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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. Tucker 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 snbshantial points of this case. It is one which il­
lustrates in the strongest · manner the wisdom of the bill which we 
passed to-night requiring the Government to proceed promptly against 
parties who are charged with being defau1ters, and providing that if 
suit be not instituted wit bin :fi. ve years after the person retires from of­
.fi.ce the sureties shall be discharged. 

The SPEAKER p1·o iempm·e. Is there objection to the considemtion 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

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

Mr. ROGERS 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. 
ALIEN OWNERSHIP 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 (IJ. R. 6822) to amend chapter 340 of the laws of 1887, entitled "An act .to 

restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens, 
etc." 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of chapter stO, of the laws of 1837, approved 

March 3, 1887, be amended so as to read ns follows: 
"SEC. 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 
railroad, canal, or tut·npike corporation, shall hereafter acquire, hold, or own 
lands in any territory, other than us may be necessary for the proper operation 
of its railroad, canal, or turnpike, except such lands as may have been granted 
it by act of Congress. But the prohibition of this section shall not affect the 
title to any lands now lawfully held by any such corporation: Provided, That 
this section shall not apply to lands acquired, in good faith, by mercantile or. 
manufacturing corporations, organized under the laws of the United States, or 

sideration of bill relating to <.!ompensation of district attorneys, mar­
shals, etc.-to the Committee on Ru1es. 

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 Miss 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 Council No. 48, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Beaver FalJs, Pa., for the passage of Senn.te 
bill 553, 1·egulating immigration-to the Committee on Foreign Af­
fairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of James H. Orr, for n. pension-to 
the Committee on Inv::ilid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Petition of Knights of Labor of Ellen burgh, N. 
Y., in favor of H. R. 8716-ro 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'NFJLL: 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 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldie..-s, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a d11y for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By 1\Ir. GIFFORD: Of Joseph Elson and 28 others, soldiers of the 
late "War, of Spink County, Dakota. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Jo~nal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

the constitutions or laws of any State or Territory in the United States or the EXECUTIVE CO!\Il\IUNIC.ATIO~S. 

taken. in payment of pre-existing bona fide indebtedness due to such corpora- . e ;:; pro ~tempore a1 e1ore t e. ~nat~ a communica-District of Columbia, upon foreclosure, execution, or judicial proceedings, or l Th PRE,...IDENT 1 "d b ~ h S · 
tions rn the ordinu.ry course of business." twn from the Secretary or the Treasury, transmitting, m response to a 

The SPEAKER1J1·o tempore. Is there objection to the consideration I resolution of the 13th instant, reports of the Solicitor of the Treasury 
of this bill. 

1 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and of Mr. H. B. Little-

Mr. FULLER. I object. 1 page, lately employed as an agent of the Treasury Department, in re-
Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House adjourn. II gard to property of the United States, or to which the United States 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 25 have a valid claim, which is held in adverse possession against the 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 1 United States; which, on motion of Mr. CALL, was, with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented two petitions of citizens of 

and referred as indicated below: Coos County, New Hampshire, pmying for certain amendments to the 
By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10999) granting a pension to Will- interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on 

iam H. Coffin-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Interstate Commerce. 
By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 11000)" to authorize the leasing of Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Connecticut, praying 

the school and university lands in the Territory of Idaho, and for other for the passage of such legislation as will more effectually protect ag-
pmposes-to the Committee on the Public Lands. riculture; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. McKENNA: A bill (H. R. 11001) granting a pension to I He als.o presented a petition of citizens of Meriden, Conn., praying 
George W. Johnson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. for certam amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was re-

By .J}fr. McKINLEY : A bill (H. R. 11002) to remove the charge of ferred to i;he Committee on Interstate Commerce. . 
desertion from the military record of Eli Haines-to the Committee on 1\-Ir. QUAY presented petitions of Southwark Council, No. 144, Phil-
Military Affairs. adelphia, Pa., and of Sewickley Council, No. 170, Sewickley, Pa., Jun-

Also, a bill (H. R. 11003) granting a pension to Edward Balmat- ior Order of 1Jnited American Mechanics, praying for the passage of 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Senate bill 553, to regulate and restrict immigration; which were re-

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R.11004) granting a pension ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
to Sarah A. Tryon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. He also presented petitions of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens 

By Ur. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester of Union ~ty, Pa., a~d vicinity, of John C. Steiner and 24 other ex-
Gaven-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Union soldiers and sailors, of W. H. Wharton and 14 other ex-Union 

· soldiers and sailors, of William H. Van tassel and 43 other ex-Union sol­
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Tho following petitions and papers were laid 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

diers and sailors, of H. W. Drips and 28 other ex-Union soldiers and 
sailors, of Theodore Hunt ancl10 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of 

on the Clerk's desk, William Frasier and 23 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, ofSamuel 

By 1Ir. J. I\1. ALLEN: Petition to have the claim of Peter F. Archer, 
deceased, referred to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on ;var 
Claims. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of heirs of H. J. Dickson, for referenced 
their claim to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Commerciar 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 beset apartfor con-

B. Kennedy and 27 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. H. Lasher 
and 30 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of William McElfresh and 
12 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of W. H. Smith and 9 other ex­
Union soldiers and sailors, 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, ofM. L. Carnahan 
and 5 otherex-Unionsoldiersand sailors, of John H. Park and 38other 
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Vachel Catlin and 31 other ex-Union 
soldiers and sailors, of AlbertS. Borlin anci 12 other ex-Union soldiers 
and sailors, of George H. Murphy and 28 other ex-Union noldiers and 

·. 
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sailors, of J. A. Pearce and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of The bill, I will state, has been drawJ;l by the judges of the District and 
C. L. Palmer and 8 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of C. P. Craver approved by the Districtattorney, and carefully considered by the com­
and 66 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. H. Murdock and 12 mittee. 
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, ofW. H. Swart and 18 other ex- By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
Union soldiers and sailors, ofWilliamAndersonand 14other ex-Union proceeded to consider the bill. 
soldiers and sailors, of D. L. Crawford and 36 other ex-Union soldiers and The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co-
sailors, ofM. R. Haymaker and 15 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of lumbia was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
Henry Campbell and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of H. C. SECTION 1. That in all causes of which the police court of the District of Co­
Fishel and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Michael R. Meanor lumbia has or.iginal_jurisdictioJ?- and i!J- which, u~de!-" the la.w, a pe~son accused 
and 37 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors of Andrew Cook and 35 of an offense IS eJ?-titled to a. ~r1alt;>y Jury, the s~~d Jury shall C?nsiSt of twelve 

- . . ' h persons selected m conformtty w1th the proVlStons and reqmrements of the 
other ex-Umon soldiers and sa1lors, of Henry Stobie and 25 ot er ex- twenty-fourth chapter of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum-
Union soldiers and sailors, of Charles Wiley and 6 other ex-Union sol- bia,exceptinsofarasthe~a;idprovisi<?nsandrequ!t'ementsaremodified,altered, 
diers and sailors of c. G. Koechlin and 27 other ex-Union soldiers and I or amen_ded ~Y tJ;le proVJston!'l of th_Is act: ~rovtde<J-, That the person charged 

. ' . - . . . may wa1ve hiS right to a. tnal by Jury, whiCh watver shall be entered on the 
sailors, of Samuel McCutchm and 20 otner e_x-Umo~ soldiers a~d sail- records ofthe.court, and sub~it the trial of the cause to thejuqge of said police 
ors, of W. D. Patterson and 17 other ex-Umon soldiers and sailors, of court, whose Judgment t-herem shall have the same effect as if the cause had 
W "ll" - W ds d 44 th U · ldi d "I f N N been tried by a jury · 

1 lam J • 00 an 0 ~r ex- ~on so e~s an sal ors, 0 • • SEc. 2. That the n~mes of those persons who may be selected to be dia"wn for 
Fullerton and 19 other ex-Uruon soldiers and sailors, of Jesse A. Clem- jury service in the said police court, as herein provided, shall be put and kept 
ents and 8 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J obn R. Henry and 7 in a box for that purpose, distinct _and sepa!-"&te. from that used for the names _of 
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors of William Behney and 10 other p~rsons selecte<;l to be drawn for Jury serVJce .m th;e supreme court ~f the DIS­
. . . . ' . . tnct of Columbta. Such names shall be put ln said box at such times a.s the 
ex-Umon soldiers and sailors, of J. W. Wilson and 6 other ex-Umon publiccom·enience and thenecessitiesofthe case mayrequire; andshould said 
soldiers and sailors, of Joseph P. Love and 15 other ex-Union soldiers name~ be exhausted b_y dra'Ying tJ:om said box-a.t a time when said supr~e 
and sail om of John Lauffer and 5 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors cot!rt m general term 1s not m se~10n\ and the officers or pers<?ns to make h~ts 

'. . . . f . ' of Jurors are from any cause not 1n eXIstence or capable of actmg, the commts-
of James Miller and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, o Simon sioners of the District of Columbia. shall act as such officers or persons for the 
Bitts and 37 other ex-Unlon soldiers and sailors, ofP. C. King and 14 time being; with respect tojuro:s for _said police ~ourt; and. at least twen~y-six 
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, and M. S. Tarr and 14 other ex- ~ames shall be drawn at any g1ven t1me for service on the Jury at the said po-

. ld" d il ll f W l d C t P 1 . llce court. Umon so Iers an sa ors, a o estmore an oun y, ennsy vama, SEc. 3. That all jurors summoned to serve on a jury in the said police court 
praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which shall serve for a term of one month, and shall receive as compensation for each 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. day's attendan~ the s.um of $2, and for each _half-day's att_endance the sum of $1. 

. . . Any vacancies m the Jury so called for serviCe m the police court shall be filled 
· Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of W. W. Sm1th and by talesmen to be supplied as now provided by law in the case of vacancies in 

89 others, citizens of Manistee, Mich., praying for an amendment of a1ury for s~ryice in the s~preme c~urt ~fsaiqDistr~ctof Columbia. No person 
the interstate-commerce law· which was referred to the Committee on shall _be ehgtbl~ for serviCe on a. Jury m said_ pollee c?u~t for more than one 

' term In any penod of twelve months; but serVlce on sa1d JUry shall not render 
Interstate Commerce. any person so serving exempt, ineligible, or disqualified for service in the said 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Farmland, Ind., s~preme court, except during the time of actual service or:. such jury in said po-
p ... ayi·ng rcor the better protection of the Yellowstone National Park· hce court. 

• • 
1

' . ' Sxc. 4. That the power to examine and commit, or hold to bail, in any offense 
whiCh was ordered to lie on the table. cognizable in the supreme court of the said District, shall remain in the judge of 

He also presented t.he petition of Andrew Weiand, late private of the said police court, as is now provide~ by l~~:w. . . 
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Infantry, praying for an in- SEc. 5. That all laws or parts oflaws mconsiStent with the foregomg are here· 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. by repealed. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of s. A. H. McKim, executor The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
of the estate of James Gill, praying that the Secretary of the Treasury amendment. . . 
be authorized and instructed to cancel a draft heretofore issued in the Mr. PLATT: I WISh the S~~ator who reported the bill would make 
name of Joseph N. Gill for $159.77, and issue a new draft in its stead some explanatiOn of the pro~o~ of the a~endment.. . 
for a like sum, the discrepancy in the name having been occasioned by . Mf. FAULKNE~ .. The bill Simply provides for a Jury m t,he po-
a cl rical eiTor which was referred to the Committee on Claims. bee court of the DustriCt of ~olumbm. 

e • Mr. PLATT. In what kmd of cases? 
CAPITO!., NORTH 0 STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY. Mr. FAULKNER. Under the existing law there is no provision for 
Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the DistrictofColumbia., to which a jury in the police court of the District, and under the decision of the 

was referred the bill (H. R.10758) to amend the charter of the Capitol, Supreme Court, made <>n the 14th of May, the court held that no case 
North 0 Street and South Washington Railway Company, direct me to could be tried in the police court except those inferior misdemeanors 
report the same back without amendment, and as it is an exceedingly for breaches of ordinances of the city, and similar offenses, as in other 
short bill I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it be cases the Constitution guarantied to the accused a trial by jury. 
now considered. . When that decision was rendered, of course it limited very greatly 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. the jurisdiction of the police court by reason of the fact that it had no 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub- jury to try cases coming within the decision of the Supreme Court. 

ject to objection. The judge of that court, one of the judges of the supreme court of 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: the District, and the district attorney prepared a bill and had it pre-
Be i! enacted etc., That the CapitoL North 0 Street and South Washington Rail- sen ted in Congress and referred tA> the Committee on the District ot 

way Company is hereby authorized to extend its tracks and run its cars thereon Columbia. The bill has been carefully examined, and all its provisions 
through and along the following-named streets: Beginning at Fourteenth and have been excluded in reference to the appointment of ma!cistrates, B streets southwest, east along B street southwest to Twelfth street southwest, ~ 
to an intersection with its present line on said Twelfth street. which was provided for in that bill extending the criminal system, ami 

SEc. 2. That section 3 of the act entitled "An act to amend the charter of the only the provisions in reference to the jury retained. 
Capitol, North 0 Street and So';lth Washington Railway Company," approved The provisions as to the drawing of a J·ury are the same as those which March 3, 1881, be, and the same IS hereby, repealed. • 

SEc. 3. That unless said extension is completed and the cars run thereon govern in regard to the drawing of juries for the supreme court; they 
within six months from the passage and approval of this act, the authority are to be drawn under the provision of the law which governs the draw· 
herein granted shall be void. . ing ofjuries for that court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. Is there objection to the present con- I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that this bill is regarded 
siO.eration of the bill? as exceedingly important in tbe interest of public justice, for the reason 

, , Mr. SHERMAN. What is the section repealed? that the criminal court has now adjourned and will not have any jury 
Mr. HARRIS. This extension simply connects the detached link de- before October, and unless this bill is passed any one charged with an 

scribed in the bill. offense governed by the decision of the Supreme Court will have to 
Mr. SHERMAN. But what is the section repealed? remain in jail until the fust of October without trial, if it is impossible 
Mr. HARRIS. . The section repealed is the section which fixes a two- for him to give bail. For that reason the officers of t,he District arc 

cent fare extra on that detached link. It simply makes that link a part very anxious that it should be passed as promptly as possible. 
of the general system. :Mr. PLATT. In what sort of criminal cases does the police coUl't 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- have original jurisdiction? 
ceeded to consider the bill. Mr. FAULKNER. It has original jurisdiction by statute of petit 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to larceny, of assault and battery, and of such inferior misdemeanors, and 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. is the committing court for all felonies for the criminal court. 

DISTRICT POLICE-COURT JURY. Mr. PLATT. It does not include felonies? 
Mr. FAULKNER. I am instructed by the Committee on the Dis- Mr. FAULKNER. No. 

trict of Columbia to report with an amendment the bill (S. 3132) to The PRESIDENT pro tempO""re. The question is on agreeing to the 
provide for four police magistrates in the District of Columbia, to de- amendment. 
fine their powers and jurisdiction, to provide for trial by jury in the The amendment was agreed to. 
police court of the said District, and for other purposes; aud as the bill The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
is simply for the purpose oi providing a jury for the police court under was concurred in. 
the deci.,ion of the Supreme Court rendered in May last, I am instructed The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
to ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered at this time. third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to provide for tri_al by 

jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other pur 
poses.'' 

REPORTS OF COl\IMITTBES. 

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

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3385) to regulate the practice 
ofpharmacy in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colombia. 

·Mr. FARWELL. I am directed bythe Committee on the District of Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3386) providing 
Colombia to report favorably, and to ask the consideration at this time that the fund held for the redemption of United States notes shall be 
of the bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- composed of gold and silver, half in gold coin a.nd gold. bullion and 
road Company w extend a side track into square No. 1025, in the city half in silver bullion equal in value to the gold half; which was read 
of Washington. twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro t empore. The Senator from Illinois asks that :Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3387) granting a pension to 
the bill may be now considered. It will be read at length for informa- Charles s. Hamilton; which was read twice by_its title, and referred to 
tion. the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall be obliged to object to its present consideration. Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3388) granting a pension to 
Mr. FARWELL. It will take bot a moment. It will provoke no ~forgan Welsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

discussion. Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. FRYE. I am obliged to object. AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine objects, and Mr. DANIEL and :Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments intended 

the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. SA. WYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- to be proposed bytham, respectively, to t~e sundry civil al?pr?priation 

ferred the bill (S. 2590) granting a pension to George L. Sanders, re- bill; which were referred to the Committee on AppropriatiOns, and 
por ted H without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ordered to be printed. -

. Mr. SA. WYER {for .M:r. DAVIS), from the Committee on Pensions, REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 
to whom was referred the bill {S. 3325) granting an increase of pen- Mr. BLAIR submitt.ed the following coocurrent resolution; which 
sion to Julia M. Edie, reported it without amendment, and submitted was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
a report thereon. Resolt·ed by the Senau (the House of Representatives concun·ing), That of there-

Mr. P A.YNE. I am directed by a majority of the Committee on port of the Commissioner of Education for 1887-'iS there be prmted 6,000 copies 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 948) for the relief for the use of the Senate,l2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 20,0:JO cop,ies 
of James and William Crooks, of Canada, to report it without amend- for distribution by the Commissioner. 
ment. . CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

In the comse of the morning I ~hall file a written report and the Mr. CULLOM. The resolution introdoc~d by me two or tJ;tree days 
views of the minority. ago in referen~e to th~ Canadian Pacific Railway was to be laid before 

'l.'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed tJ:e Senate th1s .mo.rmng. The Senator fromM:~land [Mr. GoRMAN] 
on the Calendar. WI,shes to have It l~e over. The an;tendment ~hiCh he has prepared to 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, . offer t'? the resolut10n he left by miStake ~thiS roo~. . 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3054) to abolish the police court and I :Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the resolutiOn may lie over until Man-
office of justice of the peace in and for the District of Columbia, and for day· . . . 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed I The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. It will he over until Monday. 
indefinitely. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings ttnd Grounds, 1 A messaue from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
to whom were reoferred amendments intended to be proposed to the , Clerk, ann~onced that the Honse had passed th& following bills: 
sundry civil appropriation bill for a public building for post-office and I A bill (S. 64) to authorize the juries of the United States circuit and 
other Government purposes, at Roanoke, Va., and for extension of the I district courts to be used interchangeably, and to provide for drawing 
public building at Lynchborgh, Va., reported them fa\orably, and talesmen; . 
moved their reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was A bill (S. 143) to provide for the issuing and recording of certain com-
agreed to. I missions in the Department of Justice; 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to A. bill (S. 183) requiring notice of deficiency in accounts of principals 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the restoration to be given to sureties upon bonds of United States officials, and fixing 
to the Reform School of boys who have been discharged on probation, a limitation of time within which suits shall be brought against said 
and for other purposes, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was snreties upon said bonds; and 
nostponed indefinitely. · A bill (S. 783) to correct the enrollment of an act approved March 
- Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 3, 1887, entitled "An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act 
ferred the following bills, rep.orted them each with an amendment: to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam and to regUlate the removal of causes from the State courts, and for 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; other purposes, approved March 3, 1875." 

A bill (H. R. 1228) for establishing a light or lights and a fog-sig- The message further announced that the Hoose had passed the bill 
nal at or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California; (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian women, 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House with amendments; in which it requested theconcurrenceoftheSenate. 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, The messaue also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
near Nantucket Mass · h fill · ., 11 d bill d th th · ed b th 'll (H R •7604) ·~ th tablish t f li ht h d fi t e o owrng enro e s; an ey were ereupon s1gn y e 
. A b1 . · or e es . men ° a g - o~se. an og- Presidentpro ternp_ore: 

s1gnal.at or near Gull Shoal, Pamh~ Sound, Nor!h Carolina, . A bill (H. R. 1312) to provide for a term of court at Qnincy, Ill.; 
A ~Ill (H. R. 8750) for the establiShment of a light-house at or near A bill (H. R. 1426) supplementary to the act of July 1, 1862, en-

Tangi~r Island, Chesapeake Ba:y:; . . . . . titled "An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
A bill (H. R. 7421) for establiShl!lg a hght off Pamhco Pomt, North line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean and to secure to the 

Caro~a; . . . Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur-
A bill (H. R. 5716)_f~r establishmg a hght at-the mouth of Otter poses," and also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acts amenda~ry 

Creek,. Lake Champlam, _ . . of said first-named act; . 
A bill (H. ~- 1641) for tne erection of a light-h?use ~t or :t;tear a A bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a bridge across the 

point about midway between Barnegat and Navesmk lights, m the Missouri River at Ponca Nebr.; . 

StaAteb?~N(::rw ie~~IJ) fi tabli h' li ht-h d fi . 1 A bill (H. R. 3070) td authorize the construction of a bridge across 
1 . : or es . s. ~g a g ouse an og-eJgna on the Missouri River, in Montana; . 

Roe Is.land, SUISun Bay, Califorma, ~nd . A bill (H. R. 3361) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and 
A bill (H. R. 19~2) ~or t~e esta?h~h!ll~nt of a light-house at the districtcourtsoftheUnitedStatesforthedistrictofKentockyatOwens-

mouth of Great Wiconnco River, Vugnn~, . . . . borough, in said district, and for other purposes; 
Mr. MANDERSON, £:om the Comnnttee on ~Iihtary A:ffarrs,. to A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North-

:whom was :eferred the b~l (~. R. 9396) for the relief of ~eneral Will- western Railway Company the right to construct and maintain a bridge 
1am F. Snnth, reported It with amendment, and submitted a report across the Missouri River, near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 
thereon. A bill {H. R. 6602) for the relief of James O'Brien; · . 

