in May, 1863, causing an
injury which resulted in rupture of the right side; was taken to hospital at
Brashear City, La., May 29, 1863, and transferred to Barracks General Hospital,
New Orleans, June 12, 1863; was furloughed from there February 9, 1864, and
“sent North to save life,” as certified by surgeon, who also certifies that the
“*goldier has done no dut‘y for a year; " that “disease is still persistent—is un-
fit for Invalid Corps.” Upon which claimant was disch: 5

An application for pension was filed November 15, 1880, but being unable to
furnish the evidence required by the Pension Bureau, the claim was rejected
September 13,1883, This inability to groaum testimony was due partly to death
of officers and partly to the fact that his injury occurred while separated from
his regiment on detached duty, and that he was taken directly to hospital, not
Jjoining his regi t for duty ti fter while he remained in service. There
is, however, evidence of his soundness before enlistment; of his presence in
active duty until the date of injury; of his fi tin ital and on fur-
lough until discharge, and of his afiliction with hernia after d
coutinuance to the present,

Included in this testimony is the certification of his disability by fifteen eciti-
zensof claimant's home, and the following letter addressed to the Commissioner
of Pensions by Dr. Albert H. Blanchard, late surgeon of the claimant's regiment,
a voluntary tribute of justice to an unfortunate soldier:

SHERBORN, MIDDLESEX CoOUNTY, MASSACHUSETTS,
October 16, 1883,

Sir: Having been informed that the claim (No. —) of Edwin E. Chase, Com-
par:? B, Third Massachusetts Cavalry, has been rejected for want of sufficient
evidence, I would respectfully represent that Mr. Chase is one of those u u-
asate persons who, deservinga i are ble, from the ci t in

e ]

of the surgeon. I know that the fever was incurred in the line of his
duty in the United States service, and I firmly believe that the hernia was also
incurred by the violence he sustained when thrown from his horse while on the
march from Barré's Landing, Louisiana, in May, 1863. Col. T. E. Chickering
and others who could have ed his elaim are dead. He was separated from
his comrades by being left in hospital in an insensible condition (from the fall
from horse) while the ment marched on; and these are some of the reasons
why he can not furnish the required evidence.

Some members of the regiment belonging to his own and other companies
well 1 ber his pr d condition and how narrowly he escaped from
death, and they are men of That his

od repute and have so testified to me,
hernia was also a result of the noclt!l:mt and the extreme debility accompanying
the fever, I am fully satisfied, and T would respectfully urge a reconsideration
of his case as that of a needy . and deserving man.

I write this only from aninterestin his welfare, and from no pecuniary consid-
mlit}{}_ Whme::a::lml] bedient t

ery res| ‘our o ent servant,
< ALBERT H. BLANCHARD, M. D.,
Late Surgeon Third Massachuseits Cavalry,
The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS,

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- »
mendation that it do pass,
EMELINE ANDERSON.

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which
was asked by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was the bill (8. 2366) grant-
ing a pensionr to Mrs. Emeline Anderson.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed t:srlaco on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Emeline Anderson, widow
o{Jeﬂ Anderson, late private in Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Cav-
alry.

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2366)
granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson, submit the following report :

The facts in this case are fully aud clearly set forth in the accompanying re-
port of the Senat ittec on Py , which is adopted, and the passage of
the bill recommended.

|Senate Report No. 1015, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

The husband of claimant under the bill was late a private in Company K,
First Regiment Minnesota Cavalry, which was orcg‘;nnimd for and employed in
the campaign against the Sioux Indians in 1862-'63, and while in such service
contracted asthma and heart disease, under circuomstances which are detailed
in the nffidavit of John Emerson, a comrade, as follows ;

*1 was well nequainted with said Jeff. Anderson previous to enlistment, and
enlisted at the same time,about November 1, 1862, and occupied the same quar-
ters with him ot St. Peter and Kasota, Minn., until the following spring, and
was with him on Samuel Sibley's Indian expedition in the summer of 1853, and
was dischm-Ted with him at Fort Snelling, Minn., November 28,1853, and after-
wards been living in the same settlement until he died, September 27, 1879, I
further testify, from personal knowledge, that said Aunderson tracted o se-
vere cold in the fall after enlistment at St. Peter, Minn., on acc8unt of being
obliged to do duty, exposed to the severe cold weather, without sufficient blan-
kets and clothing,

“ That said Anderson and myself enlisted with the expectation to receive Gov-
ernment clothing when we arrived at St. Peter, but got only one blanket for
each man, and received no clothing till towards spring, and we were obliged
to live in a very cold building, and perform duty in very cold weather, without
sufficient clothes to wear or sleep under to keep off the cold. That said Ander-
son was taken with a very severe cold, which resulted in ma, and after-
wards his heart became affected, and Ir ber he was doctored for thesedis-
enses while we were in the Army. I knew said Anderson well after discharge,
and know the asthma troubled him more and more every year, so that the last
ten or twelve years he lived he was unable to perform any labor of any kind
whatsoever, and he was never free from heart trouble after discharge until he
died, to my personal knowled I was not present when he died, but learned
he died very suddenly. I further testify that Anderson was a very temperate
man during all the time I knew him.”

Dr. Rhodes, assistant surgeon of soldier's regiment, who, after death of sur-
geon in July, 1863, had charge of all the sick, testifies:

“]1 remember claimant was a Scandinavian and was troubled with asthma
and heart disturbance, the latter apparently functional at that time. He often
reported atsick call for treatment, and my memory of his case was distinct, as
there was unusual congestive action about hislungs and heartin whatappeared
{o be a recent case. After treating him for some weeks without much improve-
ment !'n his general symptoms, we were separated by order and I saw him no-
more.

“Dr. Foster, a practicing physician of thirty years, knew soldier before en-
listment, and knew him as a stout, hearty man. He treated him immediately
after his discharge in 1863 and in the following year for asthma, which resulted
in heart disease, and with which he was badly afilicted, and this, in deponent’s
opinion, was the direct cause of his death.

“ Knute Johnson lived near soldier before enlistment and after discharge;
knew him to be a strong, healthy man before, and that he suffered with asthma
after discharge in 1863 to death in 1879; knows that he was treated for asthma
by Drs. Winch and Story, both dead. Understood him to have died of heart
trouble brought on by asthma. 3

* No more specific or official testimony was furnished by elaimant, cither of
sickness in service or immediate eaunse of death, because the Adjutant-General's

Office reports * mental hospital records not on file’ covering service, and the
sparsely settled district of Minnesota in which soldier died rendered the at-
tendance of a physician during last illriess and a coroner's inquest after death

impracticable. But, lacking evidence of the highest grade, the available testi-
mony is direct, plain, and conclusive, and justifies the committee in o favorable

TR e bill is r ded for 1 .
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.
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ELVIEA M. DOEMAN.

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of
which was asked by Mr. RUssELL, of Connecticut) was the bill (S.
2330) granting an increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorman.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elvira M. Dorman, minor
child of James Darman, late of Company A, First Kansas Cavalry, and pay her
at the rate of $§14 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving.

The report (by Mr. MoORRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2830)
granting an increase of pension to Elvira M, Dorman, submit the following re-
H
po'l‘h report of the Senate committee sets forth the facts in this case. The
cial act under which claimant is now receiving a pension fixed the rate at §10
r month, the rate to which she would have been entitled under the general
aw. Since the approval of said act a general law has been enacted granting
widows a_pension of £12 per month instead of §8. Had not the cial aet re-
ferred to fixed the amount at §10 per month the Pension Office could now allow
the claimant the amount asked for in this bill.
Your committee r d the of the bill.

[Senate report No. 1178, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

James Dorman, the father of Elvira M. Dorman, enlisted in Company A,
First Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, May 30, 1861, and was mustered out of the
service June 16, 1864, He contracted hernia in the service, and died February
12, 1879, of what was supposed to be valvular disease of the heart. .

A pension of $10 per month was granted to Elvira M. Dorman, the only minor
child of the late soldier, by a special aet of Congress, taking effect May 9, 1886,
The petitioner asks that the pension be increased to §14 per month, on the ground
that the soldier's widow is debarred of pension by reason of her second mar-
riage, and that under existing laws the minor child is entitled to the full pension
of $12 per month, which the widow would have received,and $2 per month, in
addition thereto, for the said minor child.

It seems but just that the minorchild of the soldier should be pensioned at the
game rate as the minor children of other soldiers of similar rank.

Your committee therefore report a bill, and r mend the p of the
Enme.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass. -

ELIZA M. SCANDLIN.

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of
which was asked by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was the bill (8. 2779)
granting a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza M, Scandlin, widow of Will-
iam G. Seandlin, late a chaplain in the Fifteenth Regi t, M husetts Vol-
unteer Militia, at the rate of £12 a month,

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 2779)
granting a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin, submit the following report:

The facts in this case are fully set forth in the report of the Committee on Per-
sions of the Senate,which is adopted, and Lhe passage of the bill recommended,

[S8enate Report No.1130, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

This claimant is the widow of Rev. William G. Seandlin, who, after resign-
ing the pastorate of his church, enlisted as chaplain of the Fifteenth Regiment
Massachusetls Yolunteers, He served faithfully in that capacity for the period
of one year, and during that time, by his activity on the battle-fields, earned
the tille of the * fighting chaplain of the old Fifteenth,” which title clung to
him throughout his service and afterwards. At the end of the period mentioned
le was discharged on t of sickness, but after a few weeks' rest he vol-
unteered his services to the United States Sanitary Commission, which offer
was at once accepted, and he was immediately assigned to work at the front,

While in the discharge of such duty he was captured on the 5th of July, 1863,
after the hattle of Gettysburgh, while caring for the wounded. and was for three
months held a prisoner of war, being confined at Libby Prison and Castle
Thunder. During this imprisonment, on account of the hardships he was sub-
jected to, and as the result of his ill-health, oceasioned by his former service, he
contracted diseases from which he suffered all his after life, and which were
}1;91 primary eause of his death, which occurred at Grafton, 'Mus.. March 17,

His widow, Eliza M. Scandlin, now asks relief on the agura grounds. She is
in itous ecir t , and, as shown by the following certificate of her
ph‘gslcim, has been suffering from paralysis for eleven years

past.
our committee deem this widow an exceptionally worthy object of special -

legislation, and r d the p of the bill reported herewith,

The undersigned, Thomas T. Griggs, having been a praclicing physician in
Grafton, Mass,, more than thirty-six years, hereby certifies that ge has been
acquainted with Mrs. Scandlin, widow of the late Rev. William G. Scandlin,
who was a chaplainin the late war; that he was her physician at the time she
was seized with paralysis, in January, 1576, and has been cognizant of her con-
dition up to the present lime; that she has continued in a helpless condition,
being unable to converse or take care of herself. requiring an attendant for more
than eleven years, and that there is no probability that any improvement will

ever occur in her case.
THOMAS T. GRIGGS, M. D.
Grarrox, Mass., February 15, 1887,
GRAFTON, Jul 1887,
WORCESTER, &5: e
* Then personally appeared theabove-named ThomasT. Gri and made oath
that the above statement, by him subscribed, is true. =
. ALDEN A. HOWE,
Justice of the Peace,

W. L 8CANDLIN:

DEeAR Sik: I am pleased to inform you that I recognize the diseaseand death
of your father, Rev, W, G. Scandlin, to have been oceasioned primarily by hi:lex-

posure while in the line of his duty, and the malarial influences to which he
was unavoidably exposed, and that he was a frequent patient of mine durin
the time existing from the geriod of his discharge from the service to the peri
of his death. 1 =hall do all in power to aid in the prosecution of a claim to
secure pension for your mother.

ours, truly,

WoRCESTER, March 9, 1880,

J. N. BATES, M. D.

A sketch of the history, plan of organization, and %:emtions of the United States
Sanitary Commission, by Lewis H. Steiner, M. D,, late chief inspector United
States Sanitary Commission, Army of Potomac,

[Pamphlet, 57, pages 14; page 12.]
[Read before the Maryland Historical Society, February 1, 1866.]
PHILADELFHIA, 1886,

It is pleasant to know that the medical officers of the insurgents at different
times declared their grateful feelings for the supplies of the sanit commis-
sion. One communication from them, addruse& to the commander-in-chief of
the insurgents, may properly bes presented here. It was occasioned by the
capture by the insurgents of several of the officers of the commission, who were
traveling, in July, 1863, under orders from the writer, with supplies for the hos-

itals on Maryland Heights and for the wounded in the ballle which took place

tween the forces of Lee and Meade.

These oflicers were seized, their stores destroyed by their captors, and they
themselves forced to undergo the horrorsof imprisonment in the notorious
Libby Prison. Ten medical officers voluntarily prepared the following paper,
asking for the instant release of these gentlemen :

“The undersigned, surgeons of the Confederate army, in ¢ of the sev-
eral hospitals now within the Union lines at and about Gettysburgh, beg leave to
testify to our general-in-chief in favor of the United States Sanitary Conimission
as a most praiseworthy and charitable institution.

“Through its kind provisions our hospitals are supplied with many comforts
which are of inestimable value to our suffering and wounded men.

“ While the promptness with which their agents follow on the heels of battle
enables them to dispense an immense amount of relief to the unfortunate sick
and wounded soldicrs on either side, it also necessarily exposesthem to any re-
verse of fortune which may oblige them to ask protection from the successful

iy,
P 'iYhus, during the late battle at Gettysburgh, four of the agents of the san-~
itary commission, with their supply wagons, are said to have fallen into our
hands, and, ns we learn, are detained as prisoners.

“The namesof the men areas follows, 1y, Dr. Ale der McDonald, Rev,
Willinm G. Scandlin, Leonard Brink, Alfred Brengle, and negro boy Moses.

“\We respectfully submit that as the above-named men were taken without
armsand while in the employ of their charitable offices as almoners of the sani-
tary commission to the wounded soldiers of either party, they be released from
restraint and permitted to return to their work of benevolence and good-will

to all.
o""Rapeulfully submitted by yours, ete.”

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass. -

ALLEN BLETHEN.

The nextpension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which
was asked by Mr. MoRrRILL) was the bill (8. 2700) granting increase
of pension to Allen Blethen.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen Blethen, late of Company H,
One hundred and twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, and pay him at the rate ogm
per month, in lieu of that which he is now receiving.

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2700)
granting an increase of pension to Allen Blethen, submit the following report :

The report of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate is herewith adopted
and the passage of the bill recommended.

[Senate Report No. 1171, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

Allen Blethen, late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-fourth Ohio Vol-
unteers, during a four years’ service contracted chronic diarrhea and epileptic
form of spasms, which have resulted in nervous prostration and general debil-
iiy, until the partial disability from which he has suffered since the war has,
within the past few years, become tolal, and he is now physically and mentally
incompetent for sell-support. The claimant is now in receipt of n pension of
€4 a month on account of chronic diarrhea, but the greater disability from
which he suffers is not recognized.