BILLS INTRODUCED. A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize. the construction of a bridge across 
:Mr.. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3383) granting a pension to the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water­

Mary A. Potts, widow of Dr. Alfred Potts; which was read twice by town Railroad Company; 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- A bill (H. R. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
tee on Pensions. and foot-passenger bridge across the St. John's River between De Land 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3384) to purchase a painting of Abra- Landing and Lake Monroe; in the State of Florida; 
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A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizmg the Houston, Central .Arkn.nsas and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
Bayou Bartholomew, and across Ouachita, Red, Little, :md Sabine 
Ri "rers, 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 
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize 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. 

cussion of the treaty proceeded from that cause. These statements 
ma.y have prejudiced some persons against the treaty who know noth­
ing of its merits, and will justuy a brief statement of the facts relatinO' 
to the consideration of the treaty in open executive session. Soon afte~ 
this treaty was sent to the Senate the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rm­
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. Wheri it came up in this 
body the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] Inc'l.de 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-

THE FISHERIES TREATY. mont in an equally able and elaborate argument on the same side, 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of deprecating the injq.ry which would be inflicted on the country by" 

executive business with open doors. discussing in public treaties negotiated with foreign countries. 1\fr. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp ore. The Senator from Maine moves that HA WJ,EY, of Connecticut, ably presented the same view of the matter, 

the Senate proceed in open executive session to the consideration of and upon a yea-and-nay vote only three Senators voted for open dis-
the fisheries treaty. cussion. In less than forty-eight hours thereafter (I believe on the 

1\Ir. BECK. :Mr. President-- very next day) a Republican caucus was held, and it was determined 
The PRESIDENT pro tem,pore. The motion is not debatable. I s by the caucus that the treaty should be considered with open doors. 

there objection to the Senator from Kentucky proceeding? The Chair Then the humiliating sight was presented of every Republican Senator, 
hears none. with one exception (Mr. HALE, of Maine), coming into the Senate and 

l'!Ir. BECK. I beg pardon. I rose to object to the motion, if I can, , voting for an open executive session, reversing their own action upon 
and to say that the sundry civil appropriation bill has been pendinO' I the Riddle berger resolution. No more humiliating sight was ever wit­
for several days, ann I understood the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLie:_ n~sed in the American Senate; Senators who had declared that the in­
so~] intended to call it up this morning. It is a bill of very great im- I terest of the country in its foreign relations would be sacrificed by re­
porronce. There is a great deal of matter in it, and it will take per- pealing or suspending the rule of the body which had existed from the 
haps, two orthree daysto dispose of it. Nearly thirty days hav~gone ~oundation o~ the Government, requiring the consideration of treaties 
now since the beginning of the :fiscal year, and perhaps it will be nee- rn secret sessiOn, at the mandate of a. party caucus for a partisan pur­
essary to extend the appropriations m£tde by the last sundry civil ap- pose, deliberately bartering their expressed convictions and surrender­
propriation act if the bill is not proceeded with at once. I do not ing their opinions upon a matter of public duty in order to obtain a 
think anything else can be as urgent as that bill, and I hope the Sen- ~upp~sed party advantage. It is supposed that there is a class of voters 
ate will proceed to its consideration. m thiS country who are opposed to any treaty or other friendly rela-

Mr. FRYE. I made the motion because the Senator from Deb ware tions with Great Britain, and the public discussion of the proposed 
[Mr. SAULSBURY] is very anxious to occupy the floor this morninO', treaty was decreed by a pa,rty caucus in order that appeals might be 
His family i sick, and he is liable to be called away at any moment. made to their prejudices which would influence their votes in the com­

Mr. BECK. Oh, if that is the object, it is all right. ing Presidential election. This side of the Chamber deprecates most 
1\Ir. FRYE. I had arranged it practically with the chairman of the sincerely the prostitution of the high function of the Senate as a part 

Committee on Appropriations. of the treaty-making power of the Government to partisan purposes, 
1\Ir. BECK. That settles it. and regrets the evil consequences which may result to the country in 
:Air. ALLISON. I will say that I feel the same urgency respecting tbe.condnct o~ its foreign relations from the example which has been 

the sundry civil appropriation bill that the Senator from Kentucky does, set m the consideration of this treaty by the Republican members of this 
but the Senator from Delaware appealed to me saying that be would body. 
be perhaps obliged to go away. But, l\lr. President, we have not opposed an open executive session 

Mr. BECK. I did not know that. from any apprehension that the treaty was indefensible, or that its 
.. Ir. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky and to public discussion would injq.re the Administration or the Democratic 

the SMate that immediately after the conclusion of the remarks of the party. On the contrary, we believe a full understanding of the treaty 
Senator from Delaware I shall ask the Senate to consider the sundry will commend it to the f:.worable judgment of the country as a wise 
civil appropriation bill. and just settlement of a controversy which lln.s threatened at times 

:Mr. BECK. That is aH right. the harmony and peace of both countries. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I feel bound to give notice that after the sundry If no supposed partisan interests had entered into the consideration 

civil appropriation bill is out of the way I shall insist on getting the of this treaty it w<fuld doubtless have encountered hostile criticism 
treaty disposed of as soon as posc;ible, and request Senators who desire and opposition. Almost every important treaty entered into with Great , 
to speak on the treaty to be ready to do so early next week. The rea- Britain has been opposed by no inconsiderable ·number of the Amer­
sons are manifest, and I shall feel it mydutytopressthe consideration ican people, and too often without such consideration as was necessary 
,of the treaty; and in my absence the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to the formation of correct opinions upon the merits or value of the 
will also press it. I hope that SenatOI's will make their arrangements treaties themselves. , 
so as to close the debate at least by Wednesday next. While the United States has at all times had greater reasons to 

Mr. FRYE. I beg pardon of the Senator from Ohio for making the maintain friendly relations with England than any other European 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the treaty this morning. I country, there has seemed to be on the part of many less desire for 
did not see him present when I made it. amity and friendship with that Government than any other foreign 

1\Ir. SHERMAN. That is all right. power, and less inclination to adjust amicably any matter in dispute 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The que.:."'tion is on agreeing to the between the two Governments. 

motion of the Senator from Maine. The treaty of1793 is, perhaps, the only treaty of much importanoe 
The motion was agreed to. which this country has ever made with England that has not encotm-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open executive tered severe criticism and opposition. 

s~ion. If there be no objection the reading of the Journal of the last The struggle for independence and the sacrifices and hardships which 
open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive Clerk it entailed had prepared the people of that day to accept a treaty which 
will report the treaty by title. acknowledged their independence and established relations of amity 

The ExECUTIVE CLERK. A treaty, ExecutiveM, between tbe United and friendship with the government and people from which they had 
States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven- separated. I can recall no other treaty of any great importance nego­
tion of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888. tiated between this country and England that bas not met with oppo-

M.r. SAULSBURY. :Mr. President, before proceeding to discuss the sition from some portion of the American people, and for some reason 
treaty under consideration I may be allowed to refer to a matter which there has seemed to be less desire to maintain kindly relations with that 
has nothing to do with the merits of the treaty, but which it is neces- country than other European powers. 
sary shall be placed right before the country. The treaty of1794, negotiated by Mr. Jay, at the time Chief-Justice 

It is known by the published proceedings of the secret executive of the United States, was denounced in every part of the country as a 
session relating to the treaty that the Democratic members of the Sen- surrender of American rights and a betrayal of American interests, 
ate voted against a motion made by the Senator from :Massachusetts to and after its approval by the Senate petitions and remonstrances W(lre 
consider the treaty in open executive session, and that the Republican sent to the President imploring him not to exchange the ratification of 
side of lihis Chamber voted for that motion. This fact has been made the treaty. Meetings were htld in numerous towns and cities and ad­
the basis for the assertion by the Republican press that the Democratic dresses made by able and patriotic men in opposition to the treaty, and 
Senators so voted because they believed the treaty indefensible and its details discussed in the press of that day in no temperate language. 
desired to prevent a public exposure of i~ real character. Indeed, it The negotiator, 1\Ir. Jay, was denounced and traduced in unmeasured 
has been intimated upon this floor that our opposition to a public dis- 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 
without having previously submitted the instructions given to Mr. Jay 
to the Senate for its approval. 

The treaty of 1814, which left unsettled some ofthe very questions 
for which the war of 1812 was supposed to have been declared, was also 
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 npo,n which no conclusion was reached, among others the 
question of onr :fishing rights as well as the questions of the right of 
search 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 
can or will be found on that subject that will not be opposed and de­
nounced by the New England fishermen and those representing their 
wishes. 

The treaty which settled our northwestern border, at one time a very 
threatening ~uestion, gave dissatisfaction to many at the time, and has 
since frequently been referred to as a surrender of territory that prop­
erly belonged 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 question 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 sense 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; butamisunderstandinghavingarisen in reference 
to some of its provisions, it has remained in a measure obsolete and 
inoperative. Owing to the different constructions put upon it by the 
two countries, the full benefit which it was intended to secure has not 
been realized; but it bas not been without decided advantage to this 
country, especially in removing the assumed protectorate of England 
overwhatwas known as theMosquito Coast, wherebyithasbeen made 
possible to construct a canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific by the 
Nicaragua route, a matter deemed of great importance at the present 
time. I want to add, in justice to the American negotiator of that 
treaty, that in a memorable discussion on the subject in the Senate be 
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 purpose of showing the im­
possibility of negotiating any treaty with the English Government, 
however wise it.<:! 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 question 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 interrupted 
by longer continuance of a condition of affairs such as bad existed since 
the termination of the :fishery clause of the treaty ol 1871. 

The contention about American :fishing rights had existed for nearly 
seventy years and had on more than one occasion excited apprehensions 
of a serious character, which were only allayed by temporary expe­
dients to be renewed upon the termination of the arrangements adopted. 

These tern porary arrangemen m were terminated by our own Govern­
ment upon proper notice, because they were unsatisfactory to our fisher­
men and deemed prejudicial to their interest. No preceding ad ministra­
tion had attempted or been able to.secure a permanent settlement of 
the questions in dispute, and President Cleveland's administration in­
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 market.<:! 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 intenerence in provincial ports and 
harbors under Canadian and British statutes relating thereto. The 

advantages enjoyed both by the Canadian and Amencan fisherme~ 
under that treaty became to be regarded by both as natural rights 6! 
which they could not be properly dispossessed. The trea.ty of 1871, 
securing the right of inshore :fishing to our fishermen and an exemp­
tion from the enforcement of Canadian regulations in provincial ports 
and harbors, has likewise impressed them with the belief that this dep• 
rivation of the privileges which they enjoyed underthattreaty 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 whicll 
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 difficulty will continue and increase the longer a settle­
ment is postponed. 

I have referred to this matter to remind the Senate of some of the 
embarrassments which bad to be encountered by the American nego­
tiators of this treaty-embarrassments which had been intensified by 
the failure of preceding administrations to settle as they ought to have 
done the questions in 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. It is 
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 subject.<:! 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 quarter .until 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 unrestricted as the in­
habitants of the provinces themselves. 

It might be difficult to determine upon what principle this liberal 
concession was made, but it is most likely that it was because 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 would not, 
I apprehend, have conceded such privileges to 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 war of 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 right.<:! in that 
regard. The treaty of 1814 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 inha.bita.nts thereof, to take, dry, a.nd cure fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic Majesty's dominions in America., it 
is agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His Britannic 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of eve1·y kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape R::ty to the Rameau Islands, on the 
western and northern coast of Newfoundland; from the said Cape Ray to the 
Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and also on the coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks, from MountJoly, 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 right-S of 
the Hudson Bay Company; and that the American fishermen shall also have 
liberty forever to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, a.nd 
creeks of the southern part of the coast of Newfoundland, hereabove described, 
and ofthecoastof Labrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, 
shall be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish 
at such portion so settled without previous agreement for such purpose with 
the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground. And the United States 
hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the in­
habitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 lllil.rine miles of any 
of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britanruc Majesty's dominions in 
America. not included within the above-mentioned limits. But they shall bo 
undel' such restrictions as may be necessary t.o prevent their taking, drying, 
or curing fish therein, or in 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. Wo 
therefore have now no other basis for any claim of right to fish in 
British or Canadian waters than th-e treaty of 1818, and the abroga-



. 

6896 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. JULY 27, 

tion of that treaty by this Government would exclude us frop1 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 would 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 could not claim that the 
voluntary relinquishment of our present privileges would restore such 
as we had formerly renounced. In the one case the contract would be 
broken by England, in the other by the United States, and the party 
in default might not justly take advantage ofits 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, and 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 governmenta in order the better to understand the pro­
visions of the treaty under consideration. This may be unnecessary so 
fn.r as Senators and others who have examined the correspondence be­
tween the two governments on the subject are concerned, but many 
persons 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 Governmentithas 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 
outside of a 3-mile limit from land. It is further contended on the 
part of this Government that the English and provincial statutes or 
commeTcial 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 arguments by which 
this contention has been supported, on the one side 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 to a 
proper consideration of the pending treaty to recount the arguments 
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 further elaboration. 
Every one at all familiar with the complaints of our fishermen at the 
restrictionsandlimitationsimposed upon 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 ent.itled 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 
qurt~ · 

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 could fish in the bays, 
creeks, &nd 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 advantageous. . 

The objections to the proposed treaty found in the report of the ma­
jority 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 fish em en which it 
does not secure, and if we are not satisfied with its restrictions and in­
hibition..c; our remedy is to annul the treaty or obtain a. modi.fication 
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 np 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 arran gem en t wi t}J. England and Uanada could be made, it might 
justify a rejection of the proposed treaty; but no such expectation can 
be entertained. 

The concessions to our :fishing vessels in the ports and harbors of the 
provinces 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 regulations, 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 tbe statutes themselves· apply with equa.l force to fishing 
vessels of all other nations as well a-s to those of the United States. 
Whatever relaxations of those statutes have been obtained in this treaty 
for the fishing vessels of New England are exceptions in their fuvor. 
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 upon·our fishing vessels under color 
of those hws, no relaxation of their rigid·enforcement had been ob­
tained by any previous administration; and now that modification ot 
their provisions has been 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 singu1ar 
ad vantage 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 wben we consider it in a broader 
view as a settlement of a long-standing controversy which on several 
occa.c:;ions 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 pea~ of both countries. We 
can not disguise 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 seriously _disturbed by the injudi­
cious action of those of their citizens en~aged· in the same occupation 
with mistaken ideas of their respective nghts 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 p1·evented 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 ~eretofore claimed or any privi­
lege which can justly be regarded as of the slightest value. The objec­
tions to this treaty·are captious and too insignificant to be ~terpos~d to 
prevent a.-settlement of a long-standing controversy which will be con-
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tinned and aggravated by the rejection of the treaty, and the pretense denies to the President the right t6 select agents to negotiate a treaty 
that it secures no valuable rights to our fishermen is so absurd that it without first obtaining the advice and consent of the Senate as to the 
is surprising that Senators will venture to make such assertions. persons selected and the instructions under which they shall act. 

No one who has heard the complaints of our fishermen in the past, This idea of senatorial supervision over the negotiation of treaties 
or read the protests of the present Secretary of State in his vigorous cor- by the Prd!ident had some advocates in the early history of the conn­
respondence with the British minister against the.wroiigs inflicted upon try, but had long since been abandoned, and has not been thought of 
them, and then impartially examines the provisions of the treaty which for nearly a hundred years, until brought forward as one of the ob­
guaranties them exemption from such wrongs in the future, can fail to jections to this treaty. Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, in a speech 
see the great value of this treaty to that class of our citizens as well as at Charleston in July, 1795, advanced the same idea as one of the 
the security which it affords to the future peaceful relations of the two objections to the treaty of 1794. President Washington had nominated 
countries. The value of this treaty to us is well understood in England Chief-Justice Jay as envoy extraordinary, etc., to England, who nego­
and Canada, and I present a briefsuJlllD.3ry oftbe concessions made to tiated that treaty without the Senate's having been informed of the 
this Government in the treaty announced in debate upon it in the Do- instructions given him, which Mr. Pinckney thought ought to have 
minion Parliament by Mr. Ellis, a member of that body from New been done. He advanced the same views which are suggested in the 
Brunswick, who declared himself in favor of the treaty because the committee's report in favor of the right of the Senate to superintend 
concessions were rigl;lt and proper to be made. the negotiation of treaties. This view was not sustained by the judg-

THE FISHERIES TREATY. ment of the country at that time or by the Senate itself, and its fallacy 
[From the Portland Advertiser.] was demonstrat-ed by a logical and lucid argument of Mr. Hamilton, 

In the course of the debate in the Canadian House of Commons on the fisli- in reply to the speech of Mr. Pinckney (Second volume Ame1·ican 
cries treaty, Mr. Ellis, of New Brunswick, enumerated t·hefollowinglist of con· Remembrancer, pages 106-8.) • 
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- The speech then lays down this doctrine, in positive terms, "that tlle Consti-
tion maintained so long in practice, that Canada and Great Britain could impose tution gives no power j;o the President to commence a negotiation without pre­
their own interpretations "llpon the meaning of the treaty of 1818, thus enlarg- viously submitting his intentions and instructions to the Senate, requiring their 
ing the restrictions of that treaty. By doing this we have given the United advice, and receiving th~irassent;" and the words of the Constitution," to make 
States a precedent upon which to base new demands for the amelioration of the treaties, by and with the ad vice and consent of the Senate," are the text for this 
regulations'applied to their fishing vessals should the need arise. strange commentary. 

Second. We have almost wholly abandoned the contention that fishing ves- The extent of the position is'' that the President has no power to enter into 
sels are a class by thelll8elves, and therefore not entitled to any commercial I any negotiation whatever without pre,•iouslyconsultingthe Senate and receiv-

' privileges. ing their opinion, advice, or assent. as well with respect to the necessity of such 
Third. \Ve entirely and forever abandon the 3-mile headland theory. a negotiation as to the propriety of his instructions," a position inconsistent 
Fourth. We forever admit·the righ~ of United States fishermen to navigate with the very principles of our Constitution, as well as Qf every other among 

the Straits of Canso. civilized nations; repugnant to the practice which has prevailed since the first 
Fifth. We no longer compel Amet·ican fishing vessels t.o depart from our operation of the present Government and to the practice which now prevails 

shores in twenty-four hours after arrival. · in France, where democratic principles are carried to the utmost extent; a posi-
Sixth. We relieve them from the obnoxious operations of customs regulations tion which would reduce the President from being the supreme executive of tht' 

enforced against them as fishing vessels, and which were specially severe, as Union to the mere organ and instrument of the Senate. 
the..true intent of these laws was to regulate commercial trading only. By the Constitution "the executive power is vested in the President of the 

Seventh. We free them from harbor, pilotage, and other dues, which are some- United States." Were there no limitation to this p6wer, in relation to treaties, 
times inhospitably and often capriciously imposed upon them, even in cases there would result to the Executive, as such, the power of making treaties. But 
where they sought shelter, dealing with them in these matters as commercial the Constitution, in specifying the powers of the President, has wisely limited 
vessels, though denying them the rights of commercial vessels. this power, and has declared, after mentioning the yarious duties of the Presi-

Eighth. We have practica.Uy abandoned the course of ordering them to depart dent, some of which he may perform without the intervention of any other 
if supposed to be hovering within om- waters; and also the plan of putting an branch of the Government, that" be shall have power, by and with the advice 
officer on board of them as a mature of cow.rse. and consent of the Senate, to make treaties." 

Ninth. We permit them under certain circumstances to purchase bait, to)·e- This limitation of the executive power can not be farther extended than the 
plenish outfits, to ship men, and to transfer cargoes. clear import of the terms; it can apply only to the making of treaties and not 

'.rent.h. We issue to them, free of charge, permits which enable them to pur- to the negotiations which precede them. The President may, therefore, of his 
chase supplies in ports of entry, on all occasions, just as trading Yessels, except own mere motion, commence or enter on any negotiation and give what in­
that they may not do it for barter, and this applies both to the homeward voy- strttctions he may.think proper to his agents, but the negotiations when com­
age and outward voyages. This section does not name bait, but there will be pleted can not constitute or make a tt·eaty which sliall be obligatory on the 
no difficulty whatever of purchasing bait under it. nation without the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Eleventh. By the fourteenth article we abandon our previous contention that Th d · 1 "d d · h h · ha · · b 
preparing within Canadianwaterstofishisevidenceofintention to actually fish e octrme a1 OWn In t e Speec IS, t t no negotiation can e 
within uanadian waters, and we therefore recede from the position taken by commenced, no instruction can be given without the previous consul-
th;~\r~~~S:~ have limited and defined and reduced the severe penalties im- tation and approb~tion of the Senate. He then goes on to test the 
posed by that act for violation of our exclusive rights of fishing. Forfeiture soundness ofthat VIew, and concludes: 
of the vessel is no longer a penalty except for fishing within Canadian waters, We find, then, by the Const.itution that the executive power is vested in the 
or preparing within these waters to fish therein. In all other cases-$3 a ton is President., and I have advanced thatevery power of an executive nature is inci­
the highest fine which can be imposed. dent to the President where it results fr-om the nature of the General Govern-

Thirteenth. We have provided a. summary process of law for dealing with ment, and is not limited and restricted by some special. provision. The associa­
arrested or captured vessels, instead of the old and slow process of the admiralty tion of the Senate with the President in relation to this point is limited merely to 
court. the making treaties, which are then the supreme law of the land, and does not 

Fourteenth. And lest the punishment of an infraction of the new treaty, or extend to the entering on or commencing negotiations which are not the law of 
that of 1818, should seem to be unjust, and to prevent the danger of giving of- the land, but mere instruments of writing, mere obligations in embryo which 
fense to the United States, the Government of Canada can reverse the judgment have no effect or validity, and do not become treaties until approved by the 
of the court. Senate. The difference between commencing a negotiation and making or 

Continuing. 1\Ir. Ellis explained that he did not object to these concessions. concluding a treaty is too obvious to be questioned. The limitation, then, 
He was glad the Government had learned a wholesoQ:Ie lesson. The petty an- being confined to the making or concluding the treaty, all the other preparn­
noyances pradiced upon the fishermen of the United States were impolitic, and tory powers result to the Executive as such by virtue of the Constitution. T 
might perhaps defeat the treaty in the United States Senate. The spirit of the 
treaty should have been shown before, and be, for one, was in favor of a repeal So that this idea which has been revived in the report of the Senate 
of all the restrictions of the treaty of 1818. - , Qommittee on Foreign Relations that the Executive must first consult 

By reference to the treaty it will be found that the advantages se- the Senate and lay before them not only the names of the agents whom 
cured thereby to this country are not overestimated by Mr. Ellis, but he employs in the negotiations, but the instructions under which they 
that his statement of the concessions made to this Government is war- act, has been examined heretofore and has no~ been thought of, as I 
ranted by a fair and just examination of the provisions of the treaty. before remarked, for nearly a hundred years until this committee in 
I shall not enter into a review of the various articles of the treaty, but its wisdom brought it forward as an objection to this treaty. It must 
content myself with the general statement that ib secures to our fish- have been the supposed weakness of the objection to the proposed 
ermen valuable privileges heretofore denied them and exemption from treaty on its merits that induced the majority of the committee in their 
the annoyances and interference of which they have heretofore com- report to inject into it a suggestion of usurpation .on the part of the 
plained without the deprivation of a single right enjoyed or claimed President in presuming to exercise executive po-wer in the negotiation 
of any practical value whatever. of a treaty without the permission of the Senate. 

I will now notic;e some of the objections ~ised to this treaty, and will There is much more danger of usurpation of power on the part of the 
first refer to one suggested in the report of the majority of the Com- Senate, as is fully proved by the deliberate attempt of this body a short 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. That report more thtln intimates that the time ago to divest thePresidentofthe powerofremovingobjectionable 
President had no right to negotiate this treaty without first having ob- Federal officers, than there is that the President, who is liable to im­
tained the advice and consent oftbe Senate as to the agents to be em- peachment by Congress, will attempt to assume authority in violation 
ployed and the instructions under which they were to act. This is the of constitutional provision. 
second time the assertion has been directly or impliedly made by com- The complaint of the majority of the committee that the President 
mittees of this body within the last three years that the Senate of the had appointed commissioners to assist the Secretary of State in negoti­
United States has a supervisory power over the performance of execu- ating this treaty without consultation with the Senate, and that the 
tive duties by th.e President. It is an attempt to revive an obsolet~ negotiation had been concluded without the advi~e and consent of the 
idea exploded nearly a hundred years ago, and toassumeforthe Senate Senate, will justly be regarded, not as a bold assertion of the power of 
powers not conferred upon it or upon both Houses of Congress com- this body over the exercise of executive functions by t.he President, 
bined. We discussed this question, so far as it relates to the removal but as a covert claim that the President has no right to enter upon 
of executive officers, in the last Congress, and I shall not say anything the negotiation of a treaty upon any subject or with any government 
upon that subject now; but the report of the majority of the committee without humb~y asking the permission of the Senate of the United 
advances a step further than was then claimed, and impliedly, at least, States. 