The committee are satisfied, from a careful examination of all the statements
and testimony in the pension records and other evidence outside thereof, that
the dread disease which has at last fustened itself upon the claimant is due to a
partial sunstroke, or fit of epilepsy, occurring in battle, from which he for the
time recovered, but which, in complication with other disorders, has made him
a confirmed epileptic. He is the eldest of four brothers, of whom the three who
were of proper age entered the service—one to die in hospital, another to suffer
from severe wounds, and the eldest degenerating by degrees into epilepsy, to
become a charge upon the generous bounty of the fourth, who, fortunately for
the claimant, lacked the years and strength to venture into war.

Believing the claimant's disabilities to be fairly chargeable to his army ser-
vice, the eommitt{ee report favorably upon the billand ditforp @

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

Mr, WILLIAMS. T ask that the order be changed, and that each
member present be permitted to call up a bill.

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope that will be done.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. WILLIAMS. My reason for making that proposition was that
there are many members who come here and sit night after night and
yet do not get their bills considered, and others remain at home de-
pending upon the committee to call up their cases. That works in-
Justice to other gentlemen and to some members of the committee who
stay here regularly and attend to the business while others are absent.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle-
man to the fact that the regular order is demanded.

Mr. WILLIAMS, We can have the other way just aswell and pass
enough pension bills. I can say that I am disinterested in the matter,
as I have not a bhill on the Calendar. :

II. H, RUSSELL.

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which
was asked by Mr. FuNsTox) was the bill (8. 2009) granting o pension
to H. H. Russell.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it ele., That the Secretary of the Inlerior be, and he hereby is, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of I, IL Russell, late of Company E,
SBeventy-fifth Hegiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry.

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2600)
granting a pension to H. H. Russell, submit the following report :

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth fully the factsin
this case and is hereby adopted, with the recommendation that the bill pass.

[Senate Report No. 9586, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]

Hiram H, Russell enlisted in Company I, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteers, November 20, 1861, was promoted to sergeant of his company, and was
discharged from the service of the United States August 28, 1562, He subse-

ently served as assistant surgeon of the One hundred and thirty-eighth Ohio
olunteers from June 11, 1864, to September 1, 1864, and from April 7, 1865, to
June 12, 1865, he served as assistant surgeon of the One hundred and first Ohio
Volunteers. It n})pe.ars from the papers in the ense that the claimant has made
two applications for pension ; in the first, filed March 30,1872, he alleges that he
was d on the ground that he had the chronic diarrhea, and that he was
wounded by a gunshot wound about June 10, 1862, In his second declaration,
filed May 14, 1577, he claims pension *for disease of bladder, from exposure
in West Virginia, in March, 1862,"

The Commissioner of Pensions, June 30,1884 rejected the claim, after a thor-
ough special examination, on the ground ** that the disease of bladder for which
pension is claimed existed prior to enlistment.”

The certificate of disability on which the soldier was discharged is as follows:

Lr hat I have carefully examined the said Hiram H. Russell, of Captain
James D, Foster's company, and find him incapable of‘pufoming the duties of
& soldier because of chronic infl tion of the bladder of two years'stand-
ing. I further declare my belief that said soldier will not again be able to re-

sume his duties.
“8. LOVING, Surgeon."
“Discharged this 25th day of Angust, 1862, at Columbus, Oh[::). AT
L \
[ “ Caplain Fifteenth U. 8. Infantry, Commanding the Post.”
In support of his claim the claimant has produced ths following testimony:
Dr. Charles L. Wilson, assistant surgeon, testifies to prior soundness, Claim-
ant was a student in his office prior to enlistment, and afiant was his father's

family phgﬂcun.

Capt.J. D. Foster swears that claimant, in the spring of 1862, contracted disease
of bladder, so as to disable him from duty for some time.

Dr, McFarland testifies to treating claimant since 1867 for disease of bladder.

The claimant (who by the way is a regular practicing physician) swears to
treating himself until 1867,

Oyrus Russell testifies to claimant’s returning home from the Army sick.

William G. Russell swears that in June, 1862, claimant was sent home on fur-
lough to enable him to recover from cystitis, contracted by him while in the
mﬂgeiﬁbu he was treated by Dr. Day while athome, but failed to recover and
was finally 4

Burg. Ehurlas L. Wilson swears that 1’,? Wea;_ 'i;i:-imr:‘uou Ln 1862, early part,
claimant, after severe exposure and marching, suife m deranged digest
o and also had chronie infl i 5 the bladd Sre

he ing surgeon at Centralia, I11., rates him at one-fourth total, and the
examining surgeon at Kansas City, Mo., under date of May 11, 1881, makessame
rating. The Pension Office concluded tobave the case specially examined, and
Mr. A. Downing, sppcial examiner, concludes his report as follows:

“From & fi ideration of the evid on file, I am of the opinion
that the claim is a meritorious one, the evidence of prior soundness being ap-
parently good, if not conclusive,”

John A. Carr, examiner, expresses the opinion—

“That tho testimony taken is favorable to the claimant, but is not sufficient
to overcome the adverse record. Inthe present incomplete condition of the
claim, and the absence of any positive testimony to show claimant was
free from alleged disease of bladder at the time he enlisted, it is fair to presume
the record is correct, and recommends further examination.”

J. F. Yinal, apecin'l examiner, r 1 her inati

A. F, Roush, special examiner, is of the opinon that the claim is without
mierit, but advises, in all justice to the clai t, further ination

Thomas F. Winthrop, special examiner, says the claim, in his opinion, is
*“without merit, the testimony fairly ahow‘ing that elaimant’s disability is not
due to the service, as alleged,” and recommends further examination.

Hg}} fi , special e iner, thinks the claim meritorious, and recom-

urther exam

E. F.Johnson, examiner, concludes his report by saying:

*I believe.the claimant was sound r to enlistment; that the disability
specified was contracted in service and lineof duty, and when the evidence is
completed the claim should be admitted.”

Your committee incline to the belief that the claimant was a sound man at
date of enlistment, and that he contracted the disability in the service and line
of duty as alleged, and therefore r d the of the bill,

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.
NATHAN B. RARICK.

.‘;l‘he nexi;) pe;{aioti) bnsina&; onthe Pri;a.be Calendar (called up for eon-
sideration by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (8, 2578) granting a pension
to Nathan D. Rarick. : ) £

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the SBecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di-
rected to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Nathan B. Rarick, late a private of Company
F, Thirty-ninth Hegiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry.

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2578)
granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick, submit the following report:

The report of the Committee on Pensi of the te is hereby submiltted,
selting forth the facts in this case, and the passage of the bill is recommended.

SENATE REPORT.

Nathan B, Rarick, the claimant under this bill, enlisted August 21, 1861, and
was discha August 5, 1863. ¥e was a private in Company F, Thirty-ninth
Regiment Illinois Volunteers, On January 20, 1864, he made application for
pension, alleging in his declaration that, *at Folly Island, Sonth Carolina, April
15, 1863, he contracted a fever, which resulted in spinal irritation.”” The claim
was rejected April 5, 1882, on the ground **that the alleged disability is not
traceable to his military service and his declared inability to furnish better

roof.”! The claimant subsequently filed an affidavit (March 8, 1882), in which

B lzl'ntea that ** his disability was not developed so as to be recognized in serv-

The War Department reports ““no record” of the alleged disability.

Itappears from an examination of the papers that the elnimant was discharged
from the service, on a surgeon’'s certificate of disability, ** because of general de-
bility, overage, and periodical attacks of diarrhea.”

The testimony showing prior soundness is as follows:

. L. Whitney “worked with him before serviee; was then and had been
throughout acquaintance with him strong and robust.”

T. R. Heald swears he was *‘ specially free from spinal irritation.”

Orrin L. Mann swears * claimant was able-bodied and in good health.”

Capt. Amasa Kennicorta swears ' that in the service claimant was always
able for duty between August, 1561, and Augnst, 1862,"" which is corroborated
also by Lieutenant Mann, who swears * he was discharged for disability."

After his discharge, R. L, Whitney swears that he came home feeble and dis-
qualified for manual labor. When first metalter discharge claimant was under
medical treatment. The physician (now dead) told affant that claimant’s death
was cansed by overexertion and exposure.

T. R. Heald swears to an intimate acqnaintance with claimant from discharge
to October 31, 1851, and has * personal knowledge that he was suffering with
some spinal affection at date of return from service and has been ever since.”

The claimant swears that all the physicians who treated him for his disability
are dead except Dr. Goucher, who is now t i pacitated as well ns
physically, and therefore unable to testify; that his disability was only devel-

as spinal disease after discharge, and that his neighboras know nothing of
his case only as he has told them,

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.
WILLIAM B. STOKES.

Mr. HOUEK. I want this House to hear me for half a minute.

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.

Mr. HOUK. I want tocall up a bill for the benefit of an old ex-
member of this body, a man who was here for ten years. He was a
colonel in the Federal Army, and he is now lying at the point of death
in poverty and distress. I mean Col. William B. Stokes, of Ten-
nessee. I ask nnanimous consent that this bill be taken up and passed
af this time. It will not be reached on the Calendar, and as the old
man is in poor cirenmstances and on the verge of the grave, I hope no
ohjection will be made.

HENRY CROTSLEY.

Mr. LANE. I call up House bill 8617, granting a pension to Henry
Crotsley, which has been heretofore passed over.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and d ted to place upon the pension-rolls, au‘b&m to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Crotsley, late private of
Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers,

The report (by Mr. PIDCOCK) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8617)
grnting a pension to Henry Crotsley, have had the same under consideration,
and beg leave to submit the following rt:

Hem%f}mlﬂley served as private of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New
Jersey Volunteers, from August 7, 1862, to June 22,1865, He alleges that he con-
tracted rheumatism in the service, but his claim has been rejected because the
evidence is not deemed sufficient by the Pension Office to connect the disability
with the service. S

By medical and other evidence it is clearly shown that'tlaimant was free from
rheumatism at the date of hisenlistment. At the time of the incurrence of Lhe
disability, during General Burnside's famous **mud mareh,” the soldier was
on deLn.eied duty as bri e teamster, and continued on this duty nearly his
entire term of servige. For this reason it is difficult for him to obtain the evi-
dence required by e Pension Office. He states that he was treated at inter-
vals by Surgeons Sharp and Bolbey, but they being dead he can not procure

evidence of such treatment.

1t is also shown by competent testimony that claimant suffered from rheu-
matism at discharge. Medical examinations show disease of heart, which the
examining su ns say is due to rheumatie diathesis. 3

The writer of this reportis personally acquainted with the beneficiary named
in the bill, gs well as the witnesses in his bebalf, and from his knowledge of the
Fmiea and of the disabled condition of claimant, he has every reason to be-

ieve that the same is due to the exposure incident to nearly three years'

active fleld service.

The committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, andask
that it do pass,

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to

the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

ANDREW MUCKLIN,

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera-
tion by Mr. Pincock) was the bill (H. R. 5232) grantinga pension to
Andrew Mucklin.

The bill was read, as follows:

Beit enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension law, the name of Andrew Mucklin, late of Ballery
i %

C, Fifth Regiment United States Artillery.
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The report (by Mr. PIpcock) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
5232) granting & on to Andrew Mucklin, have had the same under consid-
eration, and beg leave to submijt the follow'ln%re T :

Mucklin served as a private in Company C, Fifth United States Artillery, from
January 22, 1862, to January 22, 1865. He alleges that in action at Bull Run,
August 30, 1862, he was wounded in rightlegandabdomen. The elaim has been
rejected because the evidence is not deemed sufficient to show incurrence of
wound of leg in service, and medical examination fails to show any disability
from wound of omen,

The record of the War Department shows that soldier was under treatment
for gunshot wound shortly after the aforesaid battle, and remained under treat-
ment for three months, He was subsequently treated for disability, and still
Iater for rheumatism. The record, however, does not locate the wound for
which treated.

The claim has been specially examined, and while it is true that the few avail-
able comrades ave not positive as to the nature of the wound received, they seem
to recollect of an injury of shat character in the service, but differ as to the loca-
tion of the same,

Joseph Humbur%ar. shown by the s 1 examiner to be a credible witness,
testifies that while in Washington in the winter of 1863, looking after hisson, he
found eclaimant at a Georgetown hospital, who was then wi ng lame and
showed affiant the wound of leg.

RobertJ. Reimen likewise testifies to having seen the soldier in Mount Pleas-
ant H;spih.l about December, 1862, and that he was then suffering from a
wound, .

It is further shown that for three years or more after disch
treated for the wound by Dr. Klinefelier, now deceased, and
pelled to walk with a cane.

Medical examinations show gunshot wound of right leg, middle third, en-
trance just outside of tibia, course backward, and lodged near posterior of tibia;
emall splinter of tibia removed, tenderness and slight atrophy of muscles.

Upon a careful examination of all the evidence, your committee are of opin-
jon that evidence furnished, taken in connection with the record of the War
Department and the finding of the examination by the surgeons of the Pension
Burean, shows beyond any reasonable doubt that claimant was wounded in
the leg as alleged, and that he has been and is now disabled therefrom, not-
withstanding the negative character of some of the testimony taken by the
special exnminer, and therefore report favorably on the aecompanying bill, and
ask that it do pass.

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass.

JOHN LEARY.

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera-
tion by Mr. MoRrRILL) was the bill (8. 1076) granting a pension to the
widow of John Leary.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
‘thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of the widow of
John , late a first mﬁut in Battery F, Third Artillery, United States
Army,in the warof the re ion, and pay her at the rate of §20 per month from
and after the passage of this act.

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 1076)
granting a pension to the widow of John Leary, deceased, have had the same
under consideration and adopt as its own the Senate favorable report hereto

attached :

“That the claimant, Hanna Leo, widow of John Leary before her second mar-
ringe, was, at the time of the death of her first husband, the wife of John Leary,
g;:eas;d, ]at(z a private or sergeant, rated as * in general service of the United

tes Army.’

“The Baig.‘[ahn_ Leary enlisted on the 26th day of July, 1854, and was dis-
charged July 26, 1859, by expiry of term of service. He re-enlisted August 25,
1859, and was nssigned to Battery F, Third Artillery ; served in the war of the
rebellion ; was slightly wounded at battle of Malvern Hill, July 1, 1862; was
discharged for disability March 25, 1863, at Baltimore, Md. He again enlisted
in the general service in the Adjutant-General's Office in Washington, April 7,
1563, whenee he was discharged Aprill, 1864, He wasin the service inall about
ten yvears.

“The soldier died on December 8, 1572, He left surviving him the elaimant,
as widow, and four children. All of these except one are now over i ble

e claimant was
at he was com-

Ttappears that after his death it came to the knowledge of the widow that the
soldier was previously married,in April, 1863; that he lived with his former
wife for about three months, when she deserted him and again married. As
the claimant can notprove that the soldier obtained adivorce from the first wife
before her marriage with him she has no legal status bef e Pension Burean,

She innocently entered into marriage relation with the soldier, lived with
him, performing her wifely duties and believing herself to be hislegal wife for
over twenty-one years, becoming in the mean time the mother of four children
by him, the youngest yet under eleven years of age; and inasmuch as she is
not entitled to pension under the general law, and Congress hasin similar cases
granted relief to this unfortunate class of claimants, your committee are of
opinion that like relief should be extended to this claimant, and therefore re-
port favombl{ on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, how-
eve:i I??ﬁ?-:;“.‘g ng out the word “ fourth,” in line 6, and insert therein instead the
wor H

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was agreed to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

MRS, HELEN B. BROWN.