XIX- 432 
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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 au vice; or he may, if he desires, nsk the advice of the Sen­
ate. But he is under no obligation to do so, and from the temper man­
ifested by the majority of this body towards the present Hxecutive 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. I should be glad to see at all times the observance of that 
courtesy, cordiality, and confidence which ought to exist between the 
executive department and the Senate, and as a member of this body 
would 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, mid will be more likely 
to a.ttribute the suggestion to partisan motive than a desire to protect 
the country from Executive usurpation. 

It is said tl!at 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 claim 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 the privilege alleged to have been surrendered had been one of some 
value and given up upon no other consideration than a desire toes­
tabli h perfect cordiality and prevent discord in the future, it would 
find sufficient justification and. excuse. But when we remember thab 
the treaty yields no admitted right, but 'merely settles by compromise 
a contention oflong standing, which bas given trouble in the past and 
which, if it had ultimately been decided in our favor, of which there 
could be no reasonable expectation, would 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 ..th::..t the head­
land ,claim had virtually been abandoned by the :British Government, 
and that if our 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 bet· position 
on that point, and I venture nothing in saying that she never will 
abandon it and nev-er can abandon it further than she has done in the 
proposed treaty and hold her provinces in allegiance to herself. 

Around these bays, lyingwhollywithin 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 1 18. 

Would our Government permit the fishermen of Canada or of any 
foreign power to enter the bays and other waters lying wholly within 
oll.r limitS and jurisdiction and fish therein under a claim of right or 
under national comity? Could 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 1\Ir. Foster before the Halifax; 
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 
probable that an important question of international law would turn out to be 

' involved in it, relative, of course, to the so-called headland question, which has 
been the subject of so Ihuch discussion between the two governments for a long 
series of years; but the evidence that has been introduced renders this question 
not of the slightest importance, and inasmuch as it is a question which you are 
not empowered, except incidentally, to 'decide, a question eminently proper to 
be passed upon between the governments directly, I presume you will rejoice 
with me in finding that it is not practically before us, and that we need not 
trouble ourselves concerning 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 citizens, in common 
with all the l'est of mankind, were entitled to fish in such great bodies 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 purposes, as parts of the 
open sea; but the evidence, as I said before, bas eUminated all that matter from 
the inquiry. • 

So that Mr. Fo~ter in the discussion before that commission recog­
nized it as an existing question between the two Governments at that 
time, which was in 11376, I believe-that the headland question waf!..4\n 
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 appeared likely to loom up with 
>ery great importance. I refer to the headland que tion. I feel that I can con­
gratulate this commission that, for the purpose of their decision upon the sub­
ject submitted to them, that question does not a umeanyimportance whatever 
in this inquiry. But I wish to guard myself di tinctly from assenting to the 
view presented by l\I.r. Foster when alluding to that subject. He rather ap­
peal·ed to assume that for practical purposes this headland question had been 
abandoned by Her l\fajesty's Government, and that the mode of conducting this 
inquiry on the part of the counsel for Her Illajesty's Government showed such 
an abandonment. I beg to set my learned friends on the other side right upon 
that matter. There has been noabandonmentwhatever. Itonlycomestothis: 
that in this particular inquiry the evidence bas so shaped itself on either side 
that your excellency and your honors 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 que tion. 

Incidentally, no doubt, it might have fallen within your province to ueter­
mine whether the contention of the British or of the .Americn.n 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 l\Iiramichi and Chaleurs, it would have become at once 
necessary to come to a dedsion 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 tre~ty did not empower you to effect a final 
decision of it. The learned counsel a sociated with me on behalf of Her 
Majesty' s Government and myself shaped our evidence as much as possible 
wjth reference to the inshore fisheries. We concluded that if the American 
Government, who had put this matter prominently forward in their brief, in­
tended to challenge a decision from this commission, they ought to have given 
evidence of large catches made by their vessels in those bays. They have not 
done so. 

The evidence on our side has shown that to a very great extent the value of 
the fisheries is inshore; that undoubtedly very large catches could be made in 
the bodies of those bays, and tha.t'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 under tood-in fact, we 
expressly disclaimed the intention o! having it under tood-that there were not 
in the bodies of those bays valuable fisheries. I can only say, however, that 
before this commission there is no evidence of that, and you may dismiss it, 
theJ:efore, from your minds. When this headland question shall hereafter arise, 
if it should unfortunately arise, then I beg to say that the position laid down 
when the convention of 1818 was made has since been in no way departed 
from. My learned friends on the other side point to the Bay of Fundy. They 
say there is a bay which Great Britain contended came within the convention 
of 1818, and yet she was obliged, in consequence of the decision given by 1\Ir. 
Bates in the case of the Waslllngton in 1854, to recede from that po ition in ref­
erence to that bay. I beg to say that Great Britain did not recede. 

It was stated on the other side that it was t·es adjudicata. I say it is not. It is 
wholly improbable that the Bay of Fundy will ever again become a matter of 
contest between the two nations; but the fact in regard to that case is that Great 
Britain gave the United States the right to do in that bay that which answered 
their purpose quite as well as if she had abandoned her claim. She relaxed any 
claim that she bad by the com..-en tion of 1818, and that relaxation lias never been 
departed from, and in all human probability never will be departed from for all 
time to come. But it is relaxation, and nothing else. 

Mr. GRAY. That assertion was made by the British counsel in 1877. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; tha.t 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 
distinctly affirmed the headland claim of the British Government; and 
yet it has been said in debate here that that claim has beenabandoned 
or virtually 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. 

But, sir, the British Government has never abandoned it, and I re­
peat again that she ne\er 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 pronnces, and they will 
assert it and they will demand of Great Britain as her dependencies that 
she shall interpose to protect them, and this conces ion made in this 
trea.ty on that question, Mr. Ellis acknowledges in the debate to which 
I have referred, has been made ag a practical abandonment of the head­
land theory in this treaty, which was never done before. 

:Mr. Trescot has been very officious 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; neverthelesa be 
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. acknowledged this headland theory to be an existing question betw~enl fish in the bays over which the jurisdiction of the provinces extended? 
the two governments. On page 1639 of the same volume he said: The assertion, therefore, that the treaty surrenders a right to fish in 

Then, with regard to the character of the convention of 1818. I wish to put British bays is not only a misconception but a misrepresentation of the 
on record here my profound conviction that, by every rule of diplomatic inter- facts in the case, and does great injustice not only to our negotiators of 
pretation and by every established precedent, the convention of 1818 was abro- the treaty but to former Secretaries of State who have failed to have 
gated by the treaty of 1854, and that when that treaty was ended, in 1866, the 
United States and Great Britain were relegated to the treaty of 1783 as theregu- such right acknowledged. . 
lator of their r ights. That proposition I will maintain whenever th& proper In Eaying, Mr. President, that this treaty surrenders no admitted 
time arrives. But certainJy I am not at liberty to take that ground here at all, right of fishery in British waters, but only . compromises a disputed 
and for this reason: that by the action of the two governments and by the for-
mal incorporation, so to speak, of the treaty of 1818 in the treaty of 1871, that point., I do not wish to be understood as denying that our contention 
treaty is made the practical rule of decision in this case; consequently, we have· was just. I will not go even so far in that direction as 1\ir. Webster 
nothing to do with that, except to say this: that the treaty of 1818 depends for when he said: 
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 c9ntract 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 
question should be settled or the convention of 1818 should be considered as 
annulled. 

.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 bud never been abandoned by Great Britain, but bad 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 contradicted 
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 terri to rial 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 our 
negotiators snrrendered 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 case. 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 a.o;serted by our own Government. 
The treaty surrenders no admitted American rights, but simply agrees 
to an equitable and honorable compromise of a disputed question which 
seyenty years of controversy had failed to settle. But admitting for 
the sake of the argument that the delimitations provided for in 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 th~ 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 troubles to which they have heretofore been sub­
iected and will prove, if the treaty is ratified. of inestimable value in 
the future prosecution 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 a.ny practical 
value whatever. The statement, therefore, that the treaty surrenders 
any valuable right is fanciful and fallacious, 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 members 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 up 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 outside of3 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 ofa 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 hav,!3 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 Secret.ary of State-Mr. Web­
ster, Mr. Seward, ~fr. Fish, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Evarts, 1\:lr. Frelinghuy­
sen-some of whom discussed this ouestion ith British ministers and 
heads of their foreign offices, and all of whom had the question open be­
f9re them, obtain the slightest recognition of the justice of our claim to 

) 

It would appear that by a strict and rigid construction of this article­
In the treaty of 1818-

fishing Yesscls of the United States are precluded from entering into the bays, 
etc. 

.And that-
It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to make so large a 

concession to England. 
I go no further in saying tpat this treaty abandons no admitted right, 

but only agrees to settle a diSputed claim, than Mr. Evarts went when, 
as Secretary of State, he characterized the contention as an­
irreconcilable disputation as to the true intent covered by the somewhat anre­
less aud certainly incomplete text of the convention of 1818. 

I will not go so far as ::M:r. 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 quoting the language of 
the treaty of 1818, he went on to remark: 

The existing doubt as to the construction of the provisic,m 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 common Jy called 
the Bay of Fundy, though not in reality 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 inc I uded 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 exn.mination 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 operations 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 
distanc;,, the undersigned admits it to be the intent of the treaty, as it is itself 
reasonable, to have regard to the general line of the coast; and to consider its 
bays, creeks, and harbors-that is, the indentations usually so a.ccouuted -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 that I am, as he has char­
actedzed the action of others, taking the British or Canadian side ot 
this case. I do not care where the truth may lead, I shall follow that 
light to the very shades and abode of darkness rather than be untrue 
to my own conviction!!. But in this argument I am not attempting to 
defend the British construction. I am saying that I do not go as far as 
Mr. Edward Everett went.in that line. I do not go as far as 1\Ir. Daniel 
\Yebster went. I go no further than the Senatorfrom New York [Mr. 
EvARTS] went when he wa~ Secretary of State. 

With these declarations of 1\fr. Webster and Mr. EVARTS on the 
official records of the country, am I not justified in saying that the 
aHegation that the treaty surrenders a valuable right of fishery in 
British waters is unjust and untrue? 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 
jurisdjction of England and her North America.n possessions-a privi­
lege, if undisputed, of no practical value to us, 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 
jud~ent 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 upon 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 t-hose appurtenant thereto. I 
can not read all the testimony which was taken in that case; it is very · 
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 cod fishing on the ocean banks and some of them are 

off our <?Wn shores macker~ling .. 'Ve send no vessels into the Bay of St. Law­
rence thiS year. Our expencnce 1s that the mackerel fishery there is a failure. 
Last year we sent one vessell50 tons with 20 men, and she brought home as her 
season's work 70 barrels of mackerel. As that fishery 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 Georges 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 B~y St. 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: 
O~r ve~~ls are mostly confined to ocean banks for fish. We do not take any 

~sh m Bnt1~h waters. The Bay SL. Lawrence fisheries have proved a failure 
1n our experience. Vessels sent there for the past five years have 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 Bav of St. Lawrence the last two years the 

bay fishing does not pay the expenses. The last years I had vessels tber~ in 
1873-'4, thev did not pay for their outfits. The mackerel are poor, worth dne­
thir~ less than s.hore mackerel, it is a bad place to use a seine, a. long time is 
req~ed for a tr1p, and ~-o p~sue the bay fishery, and that alone, would fail any 
firm m Gloucester. lt 1s entirely and practically 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. 

~ might here refer to the sta~ment oft~e Committee on Foreign Re~ 
lations of the Senate, after takmg the testimony t~o years ago in Glou­
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 mass of testimony taken by it and herewith 
returned, tl)e committee believe it to be clear, beyond all dispute that the riaht 
to fish within .3 miles of the Dominion shores is of no practical ad'vantage what­
eyer to Amertcan fishermen. The cod and halibut fishing has been fur many 
years almost entirely carrie~ on at l?ng distances from the shores, in the deep 
waters, on banks, etc.; 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. 

• '1: "' * * • • 
In view of all these facts, well known to the great body of the citizens of the 

United States engaged in fisheries and embracing every variety of interest con­
nected therewith, from the wholesale dealer, vessel-owner, and outfitter, to that 
portion of the crew who receive the smR.llest share of the venture, it must be 
considered as conclusively established that there would be no material value 
whatever in the grant by tho 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 a sub-
- committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations two years ago and 
'show from that testimony that, without almost a single exceptio~ the 
general opinion was that the bay fishing, which is now esteemed by the 
opposers of this treaty as being valuable, is of no practical advantage 
whatever. · 

With this proof that the watera from which this treaty excludes 
American fishermen is entirely v~;tlucless for fishing pmposes-waters 
into which England 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 a.nd 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 tl'eaty 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 questions involved, the Pres­
ident was assailed for consenting to attempt an honorable settlement by 
diplomacy. The public press was made the vehicle of assault, not only 
on the foreign plenipotentiaries, but also on the Secretary of State, in 
order to 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 nright 
have been willing, if party exigencies would have permitted it, to agree 
to a settlement of the dispute, but the more active and daring party 

leaders, who saw in the succ~ of the Republican party a greater boon· 
than in the commercial 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 prejudic€s entertained by a class of voters 
against England. It is votes they want, not a settlement of the con­
~rove~y, howeyer hono;able or beneficial. Had a Republic..m admin­
IStratiOn negotiated thiS treaty every Republican Senator would have 
approved of it; and because it has been sent here by a Democratic Presi­
dent, they have determined in party caucus 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 >oters 
~ainst England rn!ght have. its full force and produce the effect de­
~ued. To ac~mp~h :t P.arti.Sa·~ purpose ~he rules of this body requir­
rng the consideration of treaties to be with closed doors which have 
been in force from the beginning of the Government , ha~e been sus­
pended by caucus arrangement, not because the interest of the Gov­
ernment w~mld be promoted thereby, but because it was supposed 
that party mterests could be enhanced by a public tirade against a 
Democratic Adminis~ation 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 Government, under the mandate of a 
P.arty caucus abdicates the high ftrnctions assigned it by the Constitu­
tion, ~d debases and degrades its ~xecutive powers into a political 
ma~rne to .further s~1pposed part~ mte~ests. Bear with me, my Re­
pubhcan friends, '!hile I tell you m plam language that your action 
m reference to this treaty whether judged from the motives which 
prompt it, the ~ir~umstanc~ smr01:~nding it, or the consequences likely 
to result from It, IS wholly mdefensible, and merits, and should receive 
the condemnation of your countrymen. · · ' 

F?r party purposes alone this treaty is to be rejected and the country 
remitted back to the long-standing contention which has been the 
source of so muc~ dis9.uietl1:de and appreh~nsion in the past, and may 
prove a more ~:enous 11Dpediment to the fnendly 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 w:mt any. negotiati?n, and t~e report of the Committee on Foreign 
RelatiOns which you will adopt m 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 o}?tain better terms in any future effort in that direc~ 
tion. 

What then will yo~ do? rr:here. is but one other mode ofpeaceable 
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. In such a settlement the respective rights of the two gov­
ernmen.ts would have to be determined ~ the construction placed by 
the arbitrators on the treaty of 1818. Ne1ther the laws of nations nor 
the laws of humanity could be invoked in our behalf, but the plain 
language 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 ~e entertained~fsuc~ ~result. Neither in my judgment would 
more liberal commercial pnVlleges be accorded to om· fishing vessels by 
arbitrators than are secured to them in the treaty before t.he Senate 
without securing to Canada a full equivalent therefor in some form. ' 

If Englan~ sh~uld make the. pro.J?osition to submit the questions 
agreed upon m this treaty to arbitra;twn, and the respective rights ot 
the two Governments to be determmed 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 proposed by the other side of this Chamber is retaliation. 
The President has been authorized, in his discretion, to resort to that 
measure, and perhaps a power of that character could not ba,·e been 
conferred upon 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 i.D.­
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 unf1iendly 
act, and when adopted may lead to consequences not ant.icipated. It 
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is well calculated to provoke resentment in those against whom it is a commercial warfare as disastrous to us as we can make it to the Do­
directed, and they will be at liberty to oppose it with such measures minion Government or England herself. Any people having a proper 
as they may deem necessary. Is it likely that any act of retaliation on regard to their honor and the respect of the world, will not submit to 
our part would not be met by some measure equally prejudicial and unfriendly actsofretaliationfor allegedinjurieswbich they deny with­
offensive to us? Where would these hostile and unfriendly measures out meeting retaliatory measures with acts equally as unfriendly and 
stop? Would they not be likely to lead to serious interruption of our hostile. We have as great interests at stake as Canada or England, and 
commercial relations not only with Canada but also with England, any interruption of friendly commercial relations would tell as seriously 
which would sooner or later be involved in any commercial war with upon this country as upon them. Let us not flatter ourselves that the 
her North American possessions? whip is altogether in our own bands. Theycandoaswell witbontour 

Suppose the President in the exercise of his discretion should issue markets as we can do without theirs, and shall we rashly put in jeop­
a proclamation prohibiting the introduction of Canadian fish into this ardy our agricultural and other interests by a resort to a. policy which 
country, as is desired by the New England fishermen and Senators rep- may lead to consequences so disastrous? Onr commerce with the Do­
resenting their interests, what would be the result? The first effect minion, already considerable, is steadily increasing. 
would be to dimini<>h largely the supply of fish food to the people of We export annually to theBritisbpossessionsinNorthAmericaprod­
tbe country. This would be a serious matter to a large class of per- ucts to the value of from $40JOCO,OOO to $50,000,000, and importt~?-ere­
sonswho from limited means are compelled to buy fish instead of fromgoodstothevalueoffrom$30,000,000to$40,000,000. Thistrade 
meats. There are hundreds and thousands of poor people in the land with Canada is greater than with any South American state, and larger 
who are compelled to live on the cheapest food they can buy, and to than with most European countries. Our trade with England is greater 
limit the supply of fish in our markets would be a serious calamity to than with all Europe; beside, she furnishes the principal market lor our 
them. The second effect of such a measure would be to put up the snrplus products, especially agricultural products. We furnish 60per 
price of fish and increase largely th~ profits of the fish trusts and specu- cent. of her breadstuffs; and but for the demand which she makes for 
lators at the expense of those who use fish as a necessity or a. luxury. our flour, wheat, corn, and meats, we should have no market for our 
This is the result that is desired by many of those who want this treaty surplus grain and other products, and farming lands would not be worth 
rejected and retaliation adopted. The fact is, that underlying this half their present valne. We can not afford at the dictation of a few 
whole controversy is the effort of the fish syndicates and trusts of New persons engaged in fishing in northern waters to put in jeopardy the 
England to obtain the prohibition of Canadian fish into this country, so great commercial and agricul turalinterests of the American people, even 
that they may have a monopoly of the market and increase their if the peace uf the country should not be disturbed. 
profits on their business. If these should prove to be the only effects of The other side of this Chamber justify their opposition to this treaty 
retaliatory measures they would be too serious to justify retaliation if upon the pretense that it would prove injurious to the fishermen of 
redress can be ha'.l in any other manner. New England. Such an assumption is unwarranted by the provisions 

But suppose retaliation should result in the suspension of commer- of the treaty, which if ratified would prove of great \alue to them. It 
cial relations generally with Canada, a result not improbable if the fmnishes, however, another illustration of the readiness of the Repub­
:first step is taken, would we not be greatly the loser by sr rh inter- lican party to sacrifice the public good in order to advance the interests 
ruption of commercial relations? Our exports to Canada are largely of individuals and classes of men. Through every period of that par­
in excess of our imports from that country, and we need markets for ty's history private interests have been fostered at the expense of the 
our products of e-very kind. But are we sure that a resort to retalia- great body of the people of the country. It gave away a large portion 
tory measures would stop with the prohibition of the importation of of valuable public lands to corporations and associations of capitalists, 
Canadian :fi<~h or the suspension of commercial relations with that and thereby prevented thousands of honest men from procuring from 
country? Might it not disturb our commercial relations with Enghmd the Government cheap homes for themselves and their families. Its 
and affect seriously our markets for agricultural products in that quar- financial policy and legislation, when in the absolute control of the 
ter? England can not fail to become involved in any quarrel with Government, was in the interest of monopolies and capitalists, and op­
Canada, and however much she might and douMless would regret any pressive to the poorer classes of the community-enriching the few at 
disturbance of her present relations with this country she is so related the expense of the many. 
to her North American provinces that their quarrels must become her It has maintained a system of exce~ive and burdensome taxation, 
own. I will not pursue this thought further, but leave it for the re- imposed to meet the exigencies of the civil war, for more than twenty 
flection of those so anxious to see the President resort to retaliation years after its termination, and which is yielding a large surplus be­
instead of negotiation for the settlement of this dispute. yond the necessities of the Government, solely for the purpose of pro-

But the President would not be justified in resorting to retaliation, tecting the. manufacturing interests of the country and enabling them 
notwithstanding you have conferred upon him in his discretion author- to extort hundreds of millions of dollars in excess of fair profits from 
ity to do so. The President has sent here a message with the treaty the people of the country who are compelled to buy and consumetheir 
laid before the Senate, in which he declares that in his belief- products. And now, when the Treasury is overflowing with a con-
It supplies a satisfactory, practical , and final adjustment upon a basis honor- stantly increasing surplus of money needed in the business of the conn­

able and just. to both parties of the d ifficult and vexed questions to which it re- try, and which must eventually, unless arrested, result in financial em­
la.tes. barrassment and disaster to individuals and general depression and 

With that conviction resting on his mind, how can he consistently paralysis to the business world, they are resisting a modification of the 
resort to measures of an unfriendly character when England is willing tariir taxation which is producinO' that result from a desire and pur­
to settle the difficulties and offers to do so in a manner which be says pose to render the great mass of the people tributary to the few. The 
is honorable and just to both parties? opposition to this treaty on the other side of the Chamber on the un-

Sir, I do not hesitate to say that in my opinion it would be an abuse warranted allegation that it is detrimental to local and individual in­
of the discretion reposed in the President if he were now to adopt any terests, furnishes further proof that the Republican party is ready and 
measure of retaliation with the offer of England open for acceptance willing to sacrifice the public welfare, and even the peace of the conn­
to settle the questions embraced in the .treaty in a manner honorable try, in order to promote the interests of a very sma1l po!'tion of the peo­
andjust to this country. ple of Uaine and Massachusetts engaged in a laudable but private en-

What would be the judgment of the nations of the earth if the Presi- terprise. 
dent, acting upon his own discretion, not under the compulsion of legis- I appreciate as highly as gentlemen on the other side of this Cham­
lative requirement, should assume a hostile position toward England ber the character andservicesoftheAmericanfishermen, and would be 
and her North American possessions with that declaration of his roes- as far from inflictinginjuryupon them. The men who put their money 
sage upon the records of the country-and known to the world? Con- in the business are perha.ps not better paid or.. their inve tments than 
gress can, if it desires, enact a law that.it will be the duty of the Presi- those engaged in other occupations. l\fany of them, perhaps all, are 
dent to execute; but the law which was passed at the last session sim- worthy citizens, but they are not generally the men who brave the 
ply invested the President with discretionary authority to resort to dangers of the deep and go out in vessels and dories to take the fish 
retallatory measures, but the exercise of the authority conferred rests fram the water. Many of the latter, who are relied upon to recruit 
in his own discr~tion; and while he believes that England is ready to our Navy in time of war by Senators who urge the rejection of this 
accede to all our just demands, he can not properly seek to enforce our I treaty, are not America.n citizens, but natives of the provinces, and 
rights by unfriendly and hostile acts of his own motion. Let Congre~s, who, in case of war between this country and England, would in all 
if it desires to try belligerent measures, assume the responsibility and probability enlist in her navy and not in ours. I listened the other 
enact a la.wthe 1·esponsibility for the execution of which will rest upon day to the eulogy of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Ho.An] upon 
Congress and not in the d.iscretion of the President. Senators, if you I the prowess and bravery of the American fishermen in the wars of the 
want a suspension of commercial relations with Canada and England or past, and have no disposition to deny the value of their services, both 
war of any other kind, say so: but do -not hide behind executive discre- in peace and war, but I apprehend that the past history of this country 
tiqn and try to evade the responsibility for the consequences that may will reveal the fact that the glory of the American Navy has not been 
ensue. wholly due to New England :fishermen; nor do I believe that the fu-

And now, Ur. President, let me say that in my opinion whenever a. ture greatness or safety of the Republic will depend entirely upon the 
resort is had to retalin.tion, either by the President, acting upon his own valor or statesmanship of that section of the country. If .Massa.chu­
discretion under the authority already given him, or under the uncon- setts would remit or greatly abate her taxation upon the vessel prop­
ditional requirement of law hereafter to be enacted, we will enter upon erty of her fishermen, and her Senators would unite in an effort to 



. -
6902 CONGRESSIONAL REOOJtD=SENATE. JULY 27, 

modify the tariff upon the materials that enter into the construction 
of their :fishing vessels, the owners of such vessel& would 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 thi8 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 this side of 
the Chamber or any member of the Democratic party, either in public 
or private life, is willing to surrender the rights or is indifferent to the 
honor of his country from any cause whatever, or that this treaty makes 
any such sunender or abandons :my just right. 

The insinuation 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 bra very or courage 
of the men who oppose it. If 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 sections of this country would 
vie with each other in eagerness for the fray. I pitty, sir, the igno­
rance and despise the dishonesty that can attribute to any portion of the 
American people a willingness to surrender the jnstrights of their Gov­
ernment through fear of any power on earth. Such an argument is un­
worthy of the Senate, and proves the want ofvalidobjection 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 Tnlgar 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 upon 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 country 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 Senate will proceed to the consideration of legis­
lath·e business. 

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 1\!El\fORIALS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions a-dopted by the conference of 

woolen manufacturers, wool-growers, and wool-dea~ers, held at Wash­
ington, D. C., January 14, 1888, favoring the protection by tariff of the 
production and manufacture of wool. I move thut 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. 

b1r. MITCHELL presented :1 petition of salmon-packers and other 
citizens of Portl•ud, Oregon, praying for the repayment in 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 \vas re­
fenecl to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF _ CO:\Il\IITTEES. 
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. SHER!\1AN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was refened 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 (S. 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 without amendment, and submitted a re:port thereon. 

REPOSITORY FOR HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS. 
Mr. EVARTS. I present, from the Committee on the Library, are­

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 1\fr. 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 
printed 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 department of historical manu­

scripts in the Congressional Library. 
Tho collection and preservation of historical records should be an objce:t of 

national concern. In every country there are many scattered collections ot 
manuscripts valuable to historical inquirers, but comparatively ina.ccessible be­
cause they are either in private hands or in the archives of societies local in 
character and not widely known. In some European nations public attention 
bas long since been drawn to the importance of enlarging the national collec-

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ti~ns of state papers and government archives by the addjtion of manuscripts in 
h 

. 1~pr1vate hands. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to t e cons1dera- Thus, in the archives of the French 'Government, and in the National Library 

tion of the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil at.~aris, are P.re_served a _great mass of _Pers~mal memoirs, journa_ls, recor~s. 
<:es Of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30 1889 and nnlitary and c1v11,_ aJ!d pnvate letters of lllestJma~le valu~ as I?aterl!"'ls for J;l1s-

expen~ ' ' tory. In Great Bntam, so powerful bas been the Interest lD thlS SUbject dunn .... 
for other purposes. the present generation, that a royal commission on historical manuscript;' 

The motion was agreed to. created in 1869, ~ made e.:s:ten_sive though IJ.Ot exhaustive res~rches among 
- 11.1 ALLISON I vield for routine business the numer~ms pr1vate repositories of_papers m that cou~try, until there have 

D r. • J- • been published as the results of thell' labor twelve fol1o volumes of reports, 
.MESSAGE FRO:\! THE HOUSE. filled with detailed descriptions of the manuscript treasures existing through-

out Great Britain. At the same time, the British parliament has for many years 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. TOWLES, past expended large sums for the special purcha e of manusoripts, besides the 

its Chief Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed the following regular annual grant of$50,000(£10,000) for printed books, and $L2,000 (£2,400) for 
bills·, in which it 'requested the concurrence of the Senate: manuscripts devoted to the increase of that great national collection, the library 

of the British Museum. This is exclusive of large swns devoted to the publica­
A bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain corporations to become surety tion of historical manuscripts, calendars of state papers, etc. 

in cases within the jurisdiction of Federal courts and Departments; In the United States, while much zeal and energy have long been manifested 
.A bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston., by private individuals and historical societies in the collection of manuscripts 

and autographs, little has yet been done by the General Government in this 
A bill (H. R. 8025) to amend an act entitled "An uct to extend the direction. The purchase by Congress, through successive appropriations, of 

jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts of the United States for the papers of Washington, 1\fudison, Jefferson, 1\Ionroe, Franklin, and Rocham­
the southern district of Florida," approved February 3, 1879 ., beau represents all the notable acquisitions of manuscripts by our Government, 

although these are of inestimable value. The historical library of Peter Force, of 
A bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school Washington, however, purchased by Congress in 1867, brought with it a large 

farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; · assP.mblage of historical and military papers, journals, orderly books, letters, 
A b ·n (H R 7643) to tabl' h U •ted Stat 1 d t d t etc., of the period of the Revolution and later, which are chronologically ar-

1 • • es IS a Dl es an cour , an 0 ranged, and present much material of great interest to historical inquirers. 
provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land That this extensiv.e collection of books, manuscripts, maps, and newspapers 
claims in the Territory of New M:exico and in the State of Colorado; was saved through a wise and timely purchase by the Government from being 

.A bill ~H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterlin2: H. Tucker and others,· dispersed in the possession of numerous scattered collectors is matter of con-
~ gratulation with all who appreciate the importance of enriching our national 

A. hill . H. R. 8846) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; stores of material fol' historical research. 
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It become~ co~sta~tly mo~e apparent that a. wis~ and careful expenditure in 

the arne directiOn IS an arm worthy of the National Government. There is 
abundant evidence that much valuable material in American history has per­
ished beyond re~ll into the hands of private owners, through the ravages of 
fu·e, of damp, ofmsects, and other destructive agencies, while much more has 
been lost or mutilated tmough the ignorance or want of appreciation of the 
possessors. There is of late years, with the growth of the historical spirit in 
o~ co.ut;ltry, an active competition for autographs and manuscripts on the part 
ofmdiVIduaJs, societies, and public libraries. And Great Britain has become 
an int.er~sted gatherer o~ :\merican _ boo~s, maps, and manuscripts, so that 
there 1Sr1sk of valuable ongmal matenalbemgtaken out of the country through 
the neglect of our own Government to secure it a place in the national archives 
by timely action. 

.Already photographs and manuscripts of the Revolutionary period are sought 
f?r by British coll_ectors. There are in the United States many private collec­
tiOns of manuscripts, like those of 1\ir. George Bancroft, unique in historical 
v~lue, which should be made the permanent possession of the Government_ 
Where are the papers, public and private, left by the Presidents of the United 
States since the time of Monroe? The manuscripts 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 political and per­
sonal history, which are_ in constant danger of perishing or of depletion. When 
once scattered these manuscript. records of the pastarei-arely or never reuni~ed. 

In view of the erection now in progress of a commodious and fire-proof national 
librory building, the Joint. Committee on the Library deem it a proper time to 
recommend that asystematic effort should be made to collect and to preserve all 
~-nuscript papers which may be ?ffered to the Government, and to make pro­
VISion for the purchase of manuscripts deemed of special value. Upon the open­
i!lg of the new Library, a special cnrator or cust-odian, of the requisite qualifica­
tlOns, should be selected to have charge of the department of manuscripts, and 
they should be made available to public use, under suitable regulations for their 
protection_ 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. EV .ARTS introduced a bill (S. 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. 

1\fr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3390} 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. 

may heren.fter be married to n.ny citizen of the United States, is hereby declared 
to become by such marriage a citizen of the United States, with all the rights, 
prhrile~es, and immunities of any such citizen, being a married woman: Pro­
vided, That nothing in this act contained shall impair or in nny way affect the 
right or title of such married woman to any tribal property or any interest 
therein. 

1\fr. D.A WES. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FRO:\! THE HOUSE. 
.A message from the House of Representatives, by ~Ir. 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. 
Head.ly. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 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 {S. 10 2) to authorize the issuance of patent to 
certain land in .Arkansas, a.greed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. HoLl\IAN, Mr. WHEELER, and 1\fr. PAYSON managers at the con­
ference on its part. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 

of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez 
Dick:in.._QQn, surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend­
ments of the Honse of Representatives, and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. -

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

appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and 1\Ir. FAULKNER, 
Mr. HOAR, and Mr. SPOONER were appointed. :Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

/ by llim to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on .Appropriations, and ordered to be. printed. STJNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

WITHDRAWAL OF. PAPERS. 1\fr. ALLISON. I ask that the sundry civil appropriation bill be 
On motion of Mr BLAIR it was . proceeded with. 

· ' _ _ The Senn.te, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
Ordered, That Esther G_ Nally have leave to withdraw the papers m her rose !-bill (H R 10-40) ki - t• ~ d · ·1 f from the files of the Senate. . •· <> rna ng appropna Ions J.Or sun ry ClVl expenses o 

WHEAT-GROWING DISTRICTS OF OREGON AND WASHINGTON. ' the Government for the fiscal year eliding June 30,1889, and for other 

. :Mr. IDTCH~L submitted the following resolution; which was con-I p~~s~ll was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
s1dered by unammous consent, and agreed to: amendment::. . -

Resol11ed, That the Secretary of War be, and is he~ by, ~ir~cted to transmit to l 1\fr. ALLISON- I ask that the amendments of tho Committee on 
the Senate a recent report upon the wheat-growmg diStricts of Oregon and .A - - - - . 
'Vashington Territory, prepared by-Second Lieut. Frank Green Sio-nal Corps ppropnat.lons may te considered as the bill IS read. 
under the direction of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army. ' "' ' The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\Ir. BERRY :in the chair). If there be 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. no objection, th:::.t course will be pursued. The Secretary will read the 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were bill. . _ . 

severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on The reading of the b1ll was proceeded w1th. The :first amendment 
the Judiciary: ' Teported from the Committee on .Appropriations was, under the bead 

.A bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain corporations to become surety o.f '' ~nd.er the Treasury Depart~ent," in t?e appropriatioBS for ''pub-
in C!lses within the jurisdiction of Federal courts and Departments. he buildrngs," on page 2, after lrne 12, to rnsert: 

A bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston; ' For court-house and_'p~st.-office nt Bay City, Mich.: For purchase of site and 
.A bill (H. R. 8025) to amend an act entitled ".An act to extend the commencement of buildmg, $100,000. 

jurisdiction of the district and circuit coUrts of the United States for ~he amendment was agreed to. . . 
the southern district of Florida," approved February 3, 1879; I he next amendment was, on page 2, after line 18, to msert; 

.A bi.ll (H. R. 8053) to extend the tii_ne for the redemption of school bJwi~~s~7ffice at Bridgeport, Conn.: For pnrchase of site and completion of 
farms m Beaufort County, South Carolrna; _ . "'' 

50
•
000

· 
.A bill (H. R. 8674) ior the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others; The amendment was agreed: to. . 
.A bill (H. R. 884.6) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; The nex~ amendment was, on page 3, lme ~before the word "com-
A bill (H. R. 10041) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the cir- plet~:" to msert. "and breakwater;" and after "complete," to strike 

cuit and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters- out ten" an<.l1nsert '':fifteen;" so as to make the clause read: 
.A bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher; and ' For marine hospital at Chicago, nL: For approaches and breakwater com-
A bill (H. R. 10578) for the relief of Hnfus Lowe and C. :hr. Loftin. plete, $1

5
•
000

-
The bill (H. R. 7643) to establish a United States land court and to The amendmep.t was agreed to. · · 

provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land claims The next amendment was, on page 3, line 6, before the word "thou-
in the Territory of New Mexico and in the State of Colorado was read sand," t-o strike out "twenty" and insert "twenty-eight;" so as to 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. make the clause read: 

INDIAN MARRIAGES. For repairs of post-office nnd custom-house builr:)jng, Chicago, Ill., $28.000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments Tile amendment was agreed to. 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 928) in relation to mar- The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 8, to insert: 
riage between white men and Indian women. F?r conrt-hou_s~ ~d post-office, Des 1\Ioines, Iowa: To defray the expenses of 
Tb~ first amendment of the House of Representatives was, in section pavmg alley adJOtDlDg court-house and post-office at Des Moines, Iowa, $514-42. 

1, line 4, after the word "who," to strike out the words "has married The amendment was agreed to. 
or;" so as to make the section read: The next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, after the word "limit " 

to strike out "one hundred and forty " and insert "two hundred~" 
That nowhiteman,not otherwise a memberofanytribeoflndians, who may and m· 11·ne 15. "fier the word '' do,Lars, toms-ert·. ' hereafter marry an Indian woman, member of any Indian tribe in the United , ... -'-l< 

States or any of its Territories, except the five civilized tribes in the Indian Ter- Provided, That said building may be located not less than 16 feet from any 
ritory, shall by such marriage hereafter acquire any right to any tribal prop- other building. 
~tl~~d~rivileg-e, or interest whatever to which any member of sucli tribe is en- So as to make the clause read: 

The next amendment of the House of Representatives was in section For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For continuation of .build-
2, line 2, after the word ''who,'' to strike out the words "'has been ~o1 fe~~~~~~C:~~!itW;;J2a~~th~;~~~;1~.hnt said building may be located 
or;" so as to make the section read: ' The amendment was agreed to. 

SEC. 2. That every Indian ;woman, member of any such tribe of Indians. who The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, after the words "site 

e 
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and," to strike on t "commencement" and insert "completion;" and 
in line 19, before the word "thousand," to strike out "fifty" and in­
sert "one hundred;" so as to make the clause read: 

For court-bouse and post-office at Greenvi.Ue, S.C.: For purchase of site and 
completion of building, S-100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment 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, to strike out ''thirty­
se>en thousand five hundred" and insert "seventy-five thousand;" so 
as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Helena, Ark.: For purchase of site and 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 '' thil'ty" 
and insert "sixty;" so as to make the clause read: 

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 ~;tgreed 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: 
For custom-bouse at Wheeling, W.Va..: Fornecessaryrepa\rsofbuilding,$27,-

500. 

'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause 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 for the 

whole or o.ny portion of any of the foregoing public buildings and the post­
office and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla., and the court-house and post­
office at Chattanooga, Tenn., within the limit of cost fixed by la.w as to each of 
said public buildings. 

For post-office at Hoboken, N': J. : For purchase of site and completion 
building, SGO,OCO. 

Mr. BECK. I was about to ask the chairman to make a ·statement 
here, but I can do it myself in a minute. That clause was stricken out 
hecanse in all cases where public buildings are to be erected for $100,­

of 000 or less, instead of putting in a part of the appropriation, we in-

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. : For completion of 

building under present limit, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 11, to insert.: 

serted the whole amount needed for completion, believing that the 
most economical way to erect a building of that magnitude 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 the bill, in my opin-
ion it will conduce to an economy of at least 10 or perhaps 15 per cent. 
in the buildings to be erected. 

For post-office at Lincoln, Nebr.: For paving, curbing, grading, and setting The amendment was agreed to. 
stone steps about the post-office site and public grounds, and repairing the fount-
ain and walks on said grounds at Lincoln, Nebr., $10,000. · The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 

The amendment was agreed to. Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, after the words ''Winder 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, after the words '' al- Building," at the end of line 4, to insert "including employment 

terations, and," to strike out "so forth" and insert "other necessary of plumbers, carpenters, and pain tern, and materials for their use;" 
work;" so as to make the clause read: in line 6, after the word "use," to strike out ''one thousand" and 

For the United States Mint at Philadelphia, Pa.: For an additional story to, insert "eight thousand two hundred and sixty-five;" in line 7, after 
and enlarging the building, including vault, alterations, and other necessary the word •' dollars, '' to insert '' for repairing, filling, and painting the 
work, 220,000. east front of the Treasury building, $10,000;" in line 10, after the 

The amendment was agreed to. word ·"rooms," to strike out "two thousand four " and insert "one 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 24, after the words "site thousand five;" in line 11, after the word "dollars," to strike out 

and," to strike out "commencement" and insert "completion;" and "repairs to roadway west of building, $300;" and in line 16, after the 
in the same line, after the word "building," to strike out "thirty" word" all," to strike out "eight thousand five hundred and seventy" 
and insert "sixty;" so as to make the clause read: • and insert "twenty-four thousand six hundred and thirty-fiv.e ;" so 

For post-office at Portsmouth, Ohio: For purchase of site and completion of as to make the clause read: 
building, $60,000. I For Treasury building at Washington, D. C.: For repairs to Treasury build-

The amendment was agreed to. I ing and 'Vinder Building, including employment of plum!Jers, carpenters, and 
The next amendment was after line 25 at the bottom of page 6 to painters, and materials for their u~e._$8,265; for repairi~g, filling, an? .Painting 

lll
• rt· ' ' ' the east front of the Treasury bUIIdmg, $10,000; resettmg and repa.nm~ loose 

se · tile flooring, S800; for flooring rooms, $1.,500; lead calking for joints in the ap-
For custom-bouse at Portland, Oregon: For the purpose of reimbursing the proacbeJ on the north, south, and west, $350; reslat.ingsoutbwestpa.vilion roof, 

city of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced out of its general fund in pay- $1,920; p linting remainder of roof, $1,800; in c.ll, $24,635. 
ment of street improvements nssessed to the United States on the custom-house Th d t d t 
block in that city, between March 1, 1859. and January 1, 1888, $1,271.82. e amen men was agree o. 

The amendment was agreed to. The next amendment was, in the appropriations for "Light-houses, 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 8, to insert: beacons, and fog-signals," on parre 11, after line 7, to insert ~ 

1 00 Crooked River light-sta.tion, Florida.: For the erection of a light-house on 
For marine hospital at Port and, Me.: For furnishing water supply, ~.ooo. the highland (mainland) to the westward of !::rooked River, in Franklin County, 
The amendment WaS agreed to. Florida, $40,000. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, ofter line 20, to insert: The amendment was agreed to. 

For custom-bouse at St. Louis, :r.Io.: To defray the expense of paving streets The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 11, to insert: 
in fi·ont of the custom-bouse at St. Louis, Mo., $!,056· St. Joseph's Point light-station, Florida.: For establishing a ligbt-l10use at 

'fhe amendment was agreed to. or near St. Joseph's Point, Florida, $25,000. 
The next amendment was, on page 8. line 1, after the word ''for," The amendment was agreed to. 

to strike out "continuation" and insert "completion;" and in line. The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 22, to in.£ert: 
2, before the word ''thousand,'' to strike out ''seventy~ five'' and in- Crabtree Ledge light-station, MainQ: For additional amount for completion 
scrt "one hundred and fifty;" so as to make the clause read: ofr.light-house on Crabtree's Ledge (so·called), between Bean Island a.nd the 

For courl-house and post-office at Savannah, Ga.: For completion of building mainland of Crabtree's Neck, in Frenchman's Bay, :Maine, 1:13,000. 
under present liruit, $150,000. The amendment was a::,rreed to. 

The amendment was ·agreed to. _ The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 2, to insert: 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, after the words ''site Lubec Narrows light-station, r..Iaine: For additional amount for completion 

and," to strikeout" commencecent" and insert'' completion;" and in of alight-house at or near Lubec Narrows, Maine, $L2.000. 
line 19, before the word "thousand," to strike out "fifty " and insert The amendment was agreed to. 
"one hundred;" so as to make the clause read: The next amendment was, on pag€ 12, after line 5, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Springfield, Mo.: For purchase of site and Dear leland light-bon e undfog-signa.l, Massachusetts: For additional amount 
completion of huilding, SlOO,OOO. for completion of a. light-bouse and fog-s ignal at or near Deer Island, Boston 
. The amendment was agreed to. Ilarbor, 1\bssachusetts, $5,000. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, after the words ''site The amendment was agreed to. 
and," to strike out "commencement" and insert "completion;" and The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, tv insert: 
in line 25, before the word • • tliousand," to strike out "fifty" and in- Stonington Harbor, Connecticut: For the establishment of a. light and fog-

signal on the breakwater at the entrnnce to Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, 
sert "one hundred;" so as to make the clause read: ' $9,000. 

For court-house and post-office at Texarkana, Ark.: For purchase of site and The amendment was agreed to. 
completion of building, $100,000. The next amendment was, on pa~e 12, after line 12, to inser t : 

The amendment was agreed to. Slatue of Liberty, Bedloe's Island, New York: For completing lhe pedestal 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 4, to insert: and the approaches to the Statue of Liberty, BtJdloe's Isla.ud, New York Hat-
For court-house and post-office, Utica., N.Y.: To defray the expense of paving bor, $5C',OOO. -

the streets in front of the court-house and post-office at Utica, N.Y., $3,435.60. The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was agreed to. The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 15, to insert: 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 10, after the word ''build- Cob Point. Bar ligbt-'?tati~n, M~ryland: For e tablishing a light-house at or 

in(J'" to strike out ''fifty" and insert; "one hundred·" so as to make neal· Cob Pomt Bar, 'Ytcomtco Rtver, Maryland, 15,000. ~ 
th~' clauSe read: · ' I The amendment was agreed to. 

For court-house and post-office at Vicksburg, Miss.: For purchase of site The next amendment was, on page 1:2, after line 18, to insert: 
and commencement of building, 100,000. Holland's .Island Bar light-station, Maryland: For establishing a. light-house 
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at Ho}Jand'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-signal in duplicate, on or near Bush's Bluff Shoal, entrance 
to Elizabeth River, Virginia, 840,000; and in addition thereto the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation 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 ligfi't.ship herein provided for. 

apiece, the aggregate amount being $20,800. I 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 employes of the Government. I de­
sire to ask what was the evidence before the committee of the necessity 
of these employes? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. These appropriations are for the entire Life-Saving 
Service on our seacoast and on the lakes, and the appropriations are 

. . . . made in pursuance of statutes passed by Congress on the subject. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after lme 4, to Insert. These appropriations are for exactly the salaries .fixed by law for these 
Tangie~ Sound light.station,Virginia: For thees~ablishmentof a light-house 1 officers and employes. 