The next pg&sion business on the Private Calendar (called up for con-
sideration by Mr. DINGLEY) was the bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pen-
sion to Mra. Helen B. Brown.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author-:
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension laws, the
name of Mrs. Helen B. Brown, widow of George H. Brown, deceased’late o
private of Company B, First Maine Cavalry Volunteers.

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9697)
gn}nltli‘;ig apension to Mrs, Helen B. Brown, having considered the same, report
as follows :

Claimant is the widow of George H. Brown, late a private in Company B, First
Maine Cavalry Volunteers, Soldier enlisted December 29, 1863, and was dis-
charged for disability May 26, 1865, During his army service he suffered from
an alleged injury to the back from a fall from his horse, eausing kidney and
heart trouble, an was n}so s;]:enljy wounded at the battle of Spottsylvania, for

which he was p e pap on file show that soldier was never strong
after di from the Army, and that he died January 10, 1887. The widow
filed a claim for pension, which was finally submitied for special examination
at Augusta, Me.

The testimony taken by the special examiner was all favorable to the claim-
ant, except that of the surgeons of the general hospita! of Portland, Me., Itap-
pears that in July, 1886, soldier received a severe injury, for which he was
treated at said hos{:it&l in November of that year. The surgeons who attended
him at the hospital give it as their opinion that soldier died from heart failure,
due to said ri:inry. That soldier did receive this injury is undoubted, but that
it was the eause of his death is a matter of extreme doubt. In illustration
of this may be cited the fact that the special examiner calls attention to the
circumstance that soldier, prior to this injury, was so ill with diseases con-
tracted in the Army that his life was despai of, and that he was a constant
sufferer from said diseases. After a thorough and tenti investigati
of the case, the examiner made a full report, and after calling attention to the
fact that the hospital surgeons simgly looked upon the ease as one of injury
without apparently lering the di and ecomplications existing prior
thereto, cloges in these words:

*In equity, if not in law, I think the'widowhas a just claim. * * * Soldier
was & man of exemp! which may in part account for him surprising

the local ph ns by rallying almost from death’s door before he received the
accident w was the final complieation in his disabilities. * * # ] believe
the claim ismeritorions, Ir tfull d further examination of Dr.

Galen J. Tribon, of Washington, Me., now temporarily in New York City."
The examination of Dr. Tribon was attended to, and in due time the exam-
iner further reported as follows: ¥
**Dr. Tribon’s testimony simply corroborates that of Dr. A. A, Jackson and
others as to soldier being a sufferer from hemorrhoids and disease of the kidney
and heart prior to the time that he received an injury (July 20, 1886), and there-
fore does not affect the status of the case, and my opinion remains
namely, that in equity the claim of the widow should be admitted.”
Notwithstan > m(::ﬁg.lhe opinion of the medical examiner, the claim was rejected

.

age. Their claim for pension was rejected. The widow afte married a
man by the name of Leo, who has since died, leaving her for the second time
a widow, Neither husband was a man of any means. She now claims a pen-
sion for the service and death of her first husband. Leary.the soldier, died in
Washington, December 8§, 1872, of pneumonia, as it is certified,

“YWe find that during his military service he was treated for rheumatism, for
incised wound, for diarrhea, for ambustio, for chronic articular rheumatism.
Medical and other testimony shows that at the time of his discharge and after-
ward he was suﬁ‘cringlfrom lung troubles, appeared consumptive, was treated for
the same, and we think it most probable that he died from the effects and re-
sults of disease ineurred while in the service.

“The widow is now over forty years old, very poor, dependent upon her

daily labor for support.
> {Ve the p of the bill.”

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

LUCY A. JORDAN.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con-
sideration by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pen-
sion to Lucy A. Jordan.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the on-roll the name of Lucy A, Jordan,
widow of James W. Jordan, late of mpany C, Fourth New Hampshire Vol-
unteers, subject to the provisions and limitat of the pension laws.

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9463)
granting a pension to Luey A. Jordan, have had the same under consideration,
and beg leave to submit the following report:

The beneficiary named in the bill was married to James W.Jordan, late pri-
vate of Company C, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, February 18,
1866. Jordan died of phthisis pulmonalis June 30, 1887, being atthat date a pen-
sioner for said disease at the rate of §16 per month,

on tee! grounds; but your committee, with the special
examiner, that the equities are in favor of the claimant, whoisan invalid widow
of a good soldier, report the bill back favorably and r d its

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be rgpoﬂ;d to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

PATRICK FREAWLEY.

Mr. CARUTH. On page 68 of the Calendar there is » bill that has
been passed over which I desire to call up. It is the bill (8. 2656)
granting a pension to the widow and minor children of Patrick Frawley.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it ena ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an-
thorized and directed to plnceug: the roll the names of the ow
and minor children of Patrick Frawley, late a private in Company C, Tenth
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the
pension laws.

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2656)
granting a pension to the widow and minor children of Patrick Frawley, have
bhad the same under consideration, and adopt the Senate favorable report as
their own, and which report is as follows:

“That the claimantsare the widow and children of Patrick Frawley, deceased,
late n}:{glme in Company C, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the
WAL O -

*‘The soldier enlisted September 23, 1863, and served until February 11, 1864,

when he was discharged upon account of disability incurred a wound by
gunshot in left arm, received at the battle of Perryville. He died at his home,
in Cincinnati, March 26, 1883, of onary i he Pensi

I The F Bureau
rejected the claim of the widow for the reason that his disease and death were
not traceable to his military serviee.

“The soldier was a pensioner at the time of his death, at the rate of §10 per
month, upon account of his said wound. His p 1 acquaint testify
that up to and at the time of his enlistment he was a stout, hardy, robust man ;
that at the time of his return from the service he was suffering from his wound,
and soon after from a hacking eough, which was induced by waste of the
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tem from the wound, which never healed—remained a running sore until his
death ; that he could not work at his trade, that of a glass-blower, being weak,
and unable to do anything but very light work,

*The medical testimony is to the same effect, and his condition grew worse
until he died. The physician in hislast iliness testifies that his wound was still
discharging pus; that the cough and consumption of his latter life were due to
the incurable condition of the wound, the virus of which had permeated the
whole system.

“The widow is in very it cir t , Without means or expecta-
tion of any; and, believing that the wound was certainly the cause of the sub-
sequent disease and death of the soldier, your committee recommend the pas-
sage of the bill.”

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

LYDIA HAWKINS,

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to call up also the next bill on the Calen-
dar, heretofore passed over, the bill (8. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia
Hawkins.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be ft enacled, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and Qe is hereby, au-
thorized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitati of the pension laws, the name Lydia Hawkins, widow of Richard
Hawkins, late private in Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volun-
teers.

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2655)
granting a pension to Lydis Hawkins, have had the same under consideration,
and adopt the Senate favorable report as follows:

“The claimant is the widow of Richard Hawkins, deceased, late a corporal in
Company D, Fifty-seventh Regimont of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the war of
1

B61.

*The soldier enlisted December 1, 1851, and served until July 29,1863, when
hie was discharged as not fit for service, and unable for duty even upon the In-
valid Corps. He died at his home in Cincinnati, August 20, 1866.