$2nl ~~-s1gnal to mark the lQwer entrance to Tang1er Sound, Chesapeake Bay, · Mr. REAGAN. I see, beginning at line 7, on page 17, "for pay of 

The amendment was agreed to. creV!s of surf~en," etc., !l'nd then the life~saving crews, life SlYing 
Mr. ALLISON . . After line 8, on page 13, I move to insert: statw~s! and life-boa~ statwns m~t be provided for else.yh~re. I am 
Great Wicomico River light-station, Virginia: For the establishment of a . not ral8lng any ques~on as~ ma~g a necessarr appropnat~on for the 

light-house at the mouth of the Great Wicomico River Chesapeake Bay Vir- crews of surfmen at hfe-savmg stations and at life-boat stations, but I 
ginia, $25,000. ' ' do not see what necessity thereis for a superintendent and a keeper at 

The amendment was a~rreed to. every life-saving station. There is the crew with its apparatus for the 
The readina of the bill"' was resumed The next amendment of the duties it has to perform; and what can be the necessity for a superin­

Committee 0~ Appropriations was, on. page 13, line 9, after the word tendent of that crew? Why is not the leading .man. superinten~ent 
"for," to strike out "beginning the construction of" and insert "es- enoug~, and why can not the men ta~e care of? their own station? 
tablishing;" and in line 11, before the word "thousand," to strike out Why IS there to l:>e a keeper and a supe~tendent. . 
"twenty-five" and insert" .fifty;" so as to make the clause read: Mr. ~LISON. Of ?O~e these questions are very pertinent.. ?'he 

Newport News light, Virginia: For establishing a light-house at Newport Comm1ttee on Appropr~ationsfelt bound to m.ake th~e appropnahous 
News Middle Ground, Virginia., $50,000. as they have been proVIded for by law from time to hme, and I have 

The amendment was agreed to. no doubt that all the appropriati~ns are necessary. . 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 14, before the word Mr. SHERMAN: I : can explam the ~atter ~ the Se':lat_or from 

"thousand," to strike out "ten" and insert "thirty;" so as to read: Texas. Not only IS thJS one of tb~ most mteresting, but It Is one ot 
Oil-houses for light-stations: For est-ablishing isolated houses at light-stations ~he most useful ?ranches of the serVIce o~ the Government. Tbe.super-

for the storage of mineral oil, $30,000. mtendents proVIded for here are supermtendents of large sections ot 
The amendment was agreed to. ?Ountry,, and tbe;r are very valu!l'ble officers, skilled and e~perienced 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 17, to insert: m _that hne ofl:msmess.. A s~pennte~dent may have under him twenty, 
Cedar River Point Hght-station, Michigan: For the establishment of a light- t~uty, forty, or :fifty Iife-savrng statio~. The keepers are at the sta-

house at or near Cedar River Point at the mouth of Cedar River Green Bay, t10ns. Only one man IS kept at a stat10n, and the crew generally are 
Michigan, $25,000. ' · ' around near by. They could not afford to devote their whole time to 

The amendment was agreed to. this business for the compensation allowed, but they are employed 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 9 on page 14. upon an alarm bein~ given, signals bylight, etc. A keeper hn.<~ charge 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should not the spelling of the word of ea{!h station. A superintendent has charge of a large district. The 

'' sie:ht, '' in line 7, be changed? bill itself shows that there is one superintendent for the coast of A-laine 
Mr. ALLISON. I think so. It should be "site." and New Hampshire. That coast I suppose covers at least a thousand 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change will be made, if there miles. 

be no objection. The Chair is informed that the first word in line 8 Mr. FRYE. Three thousand miles. 
should also be changed from "Absecon" to "Absecom." That can be Mr. SHERMAN. How many life-saving stations are there on that 
verified hereafter, however. coast? 

Mr. BECK. It is spelled that way in the report. Mr. REAGAN. There are nine of them. 
Mr. ALLISON. I find that "Absecon" is the spelling in the Book Mr. SHERMAN. There are more than that. 

of Estimates. So I suppose it is correct. Mr. REAGAN. There are nine superintendents. 
The reading of ~he bill was resumed. The next amendment of the Mr. SHERMAN. There are nine superintendents, but how many 

Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, after line 12, to insert: stations are th~re on the coast of Maine? Are t here :fifty? 
Point Loma light-station, California: For establishing the light station at Mr. FRYE. I do not know how many; there are a good many. It 

Point Loma., California, in a situation lower down the cliff, ~.ooo. takes the superintendent all of his time. 
The amendment was agreed to. · Mr. SHERMAN. The superintendent goes from pla{!e to p1nce and 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 15, to insert: I keeps up the drill and discipline. The salary is $1 ,500. It occupies 
Ballast Point light-station, California: For establishin~r a light or lights and I the entire time and attention of the superintendent. The keeper has 

n.~og-signnl on OJ.' near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California, ,

1 

charge of the property of the life-saving station. He stays always in 
S25,000. his place. He lives there, generally a kind of a hermit life on a lonely 

The amendment was agreed to. . . . I shore, w bile the men around, mostly fishermen, are within call. When 
The .next amenament was, on page 14, after hne 19, to msert. he gives the alarm they rush to the station and then they save life and 
Umpqua River light-st6tion, 01·egon: For the purchase of a site and the con- t Th t.atist" f th' - ~ b t · tin 

struction of a first-order coast light-house on the headlands near the mouth of : proper Y· e S · ICS O IS serVIce a1 e among t e mos In teres g 
the Umpqua River, Oregon, $80,000. ' : in the operations of t.he Government. '.rbe enormous s:.wingof life and 

The amendment was agreed to. property is measured by millions. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 23, to insert: Mr. REAGAN. I know that the Life-Saving Service is a very inter-
Wharf at Astoria, Oregon: For the purchase of a site and the construction of esting and important feature, and it ought to be encouraged; but we 

a.suilablewharfatAs!oria, Oregon,.fortheuse of the Light-House Establishment have undoubtedly gone into a great deal of extravagance in connection 
and of vessels belongrng to the Umted States, Sl5,000. with it. Take .the case of· New Jersey, and I believe it is pretty much 

The amendment was agreed to. . . the same all the way up the New England con.st. It seems that there 
~he ~ext amend_ment ~as, ~n pae:e.15,. after lme 2, to Insert: . is a life-saving station wherever there is an available piece of ground. 
~Ier-bghts: For the co~tr~ct10n o_f pier-lights at Duluth, Lake S';Jper10r, There must be thirty or forty on the coast of New Jersey. 

Minn.; Kewaunee. Lake Michigan, WlS.; Charlotte harbor, Lake Ontario, New ~r SHERMAN E 5 6 
.1 th ht t b 1 

York; and Port Washington, Lake fichigan, W\s., $9...5,000. Jl r. . very or mi es ere oug o e one a ong 
The amendment was agreed to. that coast. At night there are patrolmen who go a~ong ibe whole 
The next amendment was, on page 15, ;t.fter line 7, to insert: <:<;>ast. A patrolmen goes along t~e beach for 5 or 6 miles. That re-
Steam-tender for eleventh light-house district: For the construction of a new g10n has to be traversed every night by patrolmen. If the Senator 

steam-tender for the eleventh light-house district, $85,000. would just go and visit one of those places and see the cha,m{!ter of 
The amendment was agreed to. service done, especially if he should happen to be there during a storm, 
The next amendment was, ·on page 15, after line 10, to insert: be would be satisfied as to the value of the service and the amount of 

Supply-st-eamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts: For an additional amount labor performed. 
for the construction of a. steamer for the transportation of oil and other supplies I visited several of these plaees officially at one time and I found 
to t~e light-houses on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, 532,500. .the amount of labor performed for very small pay to be enormous. 

'I he am~ndment was agreed to. . . The pay has been considerably increased since the time I had any con-
The Cb1ef Clerk resumed the readrngof the bill, and read as follows: trol over the matter; but at that time it was insignificant for a very 

LIFE-sAVING SERVICE. severe and arduous service. 1\ia.ny a weary night in the midst of a 
For salaries of superintendents for the life-saving stations, as follows: storm these patrolmen traverse the whole coast. They do it on foot, 
Mr. REAGAN. I see that provision is made here for salaries for carrying a lantern, if it is a dark night, or by moonlight, exposing 

nine superintendents for the life-saving stations at $1,500 apiece, and themselves to rain and storm. 
_ for fi. ve superintendents for iife-saving and life-boat stations at $1,800 Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the 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 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro-
the necessary appropriations for their support, and perhaps it was neces- ceed. 
sary, yet I was afraid that this was the creation, as we are doing in The reading of the bill was continued to line 5, on page 18. 
nearly aU the departments of the service, of additional and unneces- 1\Ir. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to 
sary officers, and that on account of the very peril which it is the object the fact that the appropriations this year are $20,000 less than they 
of the life-saving service to relieve against there has grown up a senti- were last year for the Life-Saving Service. 
mental extravagance that is unreasonable. I know this to be the case 1\Ir. REAGAN. On the question of economy I desire to call atten-
from having investigated the subject from year to year, and it ouO'ht tion to lines 12, 13, and 14, on page 16: 
in some way or other to be arrested. Whatever is necessary, whate~er For one superintendent for tl:).e life-saving and life-boat stations on the coMt 
is proper should be done; but for us from a mere sentiment of human- of the Gulf of Mexico, $1,500. 
ity, without the necessity of a practical exertion of power, to be in- That is a line of coast of about 1,500 miles: I believe, of dangerous 
volving the Government in· the expenditures we have done on this coast. If superintendents are necessary, no one superintendent can 
subject is going too far. discharge the duties on that length of coast and on that dangerous 

Ur. ALLISON. This is almost the exact appropriation of last vear. coast from the Rio Grande around by the mouth of the Mississippi to 
There is certainly no increase over the service of last year. - the capes of Florida. 

:Mr. SHERMAN. It is fixed bv law. Mr. ALLISON. Have another superintendent, then. 
Mr. ALLISON. Every one of these superintendents is provided for The reading of the bill was resumed. 

by Jaw. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
Ur. BECK. lf the Senator will turn to the Revised Statutes, sec- the appropriations for the "revenue-cutter service," on page 18, line 

tions 4243, 424, 4245, 4246, and so on, he will:findprovisionmade for 21, to increase the amount of the total appropriation ''"for expenses of 
all of them. revenue-cutter service" from $915,000 w $950,000. 

1\fr. REAGAN. For the stations? The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BECK. For superintendents and keepers and crews of surf- The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 21, to insert: 

boats. Construction of revenue steamer for southern wast : For additional amount 
I can only add that from time to time we have had to investigate for construction of one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the 

this matter, and if there is any branch of the public service that is car- United States, !00,000. · 
ried on economically and carried on energetically, earning its money . 1\fr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
and every dollar of it, it is the Life-Saving Service. I went along the '' $55,000 '' and inserting in lieu thereof '' $36,500.'' Sixty thousand 
coast of North Carolina two or three years ago; going from Hatteras up dollars was appropriated for this vessel last year, but the Department 
and down nearly a hundred miles, and I have struggled from that time can not build a suitable vessel for less than the $60,000 and the amount 
until now to have the surfmen and the life-boat and station keepers which I propose to add. 
and superintendents provided for the way they ought to be, by having 1 1\Ir. REAGAN. The estimate for that vessel is ninety :Odd thousand 
at each alternate station, 6 miles apart, a pair of strong mules kept for 1 dollars. · 
the purpose of carrying the surf-boats from point to point instead of j Mr. ALLISON. Ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars, $60,000 
making the men drag them the way they do now. But somehow we of which was appropriated last year. This is for the southern coast. 
are so economical that we have not yet got up to that point. All along The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The amendment to the amendment 
the stations on the New Jersey coast, and the North Carolina coast, and will be read .. 
the NewEngland coast, thereought at each alternate station to be kept The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 24 and 25 of page 18, after "United 
at least one pair of mules to help those men drag the heavy surf-boats States," it is proposed to sb.·ike out "fifty-five thousand" and insert 
for miles. · They would save dozens, perhaps hundreds of lives by that "thirty-six thousand five hundred; _" so as to make the clause read: 
additional facility. .., ; Construction of revenue steamer for southern coast: For additional amount 

Instead of being extravaO'ant in this service we have absolutely not I for .construction of one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the 
' gone to the point that com~on humanity requires us to go, for fear that Un1ted States, $36•500· 

somebody would say that we were giving too much. · The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say in connection with this service that The ame~dment as a~ended was agreed to. 

it has been so wisely and economically and carefully managed that one The .reading of the b~ll _was resun;ted. The ne~ a!llendme~t of the 
man Mr Kimball now probably fifty or sixty years of aO'e has always Corullllttee on Appropnations was, m the appropriations for engrav-

... ' · ' , ' ing a d · tin " 19 lin 17 aft th ds " f"" to had charge of it from the beginning to this hour; and through every . T ~ P~ g, on page ' e , er e wor, . w~ges o., 
administration in all the mutations of party life and the changes which strlke out not more than two hundred and twelve; mime 20, after 
have been mad~, he has been kept as a model officer. I do not believe ~he :words "wages of," to s,t(ike out ':~ot m~re than ,~wo hundred;" 
that any administration would be courageous enough to remove him m_line ~2, after the words wages of, to strike out not more than 
for any cause. Besides, there is no party politics in it in the slightest thirty-eight;" so as to read: 
degree, nor could there be any, because the men employed are all labor- For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
ing men, receiving the smallest kind of compensation from the Govern- Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 

wages of printers' assistants, at $1.25 a day each, when employed, and for wages 
ment for the service rendered. of printers' assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each, when employed, and 

I always like to bear testimony to the value and character of this for 1·oya1ty for use of st.eam plate-printing machines, $398,000, to be expended 
service, because it was organized during my service in Congress. Mr. under the direction of the Secretary of the 'J;'reasury. 
Cox, of New York, was one of the first to introduce the subject. It The amendment was agreed to. 
was begun by private charity on the coast of New Jersey, and after- The next amendment was, on page 20, line 2, at the end of the clause 
wards taken up by Mr. Cox, a member of Congress. He organized appropriating $398,000 for "wages of plate-printers," etc., to strike 
the system to some extent and has taken a great deal of interest in it. out the following proviso: 
He takes great pride in it. I have also always from the beginning of Provided, That there shall not be an increase of the numbe1· of steam plate­
the service to this time been very proud of the gradual growth and printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. 

purity and excellence of the life-saving system. Mr. BLAIR. 1\fr. President, the amendment of the Committee on 
Mr. REAGAN. I should not like to have it understood that I did Appropriations raises the question which is involved in the controversy 

not appreciatetheimportanceoftheLife-Saving Service. I should not between the hand-press and the steam-press printing of the Govern­
like to have it understood that I was not willing to appropriate all ment notes. Earlier in the session I introduced a resolution, which 
the money necessary to give efficiency to that service. But I do de- set forth at considerable length the views of those who are interested 
sire to repeat my protest agai'hst the expenditure of money•on mere in hand-work and against the machine-work employed in this business, 
sentimental ideas. Of course Senators have their opinions and their which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and upon that reso­
convictions and they ·express them. I have mine and I express mine, lution, which was of considerable length and went into the subject 
and I express them, not at random, but because it has been my duty with much particularity, there has as yet been no report from the 
to investigate this subject from year to year. Committee on Finance. I. am not aware that there has been any ill-

You may take the charts that have places upon them where these vestigation; certainly there has.not been a full investigation. On re­
life-saving stations are, and it seems as if there is hardly room for any flection I know there has been either a partial investigation or repie­
more, and that they are placed without reference to utility. It is so sentations have been made from the Superintendent of the Bureau of 
convenient for us to billet our friends upon the public wherever there Engraving and Printing to that committee; but in reply to his sugges­
is a chance to create an office that it seems to me some protest should tions there has been no opportunity of hearing, as I am informed by_the 
be made against it. parties interested. 

The Senator from Ohio suggested that there was no politics in the It is charged, and with certainly a great degree of proof in support 
Life-Saving Service. I recognize that, and I think any one who studies of the charge, that the currency of the conn try is exceedingly de pre­
the action of Congress will recognize that there is hardly any politics in cia ted since the employment of the steam-presses in the performahce 
extravagance of appropriations. There seems to. be no party but what of the work, as compared with what it was in the earlier days when 
tries to go ahead of all others in the extravagance of its appropria- the work was done by hand-roller lJresses and by the hand en~ravers, 
tions. so that the forging ?r counterfeiting of the papeT money of the countf.r 
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is now comparatively >ery ~y, 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 ru:e being put forth with greater 
and still greater rapidity. I have been informed (of coru-se, not hav­
ing the knowledge myself, but only as it is given to me, I think reli­
ably, and I have observed it, .too, in the public press) that since the 
reference of that resolution to the Committee on Finance several very 
dangerous counterfeits have appeared, and since the superintendent of 
the bureau 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 counterfeit, 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 Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

This su~ject has been investigated by the Honse 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. It will be printed and lie on the 
table. 

.Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp01·8. The proposed amendment will be 

read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

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 wor~ 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 ofthese machines. Thatia 
the allegation 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 cut from the Weekly Mail and Express,.ofNewYork City. It 
is an editorial, and it came to me in the usual and re_gular 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 tempore. The paper will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

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

Before the session closes Congress ought to do something effectual for stop· 
ping the now altogether too flourishing business of counterfeiting national-bank: 
note~;. The first and most effectual sLep toward the achievement of this most 
desirable object would be the abolition of the now wretchedly-managed Bureau 
of Eng1:aving and Printing, which has become a scandal to the Government. 
When the engraving of the national-bank notes was given to private parties, 
such as the American Bank Note Company, the work was so excellent that 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
tails the national-bank notes were beyond the reach of successful imitation by 
any skill that counterfeiters can engage. · 

In those times the national-bank notes were accepted without special scru­
tiny. It did not require expert skill or careful examination to tell the differ-

That the superintendent of the Life-Saving Service be, and he is hereby, au- ence between the genuine and the counterfeit notes. The genuine were as 
thol"ized to employ horses and mules for the transportation of life-saving surf· perfect works of art as were ever produced in their line. The counterfeits were 
boats at such points as he may determine them to be necessary; and for the comparatively few and were readily detected. 
purpose of enabling him to do so the sum of $20,000 is hereby appropri,ated. 'Vhy not return at once to the system that worked so admirably and that gave 

1\Ir. VOORHEES. It is noted there that it is to be inserted after to the people a currency so perfect in its execution? 
line 5, on page 18. It can be printed and offered to-morrow. Mr. BLAIR. That is not the accusation of the Knights of Labor; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to that is not the accusation of any labor organization • . It doesnotcome 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. from those who raise the question that exists between hand-labor and 

Mr. BLAIR. A1:1 I was saying, I understand that the investigation machinery, but it is from as reputable a public journal as circulates in 
by the House committee has resulted in a unanimous report against the this country in its editorial columns. I suppose that the representa­
further use of this sort of machinery in the printing of the Government tions of the Knights of Labor may be received with some suspicion on 
currency; and the bill before us comes from the House with provisions the part of some people, from the alleged fact that the hand labor is 
which seem to indicate that there may be something in this assertion. more expensive and more profitable to those employed, and, of course, 
The proviso at the end of this paragraph is: more expensive to the Government; but this is controverted. It is 

Provided, That the~re shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate- intimate?- that there is that sort of arrangement between those w~o 
printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. may be m the employment of the Government and those who are 1n 

That is the language as it comes to ns from the House, and earlier i~ I control of ~ese patented presses .. w~ich J.J:l some way resul~ i~ as great 
the paraO't-aph our committee have struck out the words in line 17 I an exi?end1ture m the actual prmting of the notes under th1s system 
"not m~e than two hundred and twelve;" also in the t.;entieth lin~ I as ~na~r that of the hand-roller pre.ss. . . . 
the words '.not more than two hundred,'' and in the twenty-second I ~ ask the Secretary_ to rea~ a letter which IS addressed by the ~lghts 
and twenty-third lines the words ''not more than thirty-eight;" .all i o!L~bor thr~ugh !heir attorney to Hon. JosE~H WHEELER, chauman 
which provisions, before the amendments suggested by our own com- 1 °1 ~- e c?~ttee ~n the Ho~se of ~epresentatives. 
mittee and as the bill came from the House, were limitations upon the 'I be Chi.., Cl.erk read as follo~s. • . . 

Power of the superintendent to employ any larger number of "plate ! Letter to the chanman of the Committee.on Expen.ditures m the ~reasury De· 
· t , " · t 1 • ta +M , " • te , . ta +M t t I partment of the House of Representatives, relative to comparative cost and 

prm ers or prrn ers ass1s n~ or prm rs ass1s nlfo":j a s earn- excellence of steam, and hand press plate printina-. · 
presses." The amendments reported by th:e committee,~~ w_hich • WAsn;GTON, D. c., May26,1888. 
have been adopted already by the Senate, strike out those limitations, Sm: In response to your requestibegleavetosubmitthefollowingsummary 
so that at present the paragraph gives the superintendent unlimited o.freasons why plate-printing done on steam presses is inferior to the produc-

th 'ty to lo thos ho ould b 0' 0' d · h d k k hon of the hand press: au on emp Y e W W e enoabe m . an -:wor or wor Steam-press work is inferior to hand-press work: 
on the hand-roller presses, a sort of employment which d1d good work 1. The steam press wipes out the fine lines entirely and injures the fuller 
for the Government formerly. On.r committee have perfected this par- lines proportionately, and thid. destroys ~he whole effedt ?f tl_l.e e~graving. 
a!!raph in the direction in which I think it ought to be perfected so as 2. It l_l.ardens the paper on s1de opposite to t~at on which It Drm~. and such 
t ~ 1 th b 'f •t · t t' t b b d t d h harderung prevents even and effective dampenmg of paper to receive the sub-

0 eave e nreau, 1 1 IS o con 1nne o e a ureau an o o t e sequent hand-press impression. · 
work of the Government

1 
with unlimited power, except as limited by 3. 'l'!Ie steam-press impression is mo_re avail~ble for cou~terfeiting by photo­

the amount ofthe appropriation to have the work done in the old way ~raphic me.thods than the hand-press 1mpresswn, for the light and shadows in 
. ' . ' · It are lost sight of. . 

So there can be no obstruction mterposed by the paragraph as the 4. Thewastagebyimperfectsheetsprintedbythesteam-pressisvastlygreater 
- committee make it_ as to the efficiency of the bureau and the amount than l;>Y the hand-press, and this is a great, .absolute loss, and, in addition, is 

of work that if can perform. · I an evidence of the low degree of excellence m even the steam-press work ac· 
Now comes this proviso, which the House puts upon the paragragh: cet~b.e introduction of the steam press has led to the adoption of a lower 

Tbat there shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate-printing ma· 
1 

standard for the work accepted. Mr. Sullivan (pre~ent assistant chief) directed 
chines in the Enl:!'raving and Printing Bureau 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 
I oesue to have that prOVISO retamed, so that while It IS still an un- to Secretary Folger the existence of a lower standard of excellence as to steam-

settled question of fact, if it be an unsettled question of fact, whether press work as compare<l: with hand-pr~swork. . 
the steam-press is deteriorating the work and robbin()' the country by 6. The steam-press ~rm~ comparatively damp o: dry sbe.ets :WI!Jl t~e same . . b degree of speed, and In this respect can not exerCise the diScrrminatwn con-
the allowance of counterfeit notes and openmg a way, nobody knows stantly observed by the band-press printer. 
to what amount of difficulty in the transaction of our business and 7. It has not yet been demonstrated that steam-press work is cheaper than 
what loss to the country there may be in this direction no more steam- hand-press work. ~r. Gra.ve:;'s r~nt letter to Congress ignores the following 

. ' sources of expense In connection with steam.press work: 
presses shall be added to thiS bureau. a. The royalty paid for privilege of using a press-$500 for each press. 

I say that until it be determined by our own Committee or the action b. The amou~t paid to ~a~ter machinist in charge ~f ste~m press (Mr. Harley) 
of the Senate or. som~ p~sitiv_e action of the other Hous~, whether this ~r!~~~:nt paid for rebuildmK a new press were neither mcluded under head 
process of deterioration IS gomg on, there should be no mcrease of the c. The greater wastao-c in steam press over hand press on account of imperfect 
num r of machines thus employed. That is the proviso. If the sheets t~o'!'n out. ., . . 
proviso is retained the amendments which the committee have made To thlS mJgbt b.e add~d a fourth most ~portant pomt: . h . ' . . . d. Mr. Graves, In estunatmg comparative performance of two presses, bas 
lll t e preVlous pa,rt of }he paragraph havrng been adopted, there will placed it at 4f to 1. This ignores the fad that all the slow and difficult work is 

• 
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done by the band oress 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 41 to a 
possible 3 to 1 and reduce saving to nothing. 

8. Mt·. Graves's last report to Congress and letter in Book of Estimates show 
that he estimates the capacity of the two kinds of presses as 5 to 1, and upon this 
basis anticipates a saving of (about) $149,000 per year from use of three steam 
presses. His last letter diminishes this estimated ;!apacity to 4~ and decreases 
anticipated saving by about $30,000. The other ignored points would about ex­
tingu.ish the remainder of the $149,000. 

9. An element of fraud has entered, into former measurements of comparative 
performances of the two kinds of presses. l\Ir. Little was specially instructed 
by M1·. Milligan, a former press-room superintendent under the present assist­
ant-chief of the bureau, t.o so execute steam work as to secure results more fa­
vorable to H than are secured in the course of ordinary work. 
If 1\lr. Graves is called before your committee, I should be glad to be notified 

to be present. _ 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yom·s, 

1326 F sb·eet, northwest. 

;J. H. RALSTON, 
AUomeyforthe E.J;eculi-ve Boa1·d, Knights of Labor. 

Hon. JoSEPH WHEELER, 
Chai1-.nan Committee on Expendiltwes in the 

Tl'easur-y Depa1·t-ment, House of Representatives. 

.Mr. BLAIR. 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 bad 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 be states in the 
miscellaneous document containing his statement, which is f01·ty-seven 
pages in l ength. They said they desired to be heard, but for some 
reason, either from lack of insistence or fa~lure to understand the ways 
of getting around this Capitol, they had not been heard, and there has 
been no Rction by the committee. They have given me this paper, 
which they say they will be glad to substantiate by evidence, and I 
introduce it beca11Se 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 

.. . 
cause there are many points stated that they desired to submit to the 
Committee on Finance. I ask. that this little pamphlet, which is one of 
eight pages, be printed in the RECORD without troubling the Senate 
to listen to my reading it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be printed in the 
RECORD unless objection be made. 

The pa.per is as follows: 

Letter to the chairman ot the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De­
partment of the House of Representatives, in answer to a. communication 
from l\Ir. E. 0. Graves, Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, rela­
tive to comparath·e cost and excellence of steam and hand press plate-print­
ing. 

Hon. ;JosEPH 'VHKELER, 
Chairman of I he CommiJ.Iee on Expendittwes in the 

Trea.sw·y Department, House of Rep1·esentatives: 
SIR: I beg leave to submit the following reply to report sent by Mr. E. 0. 

Graves to the Senate Committee on l<'inance on Ma.y 9, 1888, which report has 
recently, I understand, been laid before your committee. · 

Mr. Graves's report as to the expediency of discontinuing steam-prt:ss work 
for plate-printing is designed to co~er the two questions as to rela tive excel­
lence of work and economy as compared with band printing. Upon the ques­
tion of excellence of work pet·mit me to call your attention to the following 
features of 1\ir. Graves's communication. About page 13 Mr. Graves says: 

"As to the comparative merits of steam printing and hand printing, it may be 
said that, speaking in the widest sense, bteam printing is not equal to hand 
printing." 

He then attempts to qualify thii! statement by applying it only to the black 
faces of notes, bonds, and drafts, and int.imating that the same rule does not 
hold good in what he is pleased to regard as a lower grade of work, such as 
backs, etc. 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 conscient ious workmen, in the most careful manner, and under the most 
favorable conditions, there is no doubt that the printing by that proce~s would 
best carry out the intention of the engraver," etc. 

I 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, aml should 
not be allowed, wit~out being held to the fullest accountability, to plead such 
wants in such a controv~rsy as this. Should a private firm obtain a reputation 
for the finest work, and a fterward, 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 att-est the insufficiency of the excuse. · 

HOW THE GOVERIDIENT GET THE PRESSES. But the report under consideration shows that., however mucli Mr. GraveR's 
. . . . . _ conclusions may be affected by his love for the steam press, in his O\Vn heart he 

say: 

Ftrst. The cost forprtvtlege of constr~ctwn IS $500. . . recognizes the correctness of the position taken by the Knights of Labor. About 
. f?eco?d. The ~ost of patterns f~r the different presses IS $400for each stze, and page 4, after referring to the present degradation of the work performed in his 
1t IS s~tpulated m agreement said patterns must be returned to owners when bureau upon the national-bank notes, contrasting the former beautiful plate­
pres~ JS constructed. . . . - printing of the Landing of Columbus, in black, surrounded by a green border of 

Th1rd. Twelve hundred and fifty dollars IS paid for the constructwn of each I handsome and intricate design, with the present common brown print, with sur-
press by the Governmen.t.. . . . . face printing of a number in the center, he says of the latter: 

Fourth . ..;\- r?ya.lty of Sl IS patd on every 1,00() Impress10ns prmted on these "I.t does not furnish the best security against counterfeiting, and is greatly 
pre~ses while muse. . . . inferior to the backs of the series of 1875, which it replaced. It would, in my 

F1ftb. An em~loye of the bureau made all the 1_mprov~ment that IS on satd opinion. be wise uolicy t~ restore the two plate printings of the old design." 
presses, and clatmed he was forced to surrender h1s drawmgs and plans to the ~ 'Ve :u:e content to ac. cept Mr. Graves's statement upon this point, and to ap­
patente~s. ply the same reasoning to the faces of the silver certificates, eto., which now r&­

They have dwelt upon this with great explicitness that the real use ceive a single plate print-ing, together with a surface printing of the seal. We 
h , .r. th G t · ' d b b _ I believe it is true of these notes, as well as of the backs of the national-bank 

of t e~e presses, so J.8>l' as · e overnmen lS concerne ' as een ~c notes, that the present method of production "does not furnish the best secur-
comphshed by an employe of the Government, and thus these outside I ity against counterfeiting." Mr. Graves shrinks from the conclusion of page 
patentees are enabled by means of the money of the Government itself 2 \?) of this report (po~sibly on account of supposed added expense), yet logic· 

'd 'ts 17 
' h h t d th t bta' ally he must come to tt. 

pat to 1 own emp oye W O as opera e ese presses, 0 0 lD :tn on page 2 of the report 1\!r. Graves very truly says that "the chief purpose of 
advantage O\er the Government to the extent of the revenue they get the elaborate printing upon the public securities is to prevent count-erfeiUng," 
frol:n 'these presses and we are invited to permit this process to go on and on page 3, referring to the formerbacks:ofthenational-banknotes, he says, 
· fi · t 1 d !th t · t' rr t' "the two printings (plate printings) and the quality of the work furnish excel-
mde n1 e Y an W1 on mves loa ·lOll. lent protection against counterfeiting." He also explains why it is that plate 

Sixth. Mr. Grav<:s, in his testimony before Banking and Currency Committee, printing is superior to surface printing. Yet in spite of these o~inions, so 
stated, "Among other things I have increased Mr. Harley's pay recently, simply frankly expressed, the fact is, that instead of the three plate printmgs which 
o n account of his services." (Page 84, stenographer's report.) make the fa.ce of the earlier United States currency a thing of beauty and a de-

Seventh. The work done on these presses is inferior, and a lower standard has fiance to the arts of the counterfeiter, we now have a single plate printing with 
been adopted in the examination of steam-press work. (See Little's testimony, one su1·face printing, while the national-bank note backs have fallen from two 
Banking and Currency Committee, and page 17, 1\iiscellaneons Document 131, beautiful plate printings of intricate designs to one plate printing and one sur­
Senate.) face printing, and the backs of the silver certificates now receive a. single green 

llir. GraYes·has fa iled to show any saving in steam-presses. In computing plate printing, executed not in such manner that the "quality of the work fur­
his alleged saving he ignored the following important items: First, cost of priv- nishes excellent protection against counterfeiting," but after such fashion that 
ilege of construction, $500; second, repairs of presses; third, spoilage of work ; the cham pion of the steam presses confesses on p age 11, they " lack something 
fourth, cost of pa-tterns; fifth , Harley's salary. of the fullness of color of the very best band printing." · 

We can show that the labor alone on one press getting reconstructed amounted I need scarcely remind your committee that, as I have heretofore explained, 
to near SI,OOO. / the want of "fullness of color" indicates that the finest lines have been utterly 

The late Colonel Irish says- wiped out. and extinguished, and the remaining ones have not received their 
1 invite the attention of the Senate to this for it is the judO'ment of full etr~ct, and the .whole has been re!'ldered theref?r~moreeasy of .reJ?roduction, 

• ... • • ' • 
0 h' as havmg less decidedly the protective charactertsttcs ofplate·prmtmg. 

Colonel Irish as 1-0 the relat1ve mentof these two kmds of work. T 18 Before leaving the subject of comparativeexcellenceofwork,it may be worth 
is quoted from page 18 of Miscellaneous Document No. 131- while to refer to 1\Ir. Graves's remarks on page12 as t{) the 50-cigar st-amps. He 

" b · f 11 · d 'th ba d 11 d d t k admits that they "do not come up to quite the same standard of excellence as 
The urea~ IS u Y eqmppe 'Y1 . 11 -;~ · er pre_sses a~. nee no ma e the other securities printed by this press." The same fact has also been ad-

-furt~er outlay m m~ny y~rs. It 15 obvtolli!, he contmued, therefo~e, tha~ to witted, as we are prepared to show, by J'.Ir. Morgan, chief of the press room. 
JDSttfy any of such P: esses (steam-pr~es), there must be a. substantial savt_ng But 1\Ir. Graves is not deterred from the use of the steam-press on these stamps 
to the Government m ~e <;ost of operatmg the power-presses as compared Wi~h for this reason, as he immediately finds that "from the way in which they are 
the h~?-presses. Th1s 'Yould _not .be the. ca5e if very large sumssh~mld be paid issued and used (they) are not exposed to the same risk of being counterfeited 
fo~ pnvtleges and royalttes to Justify the1r u~e. T~e suDts t~ be pa1d s~ould be as notes or bonds." 

. adJusted so as to make the cost of t.he work, m~~udmg royalties and privileges, Here is another plain intimation that superiority of workmanship is a pro tee-
at least 50 oer cent. cheaper than. hand-presses. . tion, coupled with a more than doubtful statement of fact as to liability tocoun-
. We .would also call your a~tentton to the fact ~hat no showmg has been. mad.e terfeiting. The records of the Secret Service show that numbers of counterfeit 
1n est~ates or fig_ures showlUg any greater. savmg than 18 per cent., and m t.b~s plates of revenue stamps are yearly taken and destt·oyed. . 
sbowmg several 1tems have not been constdered that would even reduce th111 
saving if such it be. (Ex. Doc. 1, part 4, Forty-ninth Congress, page 692.) Bids of 
Treasury Department, American Bank Note Company, and Franklyn Bank Note 
Company for p rinting 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 band-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 would desire to submit. 
They present the case pointedly and briefly, and yet it seems long, be-

HOMER LEE PRESS. 

In speaking of this press {page 4), the idea. is com·eyed that no plute-printer 
is needed for it. This is erroneous. A plate-printer is employed at $3 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 similar t{) 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 (page 5): 

" It is not at all material that the printing should conform t{) the arbitrary 
standard of hand-printing, so long as the essential element of security is nCtt 
sacrificed.'' 
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He:~e is a distinct 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'!$ exact words: 
"That this substitution [machine for hand polishing,et-c.J has not accomplished 

sucoessful results is demonstrated by the fact that the q ua.hty 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 liiiLLIGAN 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 
might be satisfactorily printed on the press with more economy and more ra.­
pldi ty than by hand press," or that another committee found that several classes 
of printing " might be done on that press in a. satisfactory manner and with con­
siderable saving to the Government,'' or that non-practfcal chiefs, such as Mr. 
Irish and 1\Ir. Graves, should be imposed upon in this 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 o'rdinary course of steam printing 
and calculated to produce exceptionally favorable results for that press. 

1\Ir. Burrill is quoted as reporting to the Department that "the Milligan press 
is * * * a hand-printing press, so far as the application of intelligence to the 
polishing process is concerned, and its condition of work is and the standard of 
the passage of it and its examination are the same as for the hand presses." 

While I do not wish to question the sincerity of Mr. Burrill in his belief as to 
the standard for examination of the work of this press, we are prepared to show 
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. 

OOXPARATIVE ECONOMY. 

It is a. difficult thing to learn from the reports of the bureau anything at all 
satisfactory concerning the relative cost of steam and hand printing. Mr. Graves 
says on page 13 of this report that "there is an average net saving to the Gov­
ernment of more than 34 for each dollar of royalty paid." Let us see about this. 
1\Ir. 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, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session) he estimated the cost per thousand impressions 
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 39.23, instead of U, for each dollar of royalty paid. 
Mr. Graves's figures somewhere lack the. prime element of accuracy. 

·But there is reason to;believethathisstatement this time is, as before, wide of 
the mark. In Executive Document No.224,Forty-seventh Congress,tirst session, 
we find that a. committee, giving the matter more careful attention than Mr. 
Graves ever seems to have bestowed upon itJ.. reported that the cost of printi.ng 
1,000 impressions by hand, in green ink, was ~ll.26; 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 steam-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
mate submitted to Congress. Let me now add that they vitiate every figure 
contained in the report we are now considering. 

Examining the figures he has presented se1-iatim, we find that he estimates 
that printing tints and seals, now done by surface printing for $215,500, would 
cost by plate printing nearly ten times as much, or $248,700. Let us charitably 
suppose that in presenting such a statement as this Mr. Graves was simply out­
rageously imposed upon. Besides a manifest exaggeration in his figures, Mr. 
Graves in compiling 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 manner. 

To replace the Homer Lee press by hand-presses he estimates would call for 
. the employment of five additional plate printers and five assistants,and would 
increase the annual expense by $5,124. Inasmuch as Mr. Graves's highest esti­
mate has been;that one press did the work of five printers,a.nd as one printer with 
an assistant is already employed to take charge of tliis press, under no circum­
stances could more than four additional men and four assistants be called 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 presses is 
erroneous. 

Mr. Graves further states that to replace the steam-presses in the bureau 
would require the employmentof.at least seventy-three additional printers and 
thirty-eight additional 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 nineteen 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 
of 5 to 1. In his recent re:{>Ort to .Congress (Executive Document No. 210, Fif· 
tieth Congress, first session) he estimated the production of one press as equal 
to fo~ and _three-seve~ths men on h::md-presses, and, as I have before shown 
your committee, to arr1ve 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 considering need but a. 
passing glance. At the beginning of Mr. Graves's administration two hundred 
a.nd twenty-five plate-printers found employment in the bureau. Now it con­
tains but one hundred and eighty-seven. If we are told that this reduction is 
in consequence of the Congressional enactment restricting 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 a.llegation 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 bureau on which to 
place without inconvenience another building of the same size were the neces­
sity for it to exist. But there should be no question of economy when the safety 
of the Government issues is the matter under consideration. Upon this point 
we can not do better than quote from the report of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency (H. R. No.l50, second session Forty-third Congress): 

"All these circumstances have satisfied the committee that methods of print­
ing, numbering, sealing, and issuing of the securities of the United States ought 
to be. adopted which wip approach the nearest to being ah!!olutely secure against 
error and fraud, even if euch methods should be much more expensive than 
others having less guaranties of protection." 

And again (page 20) with regard to internal-revenue stamps: 
"While the individual citizen may have comparatively little interest in the 

sta.wps; the public revenues are heavily involved. These suffer, and the honest 
ta.x-l_layers are defrauded if counterfeit stamps are altered or there is an unau­
thop;~d an~ dishone~t i;5sue ofgenuin~ stamps. To prevent counterfeiting the 
highest atta._u:1able a.rtlStic and mechamcal 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 si~ed the oregoing opinions were 
adopted by Co.ngress, and the 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 (pnnted on both steam and hand presses) have returned for redemption 
within a given time than was formerly the case with the United States legal­
tenders. The explanation is twofold. First, the silver certificates were issued 
at a time when there was a. great dearth of notes of the lower denominations. 
They met an immediate and pressing want for change, and were therefore not 
readily presented for redemption. Second, t:he -silver certificates are printed 
upon paper of a much tougher tiber than that used for the legal-tenders, and 
they may therefore be expected to continue in oirculation a longer time. 

Neither of these reasons at all affects the question of hand and steam print­
ing. Our contention is simply that the printing of the back by steam ea.lenders 
the face and renders it less suitable to receive the subsequent face imJVession, 
and that thereby the face impression is deteriorated. Upon this point I again 
refer to my former communication to you. -

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 any one who cares 
for excellence in government-al work. We are prepared 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 being wiped 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 reply to the allegations of alleged economy presented by 

Mr. Graves under this head. Inasmuch as they are not placed in comparison 
with results obtained by any man practically acquainted with the business, they 
are absolutely not pertinent to the question under discussion, a.nd may be dis-
missed without furt-her remark. • 

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

On page 16 he says: 
"While there is no exact way of determining the exact degree of pressure ap­

plied to the paper by the impression-roller on either the hand or the steam 
presses, there is no reason to believe that it is greater on one press than on the 
other." 

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 pra-ctical man would make the stupendous blunder of doubting this. In re­
ply to this assertion of Mr. Graves, we offer, at any time opportunity is given us, 
to make complete tests of the relative and absolute pressure in the two presses. 
If the non-practical chief of the bureau denies the ability to measure pressure, 

he mav 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 ho.nd 
press can be testified to by scores of employes of the bureau, and that the un­
equal stretching of the paper as a result of it can be shown most convincingly 
by both steam and hand press 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 bureau 
many thousands of dollars. The Government lost hundreds of thousands in 
experimenting with a hydraulic printing press, experiments directed by a non­
pra-ctical 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 $20,000 per annum as royalty for steam 
presses doing defective -and inferior work. 
It is interesting to quote Mr. Graves's opinion of a. mechanic: 
"A plate printer is a. mechanic, apprenticed to the trade at an early age, with­

out any r equirement of education or special intelligence, and spending all his 
wo~king hours in~ narrow mechanical routine. He ~~s little_ taste or oppor­
tumty for the reqwrement of general knowledge. It IS 1.mposs1ble to conceive 
what qualification to manage a. great and intricate bureau, in which perplexing 
questions of the administration, oflegalconstruction, and of departmental prac­
tice are continually arising, and the chief officers of which must have frequent 
official intercourse with the high officers of the Government, would be furnished 
by men skilled in performing the purely mechanical operations of plate print­
ing. Such a craftsman might, indeed, free himself from the trammels of his 
~ra.de, and turn to other pursuits which would qualify him for other things, but 
JUSt to the extent he should do so he would fall short of tho 'practical' working 
required." 

After reading this, one unconsciously calls to mind the fact that one Benjamin 
Franklin, brought up in a" nan·ow, mechanical routine," afterward became a. 
successful manager of printing offices, and even held " intercourse with the high 
officials of the Government," 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 Telegraph Company. TheHarp~r 
Brothers were also practical printers, and became business managers of possibly 
the model office of this country. Horace Greeley, a printer, distinguished him­
self as a practical newspaper manager, was received upon terms of equality by 
"high officials," and even ventured ttl become a candidate for the Presidency. 
A former carpenter was but recently regarded as a. prominent candidate for the 
position of Chief-Justice of the United States, and has been known to entertain 
on equal. terms men holding higher positions than that of Chief of the Bureau. 
Members of your honorable committee in their own persons attest the stupend­
ous falsehood of the assumptions in which Mr. Graves indulged when he penned 
the paragraph above quoted. 

But I ~eed not multiply instances. There are to-day many members oflearned 
professiOns who "pull" plate printing presses under the direction of this man~ 
who considers them not suitable to have intercou't'se with high officials. We 
ne~d not fear that among such m~n as these we can not find many capable of 
tilling with honor to themselves and advantage totheGovernment the position 
of Chief of the Bureau. 

Very respectfully, yours, ( 
J. H. RALSTON, 

.Attorney for the Executive Board, Knights of Labor: 
Now, Mr. President, so far us 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 bruance 
of evidence is in that directio;n. There is no evidence to show that 
there is any substantial saving in the matter of cost; and in the co~ 
troversy concerning so important a matter a.s the integrity of the c~ 
rency of the United States, when the other House have found against 
this steam-press work, and have indicated their opinion in that direc­
tion, I think I am 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. 
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The PRESIDENT pro temp~re. The question is on agreeing to the I found;uponexaminingthispamgraphrespecting appropriatiollB for the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. Bureau of Engraving and Printing, two inconsistent provisions. One 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am obliged to differ with the committee on this was that there should be a limited number of plate-printers I'equired 
matter. I do not believe that the best work can yet be possibly done in the first place, and then that a certain number of these machines 
by machinery-the best work in plate printing. There are some things should be used-sixteen of them-the number now employed in the bu­
that can not be done by machinery. We see very respectable chro- reau. Of course the House, by the provision they inserted, indirectJ.y, 
mos, it is true, but nobody supposes that a first-class work of art, a although not directly, provided that sixteen of these machines should 
painting, can be made by a machine. It requires the mind and the be used. Ifthese machinesare what the SenatorfromConnecticut and 
individual finger, hand, soul, and eye of the artist to do it. the Senator from New Hampshire say they are, they ought to be taken. 