*The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau upon the ground that his
mortal illness was not due to his military service. The testimony of his neigh-
bors is that he was a sound, healthy man before and at the time of his enlist-
ment.

“The testimony of Lieutenant Banks and others, his comrades, shows that
in April, 1862, he was attacked with what afterwards proved to be chronic diar-
rhea; that he was sent to the hospital for treatment thereof; that although he
returned to duty, he never recovered; that he at last grew worse, and being
slways unwell, was discharged for disability.

** His neighbors testify that upon hisreturn he was in bad health, taking medi-
cine all the time, unable to work, thin and emaciated ; was suffering from some-
thing like flux or disease of the bowels. Dr. Green,the physician in his last
illness, swears that from 1865—July of that year—he him once every four

same to such an extent that he was unable to withstand the effect of a severe
injury or disease, as another person would who had a healthy system,

*1 also declare that on the 23d of November, 15880, the said Eben P. 8, Reed
was struck in the right groin by & small board that wes thrown from a buzz-
saw, making a flesh wound of some 4 inches, and soon after was dressed by Dr,
A. V., Patterson, who, so far as the wound was concerned, ex d a speedy
recovery, not considering the wound one of a serious nature. I saw himonthe

- 24th about twenty-four hours after the reception of the wound, and erysipelas

had then developed. I visited him ain.in on the 25th with Dr. Patterson, and
despite all exertions we could make he sank rapidly and died that afternocon.
The vitinted and weakened condition of his physical system, the result of army
exposure and disease, in my judgment, invited the erysipelatous inflammation
which he was unable to endure.”

Dr. A, V. Patterson, in an affidavit filed on the 4th day of February, 1581,

saAys:

““On the afterncon of November 23, 1830, I was requested to visit the said
Eben P. 8. Reed, in consequence of an injury he had sustained from a board
thrown from a circular saw running in the works of the Mansfield Lumber and
Building Company, at which he was employed. I founda cut through the in-
tegument of about 3 inches in length, in the right groin. No considerable con-
tusing beneath was apparent; no shock. Secmed cheerful, though suffering
some pain. I approximated the lips of the wound with a few interrupted sut-
ures, and sent him home, His family physician, Dr, George Mitchell, saw him
on Lthe next day.

“1 saw him again on the 25th. An erysipelatous condition had rapidly devel-
oped. He died in a few hours after, on the afternoon of the 25th of November,
1830, I examined his lungs at this last visit, and found them fast fillin up. I
have no doubt the disabilities incurred during his service in the United States
Volunteer Army, and for which he was oned, rendered an easy victim
to the injury w was the immediate cause of his death.”

It will be obsewrved that while the medical examiner says that *‘it is not
thought that the office would be warranted in accepting death as a resultof dis-
abilities for which pensioned,’” he substantially admits that ** the chance for re-
covery might have been better had soldier been in perfect health when injury
was received.” 1t will be noticed, also, that he enly claims that the wound con-
tributed to the death, and not that it was the sole cause of the death. This ap-
pears in the use by him of the following language:

“The wound must be considered at least an important factor in death cause.”’

He seems to proceed upen the theory that if the disability for which the sol-
dier was pensioned only eontributed to the death, and was not the sole cause of
it, the nsion ought not to be granted. This may be a safe rule for the Pen-
sion Office toadopt, but it does not seem to us to'be the one that Congress should
act upon. It seems to your committee that if the disability incurred in the
service contributed materially to the death, it should be co ered asthe cause
of the death, so far at least as the ting of pensions is concerned. A very
apt illustration of this principle is found in the common law rule that a person
contributing directly by his negligence to an injury to another is liable sever-
ally to that other, notwithstanding the contribution to the injury by some other
person or some other course.

Not only does the medical examiner substantially admit that the pensioned
disability contributed or might have contributed to the fatal result; but it will
be observed that the two doctors who knew the soldier and his physical condi-

or six weeks, until he died, for chronie diarrhea ; that he died of Asiatic cholera,
superindu by the diarrhea, from which he suffered a ‘long time pie-
vious to his death.’

** Your committee think the disease incurred in the service was the cause of
the soldier's death, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill.”

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. .

MRS. CATHARINE REED.

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for
consideration by Mr. WicKmAM) was the bill (H. R. 7717) granting a
pension to Mrs, Catharine Reed.

The bill was read, as follows: ‘.

Be it enacled, etc., Tha{ the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Catharine Reed, widow
of Eben P, 8. Reed, late of Company D, One hundred and second Regiment of
Ohio Volunteer Infantry.

The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 7717,
beg leave to submit the following report :

Mra. Catharine Reed is the widow of Eben P, 8. Reed, late a private in Com-
pany D, of the One huandred and d i t Ohio Volunt Infantry. He
was pensioned on or about August 18, 1579, at one-half () per month for left
inguinal hernia, and at one-quarter (82) per month for luﬁ; disease from De-
;:em:g:r li;l.lm, to March 23, 1878, and thereafter at one-half (§4), or aggregat-

ng £5 tot.

On the 23d of November, 1880, the soldier received an injury from a piece of
board thrown from a circular saw running in a factory where he was amgioyed.
causing a flesh wound some 4 inches in length in the right groin, of which he
died on the afternoon of the 25th of the same month.

The widow agplied for a pension on the Tth day of February following, al-
leging that her husband died from the vitiated and weakened eondition of his
physical system, the result of his army exposure and lung disease, Her claim
was rejected November 15, on the ground that the immediate death cause—
the injury caused by a rown from a buzz saw—did not originate in the
service, nor was it a sequela of his pensionable disabilities. On appeal the case
was referred to a medical examiner, who made the following recommendation :

**The evidence in this case shows that soldier while working in a saw-mill
received a wound in the right groin. Erysipelas appearced in the wound, and
two days later the soldier died. While the chance of recovery might have been
better claimant been in perfect health when injury was received, the
wound must be considered at least an important factor in death cause, and it
is not thought. that the office would be warranted in accepting death as the re-
sult of disabilities for which pensioned.”

To which the medical referee added the followiug opinion:
bi;;tri)u}’h cause due to the injury and results thereof; not to pensioned disa-

88,

Dr, George Mitchell, in an aflidavit dated February 3, 1881, says:
*1 was assistant surgeon of the One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry and knew Eben P. 8. Reed, a‘frivme of Company D, of said
ment, who was ruptured while in line of duty, and afterward was taken
sick with pneumonia and a low form of fever, and that he was discharged the
service on account of disability. I was mustered out of service with the regi-
ment in July, 1865, and since then have been his medical adviser the major part
of the time ; and I declare further that to the best of my knowledge and belief
he has never fully and perfectly recovered from the egacba of the sickness he
bhad in the Army, and that his system has been vitiated and weakened by the

tion before he received the wound, and who were in attendance upon him, sub-
stantially, all the time from his receiving the wound to his death, concur in the
opinion that the soldier's system has been " viliated and weakened' by the
sickness he had in the Army “to such an extent that he was unable to with-
stand the effect of a severe injury or disease, as another person would who had
a healthy system,” and that ** the vitiated and weakened condition of his physi-
cal system, the result of army ex re and disease, invited the erysi tous
inflammation which he was unable to endure.”

There is no claim by the examiner nor by the referee that the pensioned dis-
ahi!ély em{l'd not have resulted pathologically in such * vitiated and weak d
condition.

In the light of the evidence in this case, your committee are clearly of the
opinion that a pension should be granted to this widow, who is very poor and
needy, and they do therefore recc dthe p ge of the accompanying bill,

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move that the committee rise and report to
the House the bills acted on this evening.

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 17, noes 8.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, hav-
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro fempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported
that the Committee of the Whole House, having had under considera-
tion the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with
various recommendations.

HOUSME DILLS PASSED.

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be en-
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord-
ingly read the third time, and passed:

A'bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, de-
pendent mother of William Longshaw, late assistant surgeon United
States Navy;

A bill (H, R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South;

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy;

A bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb;

bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer;
bill %H R. 8617; granting a pension to Henry Crotsley;

11 (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin;

bi
bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Brown; and
A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed.

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, theamend-
ments concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read
the third time, and passed:

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee;

A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of Charles S. Baker;

A
A
A
A
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A bill (H. R.2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck,
Balinac County, Michigan;

A bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones;

A bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan;

A bill (H. R, 9795) granting a pension to Nathaniel Francis (title
amended so as toread: *‘ A bill to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pen-
sion-roll;"’) and

A bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Busey (title
amended by striking out *‘ Busey '’ and inserting ‘‘ Bussey.’’)

SENATE DILLS PASSED.

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed:

A bill (8. 2449) granting a pension to James W. Bowman;

A bill (8. 2124) granting a pension to John Bush;

A bill (8. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin A. Burtram;

A Dbill (8. 2448) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade;

A bill (8. 2520) granting a pension to James White;

A bill (8. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Curtin;

A bill (8. b) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher;

A bill (8. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker;

5 A bill (8. 1575) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace
oung;

A Dill (8. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Hein;

A bill (8. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Chase;

A bill (8. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson;

A bill (S. 2830; granting an increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorman;

A bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin;

A bill (8. 2700) granting an increase of pension to Allen Glethen;

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell; .

A bill (8. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick;

A bill (8. 1076) granting a pension to the widow of John Leary, de-

ceased;

A bill (8. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor children
of Patrick Frawley; and

A bill (8. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins.

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the bills
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were ; and
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. MATSON. I move thatthe House do now adjourn.

The question was put to the Honse.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes seem to have it.

Mr. MATSON. I ask for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 24,

So the House refused to adjourn.

Mr. LAWLER. I desire to make a proposition.

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order.

Mr. CHEADLE. Irise to ask, by unanimous consent, that mem-
bers present who have not had bills considered to-night shall have the
privilege, by unanimous consent, each one of calling up a bill for con-
sideration.

*Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The demand for the regular order cuts
off all requests for unanimous consent.

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar.

Mr. WASHINGTON. Imove, by unanimous consent, that the House
dti_s.:hhnrgqlthe Committee of the Whole from the further consideration
0! e ll——

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order of business, which cunts
off all requests for unanimous consent. I insist upon my motion that
the House resolve itself into committee for further consideration of the
special order.

Mr. LAWLER. I demand a division on that motion.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 4.

So the motion was agreed to. X

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
House, Mr. DoCcKERY in the chair.

The Clerk proceeded to call the Calendar.

Mr. WASHINGTON. A number of gentlemen have come herenight
after night to assist others in getting throngh pension bills, but so far
have had themselves no recognition whatever. In behalf of these
gentlemen I ask they be allowed the courtesy of recognition by unan-
imous consent. I

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order of business.

ALMERON J. PATCHIN,

Thenext business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which
was requested by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (H. R. 8912) granting
im increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin; which was read, as fol-

OWS:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb: -
thorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Almeron J, ?sm:,

late of Company E, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and to pay
him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
?912} mntting an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin, submit the follow-

ng report:

'%‘hla soldier is now receiving a pension of $30 per month for gunshot wound
in right arm, received July 27,1864,in front of Atlanta. Theg wound was a se-
vere one, and itated the tion of 3} inches of the humerus, rendering
the arm and hand useless.

Dr. N.S. Newlan, in deseribing the wound in a recent affidavit, says:

* There is and has been no bone found in the humerus where the ball passed
through. The upper end of the lower fragment of humerus is rough and cut-
ting, at times coming through to the surface, causing chills and epilepsy and a
loss of mind partially, and rendering an attendant constanily necessary to pre-
vent injury to himself in the fits." ¢

Thenet of August, 1896, while it increases the pension for loss of arm at shoul-
der-joint, made no provision for equivalent disabllity, and the Pension Office
can therefore Ilﬂ'orlruo relief unless it can be shown that the epilepsy is the re-
sult of the wound, and that the regular aid and attendance of another is re-
guired. It is evident that the results of the wound are equal if not worse than
a healthy amputation at the shoulder would be.

Your committee therefore r mend the p of the bill with an amend-
ment striking out * fifty,” in line 7, and inserting ** forty-five.”

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object to the passage of that bill. This
man can apply under the general law at the Pension Office.

Mr. PERKINS. No, the gentleman is mistaken; he can not.

Mr. MORRILL. It is a peculiar caseand one which often arises, as
members of the committee well know, where the injury is worse than
amputation at the elbow-joint. The wound necessitated the resection
of 3} inches of the humerus, rendering the arm and hand useless, He
does not come under the general law. The old law made provision for
equivalent disability, but the act of August, 1886, unfortunately does
not. He therefore can not apply to the Pension Office, butis compelled
to come to Congress. . e

Mr, WASHINGTON. I withdraw my objection. ;

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation thatit do

Mr. LAWLER moved that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, hav-

ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported
that the Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration
the Private Calendar under the special order, and particularly the bill
(H. R.B8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin,
and had directed him to report the same back to the House with an
amendment, and with the recommendation that the bill as amended
be passed.
The bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J.
Patchin was taken up, the amendment of the Committee of the Whole
agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the
third time, and passed.

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pn.;i;ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table. »

The latter motion was agreed to.

The hour of 10.30 o’clock p. m. having arrived, in accordance with
the previous order, the House adjourned.

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED.

Under the rules private bills of the following titles were introduced
and referred as indicated below: :

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 207) authorizing
the Secretary of War to cause a report to be made of the practicability
and necessity of a winter bridge across the Detroit River—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11008) granting a pension
to John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11009) granting a pension to James Calnon—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11010) to restore to the pension-roll the name of
Almon R. Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11011) for the
relief of Samuel S. Haynes—to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11012) granting a pension to Will-
iam A. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11013) for the relief of Sarah E.
Bodle, widow of Charles W. Bodle, deceased—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 11014) granting a pension to Jesse
Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11015) granting a pension to Mathew
Edmondson—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11016) granting a pension to Louisa Neal—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions. )

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 11017 nting a pension to
Johfl Adams. : { S

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 11018) for the relief of L. H. Berg
to the Committee on War Claims.
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By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11019) granting a pension to Bridget
Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11020) granting & pension to Amos Baecus—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bhill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension
of Charles Hahneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11022) granting a pension to Ben-
jamin F. Bevier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11028) authorizing the
Secretary of War to place the name of John H. Young on the roll of
Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affnirs.

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11024) to place the nameof Mary B.
Miden, widow of Michael Mider, on the pension-roll—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions,

. PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of business men of Washington, D. C.,
for printing 10,000 eopies of the argument of John Pope Hodnett—to
the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of P. N. Shields, of Matilda Reid,
and of Mrs. M. L. Kennon and Joby Bonsall, heirs of John H. Johy,
of Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of John Reeson for relief—to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

By Mr. BURNES: Memorial of Messrs. Austin, Darby, and others,
of St. Joseph, Mo., regarding duties upon certain imported commod-
ities—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany bill No. 10688, to pension
John K. F {0 the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of James W. Glover, of Oxford, N. Y.,
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hon. W, D. Leiper and 40 others, citi-
zens of Hot Springs County, Arkansas, and of Thomas B. Green and
others, citizens of Ounachita, Ark., for amendments to the interstate-
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Charles Hahneman, Company C,
Forty-first New York Volunteers, for increase of pension—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of executor of Martha W. Dunbar,
of Adams County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

The following petition for an increase of com

tion of fourth-class
tmasters was referred to the Committee on Post-Office and Post-
ds:

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Of citizens of Dry Run, Miss.

SENATE.
SATURDAY, July 28, 1888,

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 and approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr, WILSON, of Towa. I have had placed inmy hand for presenta-
tion to the SBenate by the secretary of the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of
the American Peace Society, a memorial praying for such legislation as
will lead to the establishment of asystem of arbitration, especially be-
tween this country and Great Britain, for thesettlementof all disputes
without a resort to war.

We have heard so much of late about the propriety of practicing the
old maxim, “‘in peace prepare for war,” that this seems a fitting state-
ment of a different practice, in peace prepare for its tion.

The case is so well stated and the signers are of such a character that
I desire to have the memorial with the names printed in the REcorD.
It is signed by a committes of five appointed by the governor of Penn-
sylvania, a committee representing the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the
American Peace Society, by three ex-governors of the State of Penn-
sylvania, and numerons other citizens prominent in the business affairs
of the country.

T ask that the memorial may be printed in the REcoRD and referred
o the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. HOAR. May I inguire what the purport of the memorial is?

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. It is in favor of establishing a system of
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain for the settle-
ment of disputes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the
names also printed in the REcoRD ? ;

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. The names also.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and
it is so ordered.

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,
and ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

To the Senate and House of Repressntalives of the United States :

The undersigned citizens of P Ivania have been appointed, five of them
by the governor of the Stale and five by the Pennsylvania ch of the Ameri-
can Peace Society, for the purpose of endeavoring to further the adoption by the
United States Government of the proposition emanating from over one-third pt
the members of the British House of Commons, for the permanent abandon-
ment of war as a means of settling differences between the two countries,

We need not recount the arguments which have already been addressed to
you from different quarters in favor of this measure; nor the evidences, de-
rived from scores of successful experiments, and covering half a century, that
WAr can beg:evented by arbitration, whenever a nation is just in its intentions,

In more than half of these cases the United States has been one of the parties
and has set a noble example to the rest of the world, which is more and more
npémar:iptad and followed as the years pass by, Itis emincntl;lr fitting that this
industrial, commercial, and professedly Christian country should be &ga pioneer
in this movement, so becoming the nineteenth tury and so nt with
the teachings of the Prince of%enee; and in our opinion it is more approprinte
that she should take the initiative in the present forward stev in favor of a per-
manent treaty of arbitration than that any other nation should.

1 been urged by way of objection that there is no necessity for this be-
tween the United States and the Uniled Kingdom. But'two disastrous wars
have occurred between those nations since the middle of the last eentury, and
there have been at least two narrow escapes from war befween them within
Ii)he h;i‘tgmwi er of acentury. 1t is also significant that these were both averted

y Ar on. y

The fact, however, that there is less likelihood of war between them than be-
tween other nations!affords the very reason why the present attempt can be
made with ble hope of

. It wounld be most ungracious, and would present the appearance of unfriend-
liness on the part.ot this ouuntl;y, if a proposition so commendable on general
grounds, advocated by so considerable a portion of the British Parliament, a

ber of wh d the ocean as a deputation for the express purposs of
presenting it, should be treated with the discourtesy, either of silence or rejec-
tion, by a nation between whom and their own exist the strongest ties of kin-
ship and commerce, .

We can not conceive that any sane man would prefer war, with all itatrain of
losses, woes, and death, and its unspeakable demoralizations, to a pacific solu-
tion of any difficulty that may arise, which would allow the happinessof a great
people to remain uninterrupted, the course of commerce to flow on in its accus-
t d el ,and Ith and Iantion to increase, unchecked by wanton
o e e T tifiea by th r fth  enf,

or these reasons, for the experience of the and enforeed by our
hopes of the future prosperity of this country, we noﬂﬁ:itty support the pro
sition of the British deputation and entreat Congress to passa ﬂ:oinf. resolution
instructing our Government to negotiate with the Government of Great Bri
a treaty providing for the gettling by arbitration of all differences whatever be-
tween the two countries which fail to reach a satisfactory solution through the
ordinary channels of diplomacy, to the end that all disastrous effusion of blood
by war between these kindred nations shall hereafter forever be avoided,

Joshua L. Bailey, Robt. E. Pattison, Jno. Wanamaker, Chas, H.

Banes, David Scull, committee appointed by the rnor of

Pennsylvania; Philip O. Garrett, ETanm Bcnrﬁ:::n. Rich-

ard Wood, T. P. Stevenson, W. ¥, Sa er, per order committee

appointed by the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the American Peace

Society. 1 am in sympathy with the movement sbove re-

ferred to: James A. Beaver. Ve cordially unite in the foregoing

petition: Jas. Pollock, J. F. Hartranft, Henry M, Hoyt, ex-

governorsof Pennsylvania ; Edwin H, Fitler, mayor of Philadel-

phia; Daniel M. Fox, W. 8. Stokley, Samuel G. King, ex-mayors

of Philadelphia; John Cadwalader, eollector of the port; Louis

'Wlﬁmu or public works; Robert P. Dechert, city con-

troller; hem-y Clay, receiver of taxes; Frank F. Bell, city treas-

urer; rge Graham, attorney; C. H. Krumbahar,

high sheriff; B. B. Comegys, president P]Jllndall}:hla Na-

tional Bank, 4205 Walnut street, i Geo. H. Stuart,

resident Merchants' National Bank ; George i’hil]er. president
st Nationﬁ;!%nk fﬁ{h D. Bmw;:, mide.int. Bit:anth Nim.ionn!
Bank; Lind myth. presiden nnsylvania Annuity and
Insurance Company; T. L. Erringer, president Philadelphia
Trust and Safe Deposit Company; Bam R. Singley, president
Provident Life and Trust Company; 8. A, Caldwell, president

PopP

delity and Safe D&Poalt Company; Thomas Coch-
ran, president Guarantee Trust Company; Wm. Broekie,
president Investment y of Philadelphia; G, M. Trout-

man, president Oentr?tﬁmgnal Bank; Arthur M. Burton,
Elb P. Morris, Thomas L. Gillespie, Geo. 8. Harris, Jay
Cooke, J. Simpson (Afriea) president Union Trust Company ;
Wk Hienry Tarmell (Lavacd. Fiats & Handyys B o en!
m. " ;1 E.C.Kn : Ed-
ward H. Ooates (Edward H. Coates & Co.}; cis B. fleeves,
Parvin & Co.); William W. Justice (Justice, Bateman &
) James Whitall tall, Tatum & Co.); William Waterall
(William Waterall & Co.); J, . Strawbridge (Strawbridge &
Clothier); Geo. 1. M v president Market Street

Bank;.Joel J. Baily (Joel J. Baily & Co).

PHILADELPHIA, June 30, 1888,

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Joseph D. Tate, of Eureka
Springs, Ark., praying that his pension may be increased to $100 per
month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R, 1216) for the investigation of the mining-
débris question in the State of California, reported it with an amend-
ment, and submitted a report thereon.

* Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Education and Labor,
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitra-
tion or commission for settling controversies and differences between

i corporations and other common carriers engaged in interstate
and Territorial transportation of property or passengers and their em-
ployés, reported it without amendment.

ur
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