It is true of this work that it can not be conducted in chromo style, out immediately. The committee had a delegation of the plate-prinir 
and one evidence of that is that the bureau does not print the face of ers before them .and listened to their statements. They did say with 
bills by machinery, it prints the back, as that is supposed to be ofless great emphasis that the printing done by these steam-presses was not 
importance. Upon it there is usually only one tint, the green, and such printing as should be executed upon notes that are intended to 
a little darker or a little lighter shade here and there is not of so much circulate, and they wanted this proviso retained, I believe. 
consequence. They have not yet had the audacity and disregard of Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 
art to attempt to print by machinery such exquisite engravings as we l!r. ALLISON. On the other hand the Superintendent of this 
still continue to have in the Treasury Department. 'We have issued Bureau of Engraving and Printing wanted to buy more of the machines, 
the h!1Ildsomest paper money in the world. There is nothing :finer in and therefore he wanted u.s to cut down the number of plate-pl'inters 
the way of vignettes and portraits to be found, in my judgment, inart named in this paragraph. 
anywhere than can be found in our Federal money, and nobody bas The Committee on Appropriations not being practical printers, not 
yet ventured to print by machine the admirably engraved faces of being skilled in engraving, and not having the time to go into a care­
J\fartha Washington, and Hancock, and Hendricks, and Garfield that fnl and elaborate consideration of so important a matter as the qnes­
I holdj.n my band. That is done by the delicate touch of the hand, tion of the currency and how it should be printed and executed, be­
which alone can perform tile task perfectly, as I will explain in a few lieved that the wisest thing to do was to put this responsibility where 
moments. . it properly belonged, namely, with the Secretary of the Treasury. He 

These :finely cut plates of steel are inked over by a hand-roller, and is the responsible officer, having charge of the entire printing of the 
then they are rubbed over with soft cloth or other material to take off currency, and is it to be supposed for a moment that a Secretary of the 
the surplus ink. Where the cut of the plate is deeper, the ink is of Treasury, responsiblefo:r a thousandmillionsofpapermoney-because 
course abundant, and much must be left there for a dark impression. all our paper money is printed under his direction-will, when his at­
Where the engraving is light and delicate less ink is required, but care tention is oalled to this question, allow for a single instant inferior 
must be taken not- to wipe off too much. The :final wiping is done by work to be done there? Therefore we felt that it was an injustice for 
ball of the hand, and with practice the true plate-printer becomes ex- us by legislation to undertake to limit and prescribe and control a re­
quisitely correct with eye and band. No machine is a substitute for sponsible Cabinet officer in the execution of a great trust which the 
the eye, the hand, the skill and training of the plate-printer. He law confides to him. 
leaves just the right quantity of ink in the fine trenches of the plate Hence we said, 1fe will leave this matter so that the Secretary of the 
and none at all where none is needed. His hand goes with an inde- Treasury, if he chooses, can put into the street these sixteen presses 
scribable delicacy over the beautiful vignette. Then the plate is put whichitis allegeddonotdoproperwork, andemploy, astheSenatorfrom 
under the hand-press, where the hand of the trained artisan follows it, Connecticut says he should employ, just so many hand plate-printers 
and there comes out an impression wonderful in clearness, fineness, and as will be necessary for the execution of this work, if it should be exe­
precision. cuted. So tbC..committee, after looking the field all over, feeling its 

Now a certain kind of beautiful work can be done by machinery. incompetency to decide so important a question as this is in the way 
Take the back of one of these bills, and look at these extraordinary con- we were compelled to decide it, and . in the way the Senate will be 
volutions of :fine" lines found there. That is done by a machine, and compelled to decide it if it decides it one way or the other, because it 
the hand could not do that with such fearful accuracy. The geometric is not in the nature of things that each Senator can have the informa­
lathe does it. tion that the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from New 

But who would undertake to engrave with a machine the face of Hampshire have on this subject-so the committee said, "We will 
Madame Washington on the bill I bold in my hand? No two lines are strike this all out and leave the Secretary of the Treasury to execute 
exactly alike in strength or direction. , Only the live hand can give the trust which the law confides to him in a respectable way for the 
those inimitable touches. B.nt that plate must be printed by hand as benefit of those who use this money and pass it from hand to hand." 
well as engraved by band to do it justice. That was the motive. So the Senator from Connecticut does not differ 

I think I am stating the simple truth, as every artisan of this field from the committee. The committee simply say that in a legislative 
will tell you that yon can not maintain the excellence of the work of way we can not run every bureau and every machine in this Govern­
the Government by this steam plate-printing. Even in so printing the IJ;lent. 
back we :find that the dampening and the stretching are irregular and I had the support of the Senator from New Hampshire in the :first 
the register is not perfect. You can often :find that the printing of amendment to this paiagraph, because he says that the number OJ. 
the twO" sides does not exactly coincide, and when the bills are cut you plate-printers should not be confined as the Honse confined it. Finding 
will find the width of margins varying, and in some C..'\SCS even some these two inconsistent provisions, one compelling the Bureau of En­
of the impression cut off. graving and Printing to use these maclrines and the other simply Sfly-

I would stand by the House provision and not enlarge the number of ing that they shall buy no more of them, we struck out the proviso 
these steam-presses, because they do not do as good work, and in these without expressing an opinion upon this question. If what is here said 
peculiarly delicate things they never will, in my judgment. It is not be true, the Secretary of the Treasury is the proper officer to turn 
safe to say that anything will not be done in this mechanical and in- these presses into the street and employ such instrumentalities as will 
ventive age, but the machine is not master here yet. secure good work in the Bureau of En~graving and Printing. 

For an illustration see the type-setting business. Every publisher I think the Senator from Connecticut will admit that the Committee 
of books or newspapers has been these many, many years saying to in- on Appropriations did wisely in not limiting the number of plate­
ventors who claimed to have a perfect type-setting machine, "Prove printers. Now, if we shall not limit their number, why is it that we 
it; come along with your type-setter; we are wa.iting for it." Every sball here in a legislative way direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
day a man comes along and says, ''I have got it; I can do it-Eureka!'' use the presses he has and not buy any more? That is all there is 

. "Do it," says the publisher; and yet they have not fully done it yet. about it. 
The publisher says, "Show that you can do it, and then you are rich, But I think justice to the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
abundantly rich.' 7 They do part of it;· but they can not do it all. All Printing requires that I should send to the Secretary's desk his letter 
the so-called "reading matter" in the London Times for some years upon this subject and have it read. 
has been set up by machines, but in the variegated work of the adver- The Secretary read as follows: 
tisements \be hand of tbe· compositor is still necessary. In short, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAu oF .l!lNGRAVING AND Pnn.~nm, 
there is still room for individual character and skill; the machine is J1lly 9,1888. 
not everythingo- Sm: In reply to the inquiry made of me when I was lnst before your com· 

. . · . . . . . mittee, I have the honor to state that six additional steam-power plate-printing 
This lB not an ordinary case of ObJeCting to a labor-savmg machme 'presses of the 1\filligan pattern could be used to advantage in this bureau in 

because it might dispense with workmen. By no means. There is the printing of the public securities. Tht:: introduction of this additional num· 
no mechanic certainly no intelliuent American mechanic, who does her of presses would c!i'us~ an ann~ savmg of upwards o~ ~.ooo, and enable 

• • !"' • • • • the bureau to accomplish 1ts work m a smaller space and with a less number ot 
not know that he lB every day m danger of competition With an 1n- operatives than if the additional work were to be done by hand. The last twelve 
VCJltiOn in some kinds of work. It is almost inevitable. presses ot this pattern introduced into ~his bur~u have proved ent~ly .sue­

While in this instance the plate-printers may have some preiudice cessful. _All of the backs of the new silver cert~ca.tes of the denommat10ns . . . ". of $1, 82,$5 and 10 have for many months been prmted upon these presses in a. 
agalllBt a machine because 1t reduces the number of employed artisans, manner whlcb, in the opinion of tbe experts of this bureau , and of other ex­
! think that most decidedly they have the judgment of true artists on perts in bank-note printmg, is fully equal to the best band work." 
their side For evidence of the quality of the work it is only necessary to refer to the cer· 

· ti.ficates then1selves. In clearness, sharpness, and uniformity of impression, and 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committee on AJ?prOJ?riations all the qualities which tend to prevent successful counterfeiting, they are up to 

• 
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the highest stnndard. The pressure applied to the paper by the steam-presses some he bas never undertaken to regulate his action save only as in 
is no greater t han that applied by the band-press, and does not stretch or injure accordance with the laws which have been made here on this sub1ect, 
the paper in the least, as careful measurement and testing have repeatedly .J 

shown. The record of issues and redemptions shows that the durability of this and it has so come to pass that under provisions of law they have in-
issue of certificates is greater than that of any previous issue of notes. Although trod need these machines. . 
these machint:s a;re known as "steam-presses" they !etain all the _advanta_ges I can not recall the special reference to past appropriation bills but 
power without special intelligence or skiiJ, is done by machinery. The ink, ! see the cbauman lS here, and I see a gentleman near him whose good 
of the hand-prmting process. Only the purely mechru:ucal work, which reqUires I . . · ' 
plates, an.d materials ar~ lJ;te same as those ~sed. on the presse-s operated by memory undoubtedly will correct me if I am wrong in stating that this 
~and •. whlle the fin~\ polishing oft)leplate, "'!h1ch ts the partoft~eworkwhere very subiect-matter has been heretofore discussed in Congress and pe1'-
1ntelhgence and skill are brought mto play, 1S done by hand prectsely as on the .J • • • 

hand presses. "The application of steam-power to plate-printing presses is in haps before the Comm1ttee on Appropnatwns. 
the line of the mecha!lical development ~hicJ;t has long b~en taki.ng place i_n Mr. ALLISON. Discussed in this way, that last year for the first 
ev~r~ other branch of mdustry, and especmlly m typographic and hthographlC time we. limited the num1Jer of plate-printers. 
prmtmg. . 

"One or more steam-power plate-printing presses are in use in every large ?t!r. BLAIR. . Very well. That was, lll other words, a provision 
:plate-prin ~i~g es~blishme!Jt in the country, and if this b~rrean is. to bold. its own that more mechanics might be employed. 
m compet1t10I?- w1th them 1t must resort t.o the labor-savmg dev1ees which t_hey Mr ALLISON That tl-.e machines there should continue to be em-
employ." It 1s hardly necessary that I should endeavor~ refute the anCient • - • ....:. . 
fallacy which lies at the bottom of the opposition to these presses, that any de- played. Tha.t was the restnction last year. 
yi~e which lessens.the amount of labor required to produce a ~iven resul~ is ~n Ur. BLAIR. It is a matter of no consequence to me what they did 
mJm·y to the la~ormg man. If no further ~team-presses are mtroduced ~t w1ll formerly If the committee admit that Congress on their recommenda-
be necessary to mcrease the force of pltJ.te-prmters from one hundred and eighty- . . • . . . . . . 
seven to two hnnd1·ed and twelve. This increase will be necessary in order to t10n did take supeiVISIOn of this machme busmess, whether they en­
enable the bureau to grant t~ t~e plate-printers the leaves of .absence allow.ed larged it, whether they lessened it, or what they did to it, they did not 
by law and to do the work wtthiD: the regular hoUI·s. n: the s1x press~ are m- admit by their action heretofore and their precedents are against this 
troduced the work can be done With one hundred and n1nety plate-pnnters, an . . • . 
inc1·case of three over the present number. The introduction of the presses clmm, that they Wlll now come forward and throw the whole responsl­
wonld, ther~fore, not :work to the ~advantage o~ the pri_n~ers no'! employed, bility upon the Secretary of the ~'l:easury. He is a busy man, as well 
but would SI~ply ob~ate the nec.essJty of employmg additlonal prmters. as are members of ConO'ress and it may be that he will be unable to 

For fuller rnformahon concern#ng the work of the steam-presses, I ha.Ye the ~ 1 • • • 

honor to refer to fl. letter addressed by me to the Secretary of the TreasUI·y 1\Ia.y make, or at all events 1 t would seem from the opmwn of the charrman 
9, 1888, p~nted in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 131, Fiftieth Congress, of the committee that he has been unable to make those necessary in-
first s~!~~~~tfully yours vestigations, which have shown him that these machines axe doing in-

' ' E. o. GRAVES, ferior work to the hand work, for,.I take it, it will be granted by every-

Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chief of Buuau. body that it is the quality of the work, almost utterly regardless of the 

Clw.irman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 
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-

M:r. HAWLEY. ~Ir. President, the letter is interesting and it gives ple of the country vastly more than the entire expense of running the 
me pleasure to comment on some of its observa-tions. M.r . Gra>es says bureau, even when it was all operated by hand machines and by hand 
if we are going to compete with engra>ers outside in cheapness we work. 
have got to usc the labor-saving devices that they use. Now, outside It is the quality of the work which we are to secure, and the ques­
companies do a great deal. of cheap work, commercial work, railroad tion here is one as to the quality of the work, and the chairman of 
bonds and things of that kind, that will answer perfectly well if done the committee concedes, from the best information he can get, that the 
by machinery, but some of the largest customers in New York City I quality of work which the machines do is inferior. It seems to me 
put into their contracts with the American Bank-Note Company the that ought to cover the wholecase. We ought nottotakethismatter, 
condition that the company shall not use machines, but that the work 

1 

which we ha>e taken jurisdi. · ction of in former Congresses, and turn it 
shall be done in the good old way, the only true and artistic way, by over to the Secretary of the Treasury. If he h..'\8 had the jurisdiction, 
hand. as undoubtedly he has of these things, he has failed in his duty, and 

You can not compete, of course, in the mere matter of cheapness, it seems that Congress has failed in its duty also, for it is coming to be 
but in much ordinary commercial work the character of the work, conceded that there is inferior work; and shall we permit it to go on 
whether it be a shade above 9r a sbade below, is of minor consequence. and continue this failure? What assurance have we that the Secre­
The rough printing machine will answer, for the plates do not bear the tary of the Treasury will do anything about this matter? It is no 
exquisite lines and the fine artistic shading that we have always ex- new subject. It has been bruited in the newspapers of Washington 
pected to :find in our paper money. and in controversies between labor organizations and those owning 

Mr. ALLISON. They print all our revenue stamps in the bureau. these patents, and it has become a matter of personal abuse to those 
l!Ir. HA. WLEY. They print all our revenue stamps. A little stamp who feel it to be their d11ty to agitate the question on the floor of Con­

is one thing. That might be done by machinery possibly. It is just gress. I have had the honor to :find myself the object of a sc~ilous 
slapped upon some article of merchandise and then immediately ruined. attack in some of the papers simply because I offered that petition 

Mr. Graves says that all the purely mechanical work in the operation which went to the Committee on Finance early in the proceedings of 
is done by the machine, and there is an opportunity for the artistic this Congress, and which has never been acted upon at all. 
hand to come in. I will tell you just how much of that is done. I do not know anything about this subject; I am no expert; but they 

The ink is run on by machinery, the plate is wiped automatically, brought specimens of the work of these machines of comparatively a 
and while the machine is still operating the swift hand of the skillful recent date, which the dullest eye could not fail to see were of vastly 
printer gets a hasty dab at the plate. If he gives just the requisite inferior workmanship even than the very earliest issues of the Govern­
touch it is a happy accident. They can not avoid trying to get the hand ment under the hand-press process. 
finish. The plate-printer may long to get in just one more touch to Mr. President, since there is no issue in this, nothing in fact except 
perfect his plate, but it is gone. Some money is saved and some in- the question whether during the investigation which is now going on 
artistic work is done. in the Senate, and which has been carefully made by actual inspection, 

If you are going to make mere cheapness the requisite, why use en- the whole committee spending a day, as I am told, in the Bureau of 
graved plates at all? Why not print the notes with a common print- Engraving~d P1·inting, the committee of the House, and looking into 
ing press from electrotype plates? But we have found that the best this whole matter by actual inspection and examining the machines 
protectionagainstconnterfeitingisinthe bestengravingandplate-print- themselves and carefully examining the machine work and the band 
ingdone in the world. Only the best work gives that protection, and work-I say, after such an investigation as this, the only question is 
though it appears to be the. more costly, it is cheapest in the end. whether we shall increase the number of the machines. The House 

1\Ir. ALLISON. The statement so well made by the Senator from has undertaken to limit them, and it seelllS to me that we had better 
Connecticut was made more elaborately by the plate-printers before the just let the House have their own way and limit the number of rna­
committee, and I must say they convinced me of the general tl'uth of chines and not increase the evil. 
the statement that it was impossible to make as perfect work for en- Ml'. BECK. I do not knowthatihavemuch to add towhatthechair­
graving by mttehinery as by hand; but that does not answer the ques- man of the committee has said, but the subcommittee of the Commit­
tion. The responsibility is with the Secretary of the Treasury, and it tee on .Appropriations, of which I was a member, investigated this sub­
is not for us to run that Department by legislation, I submit to the ject with all the care we could, and the conclusion we arrived at was 
Senator. . • that, if there was any faith to be placed in the statements of public 

Mr. H.A WLEY. I think it is sometimes necessary to legislate in officers, ·.we bad better not go into· a controversy as far-reaching and as 
regard to it. broad as this, for it may be on an unlimited scale on this particular 

1\fr. BL.ll.R. Upon just that point I desire to say a word. This bu- item. 
rean, of course, was created by legislation, and every year there has The chairman of the committee has made a report, Senate report 
been more or less of legislation relative to its efficiency and to the man- 1814, and the statements made by all the gentlemen who opposed the 
ner in which its duties haye been performed. I do not recollect aCon- machine work will be found on pages 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, and 56 of the 
gress in which this subject-not this particular point, but what they report. 
are doing at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, the way in which Hearing so much in regard to it and so many conflicting views, we 
they do it-bas not been the subject of discussion in one or both called upon Mr. Graves, who is the Superintendent of the Bureau of 
branches of Congress, and we have always had jurisdiction of it, not- Engraving aud Printing, an old employe of this Government, who has 
withstanding the existence of the Secretary of the Treasury. I pre- been trusted for a long time and through several administrations, a 
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man upon whom the Secretary of the Treasury h!ls-a right to rely and 
upon whomthecommitteethoughtithad arighttQrely, and he brought 
before us the wo1·k 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 ma-chine 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 _SIO ~a.>e, for ~!1-ny m onths, been prin~d upon these presses .in a n{an: 
ner wh1ch, m the opmwn ot the ex perts of thlS bureau and of other experts in 
bank-note printing, is fully eq ual to the best hand work. . 

He showed the wo.rk to the committee, and the head of the bur~u 
backed by his experts averred that to be t.Qe fact. Af3 one I can not see 
any difference between the two kinds of work, no matter what the 
Senator from Connecticut or other gentlemen who are greater exper ta 
than I am may be able to see. I thought he was the man that we 
ought to trust in regard to it, and therefore the committee struck out 
the limitation as to tlie 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. He says: 

The aJ_>p1ication of steam-po:wer to plate-printing presses is in the line of the 
mecha.mca~ development wh1'?h has long b een ta kin g place in · every other 
branch of mdustry, and espemally in typographic a nd lithographic printing. 
OJ?e <?r more st~am-pow~rplate-printing pre~ses ~rein use in every large plate­
pnntmg estabh shment m the country, and 1f thts bureau is to hold its own in 
competition 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 rui.i::td ran back to the 
time when we had a controversy as to whether the Bureau of Enarav­
ing and Printing should be established at all, or whether the b~nk­
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, aft-er full 
discussion, we determined that it was better that the GOvernment 
should 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 Bureau of Engraving and Printing has done the work ever since. 

!have no doubt ofthefact that the press'of New York and the bank­
note companies of New York would be gui'd tQ 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 continue 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-. 
snme therefore that he is not giving us information with any political 
bias, though I am not sure about his politics. He says: 
It is hardly necessary that I should endeavor to refute the ancient fall acv 

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, the suggestion being made that the use of these presses would 
prevent the employment of as many men as were before employed, w bile 
getting twice the result with the same amount of money, I asked the 
question whether on the same principle we should not have to stop all 
the presses in the Government Printing Office, all the folding-machines 
that do the work so quickly and so well. We might as well destroy 
the reaper and the mower and the hay-rake, and go back to the sickl-e 
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 any body, and I do not know that it is contended for here. 
When the chiefofthe bureau tells us that he is gettingtheworkdone, 
in his opinion· and in the opinion of his experta, as well as i~ 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, 
the committee thought it was wise to give him anopportunityto carry 
it on. 

The chairman of the committee very well remarked that surely no 
Secretary of the Treasury with ordinary intelligence would allow notes 
that would be easily counterfeited to go out from under his jurisdic­
tion of printing and taking care of affairs merely to save a little money. 
If this discussion shall haye the effect of calling sharp attention to the 

subject and the steam-presses have to go out, let them go. We hav~ 
not provid,ed for any; we have not limited the bureau as to men· and 
if l)le investigation of the Secretary of the Treasury and the in~esti­
gation of Mr. ~!av~ and the investigation of the experts shall sho'V 
t~at counterfe1tmg IS promoted by the use of these presses, we have 
g1ven the~ all the money they asked; we have given them the right tO 
employ all the men they need; we have given them author!ty to take 
out the presses; and surely if counterfeiting is made easy by the use 
of any PJi~es, twe1ve or sixteen presses can do as much damage as any 
other number, for they can print enough of that bad money which is 
p:o.vided for in the bill by the House to make the whole system 
VICIOUS. 

If it is found to be vicious, we have done whatweouahttohavedone 
we have givoo. 1\fr. Graves power to employ as many~en is will do ali 
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. " Ther~ 
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. 
donefochalfthemoney, why should we beputtingrestrictionsupon the 
Secretary of the Treasury or upon the superintendent of the B~eau? 

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 propose t~ 
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 t~e bill ?f the House both as to men and presses; but we left 
the question entuely open to be settled as future investigation might 
determine that it ought to be settled. When there was a doubt about 
~hich was right, I thought, and the committee thought, that the super­
mtendem 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 ~one; and that was the consideration which cont rolled the action 
of the committee in coming to a determination. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1\fr. President, I have no harsh or unfriendly crit­
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 Government and keeping it 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 
~gainst 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 ma-chines for 
the face of the money where the fine work is to be 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 1\Ir. 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 'al. ways 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 machin~ 
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 
minutire, 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 thiilk, for 
that part of the bills. There I differ with them, and I thin}t ~ careful 
examination of thirty or forty bills by the Senator himself, al~houqh 
he says he is not an expert, will satisfy him that the machine pres8.es 
-do not exhibit the best work. Mr. Graves says one or more of the..s~ 
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 Senat01· 
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 $50,000. It is a. question of excellence, and indeed I tbipk t.I;J.~"t 
a trial before a competent tribunal will demonstrate that we ar~ pght 
in stopping the increase of those presses. While I think nobody des'i.i'e$ 
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. 

1\Ir. BLAIR. I have in my hand a card, a formal card, s:u@ a.s _we 
use in the courtesies of life, which was passed to me by my (:Olleagv~ 
and I am informed that even this kind Of printing is done orily by ~thb 
hand-press. The engraving is :first done by the hand. We 1Iave-n~ 
acquired such skill in the use of machinery as yet that even the oidi; 
nary civil associations of life are allowed to be carried on wit~9nt the. 
skill of the hand-press; The machine has not progressed so tar 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 3S 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 currency 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 
out 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 i.n 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 p~rform a great deal more in the same time and at a great deal less 
expense. That is not the controversy at all, and Senators ought not 
to try, 3S 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 
coun~rfeiter. Everybody can see that quality is the only real thing 
to be obtained in the printing of our currency, and thus H 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 fa-vor of the abolition of the bureau by any means. The 
meu who object to the use of machines still want the work to be done 
by tne 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 it.3elf 
should 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 tbe 
expenditure of the money; they have imposed some conditions; but 
they have done more than that. By striking out this proviso which 
came to us from the House, and which is a limitation upon the num­
ber of ma~hines, 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 authol'izing 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. 

Mr. BECK. I do not aEk 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 proceed.ed' 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 tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 

moves that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope that motion will not prevail. 
Mr. CAMERON. There is not a quorum here. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. Seventeen Senators have voted in 

the affirmative. · 
bfr. 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. 
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 
"oDe hundred and," to strike out "eighty-nine thousand" and insert 
"ninety-six thousand five hundred;" so as to make the clause read: 

For engravers', printers', and other materials, except distinctive paper, and 
for miscellaneous expenses, $196,500, to be expended under the direction of the 
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: For repairing, rebuilding, and improving light-houses 
and buildings; for 'improvements to grounds connected therewith; for estab~ 
lishing and repairing pier-hea.d lights; for illuminating apparatus and ma~ 
chinery to replace that already in use, and for incidental expenses relating to 
these various objects, $325,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amend.n}ent 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 clause read: · 

Salaries of keepers of light-houses: For salaries, fuel, rations, rent of quarters 
where necessary, and similar incidental expenses of not exceeding on thou­
sand one hundred light-house and fog-signal keepers, $600,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, before the word ''thou­

sand," to strikeout" three" and insert ':four;" so as to make the clause 
read: 

Inspecting lights: For mileage or traveling expenses of members of the Light~ 
Hguse Board, including rewa-rds paid for information as to collisions, and_ for 
the apprehension ofthose 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 agreed 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: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend-. 

ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 
lines which have been read at the desk. For additional dra.ughtsmen, at not exceeding $900 per annum each, $4,500. 

:Mr. BLAIR. The vote to strike~ut is to sustain the committee? The amendment was agreed to. -
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote "ay" is to agree with The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to insert: 

the committee, who reported the amendment to strike out. For additional computers, at not exceeding $900 per annum each, $2,700. 

Mr. BLAIR. So those against striking out will vote "no"? The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment be stated. The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 10, to insert: 
The PRESIDENT p1·o te1npore. The amendment of the committee For additional engravers, at not exceeding $900 per annum each, $2,700. 

will be again read. The amendment was agreed to. 
The SECRET~Y. <?n page 20, line 2, the committee report to strike I Tbe next amendment was, on page 38, line 3, to increase the total 

out the followmg proviSo: amount of the appropriation for "pay of office force" of Coast and 
~o_vided, Th_at t~ere shall not ~e an incr~as~ of the number of steam plate- Geodetic Survev from $124,605 to $134,505. 

p1·mting machmes m the Engravmg and Prmtmg ~ureau. . . The amendment was agreed to. -
The PRES !pENT pro tempore. The yote m the .affirma~v~ stnkes 'l'he next amendment was, under the head of ''Miscellaneous objects 

out w . .~.tat .has JUSt b~en read. The vote m the negat1!e retams It .. The under the Treasury Department,'' on page 40, line 10, before the word 
. ques~~on IS ,~n agreemg to t~e amendment. [Puttmg the question.] "thousand," to strike out "twenty-five'' and insert "fifty;" so as to 
The noes appear to have It.. . . make the clause read: 

Mr. BECK. Let us have a dtvlSlon on that. 
Mr. HOAR. Let it go until the bill reaches the Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. There is no quorum here. 
The PRESIDENT· pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

ask for a division? 

XIX-!33 

' 

Punishment for violations ofinternal·revenuelaws: 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 violations, ~.000; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
make a detailed statement to Congress once in each venr us to how he has ex­
pended this sum, and also a. detailed statement of all ·miscellaneous cxpendi~ 
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tures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropriation is made in 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 25, before the word 

"thousand," to strike out "twenty-five " and insert "fifty;" so as 
to read: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver coin, including 
fractional silver coin, by registered mail or otherwise, 550,000; and in expend­
ing this snm the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to trans­
port from the Treasury or subtreasuries, free of charge, silver coin when re­
quested to do so: P.rovided, That an equal amount in coin or currency shall 
have been deposited in the Treasury or such subtreasuries by the applicant or 
applicants. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to Congress the cost 
arising under this appropriation. 

l'lfr. 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 inse1·t: 
Oldcoppercentsat the mint at Philadelphia: To cover the difference between 

the nomina.l value of a stock of old copper 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 nece sary to reimburse the Treasury for the loss on 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 p aper for United States securities: For paper, including trans­
portation, salaries of r~~ister, two counters, five watchmen, 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 ' 1 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 public buildings under the control of the Treasury De­
partment, including m arine hospitals, and furniture, carpets, chandeliers, and 
gas-fixtures for new buildings, $200,000. And all furniture now owned by the 
United States in other buildings shall be used as far as practicable, whether it 
corresponds with the present regulation plans for furnitlue or not. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, line 9, at the end of the clause 

making appropriations for ''furniture and repairs of furniture for public 
buildings under control of Treasury Department," to add the follow­
ing proviso: 

Prooided, That of the above sum not more than $10,000 may be expended for 
fl;le p ersonal services of laborers , mecha nics, and draughtsmen. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would explain the reason for that amendment 
striking out and inserting. At line 4 thecommit;!ieerecommend 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 
public 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 would 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; 71 and after the word "hospitals," in line 19, to strike out 
''included;" so as to read: 

Fuel, lights, and water for public buildings: For fuel, lights, water, electdo­
light plants, including repairs thereto, in such buildings as may be designated 
by the Secretary of the '.rreasury for electric-light wiring, and miscellaneous. 
items required by the janitors and firemen in the proper care of the buildings, 
furniture, and heating apparatus, exclusive of personal services, for all public 
buildings, including marine hospitals, under the control of the Treas11ry De­
partment, inclusive of new buildings, 8625,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after the word 1

' 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 required for all public buildings under control of Lhe Treasury De­
partment., ~.ooo. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page46, 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 customs-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 proYisions of "An act relating to the anchor­
age of vessels in the port of New York," approved March 16, 1888, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after line 7, on page 46: 
Investigating pay and bounty claims of Indian soldiers: For continuing the 

investigation of certain claims of Indian soldiers and their heirs for arrears of 
pay and bounty, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 46, after line 23, I move to insert: 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE ALIEN CONTRACT-LA.BOR LAWS. 

For the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of the alien contract­
labor law approved February 26, 1885, a.s amended by the act approved Febru­
ary 23, 1887, and to .defray the expenses which the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized to incur by the provisions of said last-named act, $50,000, or so much 
ther.eof as may be necessary, to be paid out of the •• imm1grant fund" provided 
{j~.n~ the act approved August 2, 1882, entitled "An act to regulate imm1gra-

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 1~, $450,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The amendment was a.:,OTeed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to make a correction in 

line 22, on page 46, by striking out the word "March" and inserting 
the word ''May;" so as to make the line read: 

Approved May 16, 1888. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOl\I in the chair). The Chief 
Clerk will state the proposed amendment. 

The CHIEF CLEBK. On page 46, in line 22, it-is proposed to amend 
by striking out the word "March" and inserting the word ":M:ay;" 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 clause 
appropriating $130,000 for "propagation of food fishes," to add the 
following proviso: 

P!"ovided, That the building known as the Armory Building, Washington, D. 
C., 1s hereby transferred to the charge of the United States CommLsioner of 
Fish and Fisheri{'S for use as a hatching and distributing station and for offices. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, line 24, before the word 1

' thou­
sand," to strike out "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 \Vashington, $3,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be observed that by the preceding proviso 
we transfer f,he 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 commis ion. So I move to insert 
in the pending clause $2,500, instea.d of $3,000, so that the conference 
committee may have full control of those two paragraphs, and it may 
be po:sssible 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 CHIEF CLERK. On page 47, line 24, in lieu of the committee 
amendment providing "for rent of rooms in the city of Washington, 
$3,000," it is proposed to insert ' 1 for rent efrooms in 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 amendmen~ of the 

Committee on .Appropriations was, on page 48, after line 5, to in~ert: 
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 agreed 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, $43,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4.8, line 22, after the words "South 

Atlantic," to strike out 1
' 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 employes, $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 continuing the inquiry into the en uses 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 in the 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
lantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts, with a view to the development of the commel'­
cia.l fisheries; and for the preparation of reports relating to the inquiry, incl ud­
ing salaries or compensation c.nd field expenses of scientific assistants, fishery 
experts, and other necessary employes, SZO,OOO. 

The amendmebt 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 out •' and field expenses of scient.ific 

I 
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nssistants, fishery experts, and other," and insert "of all;" and in 
line 10, after the word "eiilployes," to strike out "fifteen" and in­
l!ert "ten;" so as to make the clause read: 

Statistical inquiry: For the collection and compilation of the statistics of the 
fisheries of all portions of the United States, including persons employed, capi­
tal invested, and the quantity and value of the product!!, and for such general 
and miscellaneous expenditures as the Commissioner may find necessary in 
the prosecution of this work, including salaries or compensation of all neces­
sary employes, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendnient was, on page 49, after line 19, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mrs.l\Iary H. 0. Baird, widow 
of the late Spencer F. Baird, $50,000, in full compensation for the services and 
expenses of the Raid Spencer F. Baird during his administration of the office 
of Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, from February 25, 1871, to t-he time of 
his death, ip. August, 1887. 

Mr. BERRY. I would like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa how 
it is that, although Professor Baird was to receive no salary, this full 
sum is now due for the entire time of his service ? My recollection ot 
the law is that the Fish Commission should be appointed from em­
ployes of the Government and was to receive no additional salary. 
This appropriation of $50,000 is 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 Sen..'ltor from Arkansas will take the report 
of the committee (Report No. 1814) and will turn to page 100 of that 
report, and read carefully the statement ma-de there respecting the 
services of Professor Baird in this regard, and his relations to the Gov­
ernment as Secretary 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 billjs gone 
through with, or at Jeast until Senators may have an opportunity of 
examining the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be agreed to if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some Senators suggest that the statement,of the 
Senator from Vermont [1\Ir. ED~UNDS] on this subject be printed in 
the RECORD. It is not a long statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest that that 
xnight be put in the RECORD to-morrow when the amendment is taken 
tip. 

!tL·. ALLISON. I ask that it may be put into the RECORD to appear 
to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. !twill besoordered unless objection 
is made. 

r.rhe statement is as follows: 

year 1883 that provision was made for his having any responsible and official as­
sistant. In all this work, scientific and a.druinistrative, he made himself fo.mil­
iar with every detail and gave many hours of nearly every day in each year to 
the personal management and supervision of it, to the great advancement not 
only of science and scientific knowledge, but to the successful development of 
the scheme of restocking the waters of the United States with fish, as provided 
for in the acts of Congress; and his management of the fishery exhibits of the 
United States at the various exhibitions referred to conferred the gt·eatest honor 
upon his country. · · 

During 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 
week, and so I can state from personal knowledge that in my deliberate opin­
ion his work as Commissioner of Fish and F1sheries occupied not less than six ,... 
hours on an average of every day of the whole period. During a large part of 
tills time he had his office at his house, occupying rooms set apart and devoted 
exclusively to these purposes, and he had the almost constant assistance of his 
daughter in the examination of the very voluminous correspondence, the writ-
ing and revision of letters, and in all such incidental ways as that most compe- ,. 
tent young lady was able to help her father; and a few years ago he enlarged 
his house at an expense of many thousand dollars from the cont.rolling motive 
of having more space for carrying on his F1sh Commission work: 

From early morning until nearly noon he devoted himself to it at his house 
constantly. He would then go to the Smithsonian Institution and spend several 
hours there in intense personal application and labor to his duties as assistant 
secretary and after the death ofProfessorHenryassecretary; and having fully 
performed all his duties there would return to his house and devote most of 
his evenings, and often far into the night again, to the work of .the Fish Com­
mission. I speak of all these details dm·ing these long years from intimate per­
sonal knowledge of his course of life. He could almost never be persuaded to 
take a holiday, 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
pen-he literally worked himself to death in mos~ valuable and meritorious and 
honorable service to the 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 require that a sui table recognition of this unrequited labor should 
be made to his widow, who has been for many years a great invalid, and who, 
with their daughter, is left in decidedly slender circumstances. 

Here is 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 going to die, which I will read. I am certain, 
prh·ately, that Professor Baird left this memorandum, except perhaps the last 
word or two of it, among his papers for his wife. I will add that I dictated 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 came up again and 
asked Mr. Cleaves to let me see the papers, and I found this, which I had en­
tirely forgotten. 
"ll!DIORAND11ll AS TO THE RELATIONSHIPS OF S. F. BAIRD TO THE ~ITED 

sTATES "FISH COMMISSION. 

"The commission was established in 1871, with myself as Commissioner, 
solely for the purpose 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 occupy the summer months of one or at most two 
years, requiring comparatively little trouble and responsibility; and an appro­
priation of ~.ooo was made for the purpose the first year. The law expressly 
stipulated that uo additional compemation was to be paid to the Commissioner 
for his work. 

"In 1872 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. 

Ron. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS appeared: "Year by year the appropriations were increased, the scope of the work en-
1\Ir. BECK. To what part of the bill do you wish to call the attention of the larged, and the labors of the Commissioner amplified in proportion; until, in- ""'" 

committee? duding the appropriations for the fiscal year 1886, the sum amounted (in all) to 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I propose that you shall insert an amendment to pay Mrs. over 52,000,000. 

Professor Baird $50,000 for the fifteen years and a half of unrequited service that "The average amount of time required of the Commissioner exclusively for 
Professor Baird did for the United States; and this is my statement as a wit- the duties of the commission is not lessthansix hours a day, mostly in the early 
ness, which I have condensed as mucil as possible to save your time: morning, and in the evening after the office work of the Smithsonian is com-

By the act of 9Lh February, 1871 (volume 16, pag-e 594), Revised Statutes, sec- pleted. 
tion 4395, page 851, it was provided that- "The commission is organized on a business basis, corresponding to that of 

"There shall be appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of other bureaus of the Government, although more completely than most of them. 
the Senate, from among the civil officers or employes of the Government, a "The correspondence of the commission is enormous; the letters received, 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, who shall be a person of proved scientific and requiring the attention more or less direct of the Commissioner, amounting 
and practical acquaintance with the fish of the coast, and who shall serve with· to at least 15,000 per annum, and as many more circulars and blanks. The let- I 
out additional salary." ters written by the dictation of the Commissioner, or by his direction, and re• 

Section 4396. yiewed by him before signing, represent half that number. • 
•• The Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries shall prosecute investigations and "The death of Professor Henry, in 1878, and the succession of the present Com-

inquiries on the subject, with the view of ascertaining whether any and what missioner to the office of secretary of the Smithsonian Institut·ion, so greatly in­
diminution in the number of the food-fishes of the coast and the lakes of the creased his work as to make it necessary t.o give up all outside work which has 
United States has taken place, and, if so, to what causes the same is due; and enabled him to add to his private revenue. 
also whether any and what protective, prohibitory, or precautionary measures "For a number of years all the office accommodations and conveniences re­
should be adopted in the premises, and shall report upon the same to Con- quired by the commission were furnished gratuitously by the Commissioner in 
gress." his private residence. From 1871 to 1875one of the best rooms of his bouse on 

From this it will be seen that the scope of the duties of the Commissioner was New York avenue was given up for the needs of the Commission, including office 
limited to a purely scientific inquiry into an existing state of things, and it is accommodation of the clerks. The increasing magnitude of the work made 
apparent from the language of the statute that it was to be a temporary affair. other additional space necessary, and the Commissioner built a large house on 

Under this act Professor Baird (who was then assistant secretary of the Smith- Massachusetts avenue, mainly for this purpose, arranging it entirely in the in­
son ian Institution, at a salary of --dollars) was appointed Commissioner terest of the commission. These accommodations included two basement 
to make these investigations, and he immediately entered upon the vigorous rooms with iron safe, closet, and other necessities. This for a time answered 
prosecution of his duties, and after his report Congress, in 1872, made provision all the purposes of the commission, but with the increasing growth it became 
for continuing the inquiry. .And by the act of lOth June, 1872 (volume 17, page I inadequate, and an appropriation was obtained from Congress for renting a 
350), it extended the duties of the Commissioner to the entirely new work of house next door to the Commissioner's residence, and connected with it by an 
the introduction of shad into the waters of the Pacific States, Gulf States, and iron door, allowing free access between the two buildings. 
the 1\Iississippi Valley, and of salmon, whitefish, and other useful food fishes "A few years later the accommodations again became insufficient, and the 
into the waters of the Umted t:;tates to which they were best adapted. Commissioner extended his private residence for the purpose of obtaining an 

This enactment changed the character of the duties of the Commissioner from additional room. No rent was ever asked or received by the Commissioner for 
that of mere scientific investigation into an extensive and most important ad- any of the quarters furnished by him. At present all the expenses of lighting, 
ministrative work, involving time, labor, andresponsibilitymanytimes greater .heating, etc., in the rooms of No.l445 Massachusetts avenue are borne by the 
than the inquiry to be made under the act first above mentioned into the causes Commissioner. The rent paid by the Commissioner for his house on New York If" 
of the decrease of food fishes. From 1872 down to the time of Professor Baird's avenue was S55 per month, and the house was quite sufficient for his own needs. 
death, in 1887, his work was continually increasing under the provisions of the The cost of the building on 1\Iassachusetts avenue bas been not less than $30,000, 
acts of Congress passed from year to year, enlarging the area of his labors in plus the taxes and insurance and extra:expense of maintaining so large an es­
respect of the hatching of fish and their establishment in all the waters of the tablishment, representing the increased cost to him of hardly less than ~1,500 
United States, as well as t.he shipment of eggs and young fish to other countries for continuing for fifteen years to act as the unpaid servant of the Government 
having similar establishments, etc. · in connection with Fish Commission work. 

And in addition to all this Professor Baird was required to take the responsi- "The alternation of the headquarters of the Fish Commission office for three 
bility of and provide for the exhibition of the fishery products, etc., of the United or four months in the summer from Washington to some point on the seacoast 

I States at the Berlin International Exhibition, at t.be Briti!!h International Ex- from which investigations could be prosecuted made it necessary for the Com- V' 
bibition, at the Philadelphia Centennial Exhibition, and _at the New Orleans missionertotakehisfamilywithhim, involving much additional expense in pas­
Exhibition, and he was also required to devote a great amount of time and senger fares, board, etc. The necessity of spending the summer in small fishing 
labor in the preparation of statistics and furnishing facts for use on behalf of villages along the coast has also involved more or less inconvenience and al-
the United States before the Halifax Commission. And yet it was not until the most privation. 
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"The construction of the Commissioner's residence on Massachusetts avenue 
was madcjn part at the expense of Mrs. Baird's share of her father's property, 
and in part of the moneys earned by his own editorial work. IC his money had 
not been invested in this manner it would have been invested otherwise so as 
to have produced a. corresponding income, the house on New York avenue being 
amply sufficient 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 

.J to 32,000 a year, this independent of the expenses of furnishing gas and coal, 
unreturned cost of the summer work, etc. 

"Since the completion of the buildings at Wood's Roll 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 S300. 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. 

"In con·clusion, attention may be called to the fact that the Commissioner re­
ceives his entire pay from the Smithsonian Institution, which is not a. Govern­
ment establishment, and that consequently the Government does not make one 
cent of compensation to him either for his work as United States Fish Com­
missioner o1· as director of the National Museum. There is and has been noth­
ing to prevent his receiving pay as Commissioner even under the law of pro­
hibition of double salaries. -

· "It may also be stated that on several occasions when it was proposed to pay 

\ 
him a salary he declined to entertain the proposition, on the ground that it 
might impair his usefulness as Commissioner by 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
pensation of the Commissioner was inserted at the request of the Commissioner, 
but that the increase in the duties and responsibilities was made by Congress 

rl at the suggestion of an outside association and not at that of the Commissioner. 
"ADDITIO~AL MEMOR.U.""DA IN REGARD TO THE RELATIONSHIPS OF S. F. BAIRD 

TO THE UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 
"The act establishing the United States Fish Commission provided that the 

Commissioner should serve without additional sll.lary. From the time of the 
appointment of the present Commissioner to the secretaryship of the Smith­
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 t-o pay a salary, but the Commissioner 
discountenanced the movement, on the ground that it would take away from 
that disinterestedness and fl'eedom 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 a building outside; but l'!Ir. HoLMAN, who was then chairman of the Appro­

./ priatious 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 that the expense of keeping up a house large 

enouah to furnish a number of rooms for the service of the Fish Commission, 
in addition to the needs of his own family, will be much greater than that of an 
ordinary private residence. The p.o_use contains twenty r~om!!, of which th!ee 

..../ ru·e in constant use by the comm1ss1on. The expense of llghtmg and heatmg 
a house of this magnitude amounts to about $600 per annum." 

Mr. HALE. Why did we not take this matter in hand year~; ago and give Pro­
fessor Baird a. salary? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I proposed 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 died), 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 

v' this thing is expanding all th~ ~ime, that I -am nagging around Congress to ~et 
something for myself; I am Wllhng to trust the future for all that sort of thmg 
when my work is done." That was the reply be made to me. I talked with 
l\1r. 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 circullli\tances 
we never did anything. I introduced a. bill, and I want to turn that bill into an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRl\IA.N. You want to have whatever we do put on this bill? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 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 claim, but is a. mis­
cellaneous donation that under the circumstances it is proper for Congress to 
make, if you think so. 

Mr. liALE. How much is the amount? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Fifty thousand dollars, which is just about $1,500 a year, in-

l eluding the rent of all the rooms; and, according to the rates you are paying f?r 
other rents if t.hey had been hired by the United States you would have patd 
more than that for the rent of rooms for doing this business. I will just change · 
the bill to an amendment, so as to read: 

•· To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 1\Irs. 1\<!ary H. C. Baird, 
widow of the late Spencer F. Baird, the sum of $50.000, full compensation for the 
services and expenses of t.he 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. EDMUNDs. I have a copy of it here. 
The CHAIRMAN. We had better put that in the record. 
Mr. BECK. I think so. It is a. very full statement. 
1\Ir. EDMUNDS. It is an exact copy. 
The letter is as follows: 

"SmTHSONIAN I .. -sTITUTION, Washington, D. a., February 4, 1888. 
"MY DEAR Sm: 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 secretary 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 connection with that foundation for 'the increase and dif­
fusion of knowledge among men.' In 1\iay, 1878, after the death of Professor 
Henry he was, by the unanimous vote of the regents of the institution, electe_d 
secret~ry of the Smithsonian Institution, a position which he held until hiS 
death, August 19, 1887. 

"He was for thirty-seven years continuously in the scientific service of the 
Governmen~. In connection with his duties as an officer of the Smithsonian 
Institution his principal work was the development and care of the National 
Museum or' the United States, which, un.der his wise administration, has always 
been an important element in the scientific and educational progress of this 
country, its scale of operations becoming each year greater and more highly 
appreciated both in this country and abroad. He was also especiall:y instru­
mental in organizing the system of international exchanges of publications, 
which wn.s always under his direct charge, and which has been one of the most 

important. agencies in the development of the public libraries of the United ./ 
States, particularly in the departments of pure and applied science. Re was, 
furthermore, during his entire official career, directly dr indirectly concerned in 
the organization and administrat ton of the scientific work of the numerous ex­
peditions and surveys sent out under Government auspices, from the time of the 
Wilkes exploring expedition until his death. The reports upon the natural his­
tory of the Pacific Railroad survey, Mexican boundary survey, aad 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 mammals and birds 
were written by him, and are still standard works of reference. In addition to 
these reports he was the author of several hundred important papers upon the 
natural history and natural resources of the United States. In 1876 he was a. 
member of the board on behalf 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 certainly t.he 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
sioner, an office which he held in addition to all the preceding, and to the duties 
of which he gave himself uninterruntedly during the remainder of his life . . I 
mean to say that he served continuously in both capacities, doing, not figuro,.. 
tively, but literally, more than the work of two active men, in order to do this Ill" 
working ordinarily and constantly over twelve or fourteen hours a day, on 
Sundays as well as week days. 

"During the sixteen years in which he was constantly at his post he never de­
puted his responsibilities to another, except during the five months preceding 
his 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 v 
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. The scientific 
work, which was considered by him to be of the utmost value as a. foundation 
for the practical work which was to follow, bas been exceedingly extensive and 
important, and the achievements of the United States Government in this di­
rection are recognized throu~bout the world as evidence of its enlight~ned and 
liberal attitude toward scientific research. Fifteen years ago less was known in 
this country of the natural history of our waters than perhaps in any other civil­
ized country of the world. In 1887, 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 seems scarcely necessary to dwell upon the results in fish culture 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 fishery 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 ponds and lakes in almost every town­
ship in the United States; how the shad-fishery bas been established in unfa.- V"" 
miliar waters, such as the Ohio River and Pacific Ocean; and in addition to 
this, how many other steps of great magnitude have been made in tbe art of 
fish-culture. 

"I dare not attempt to estimate the practical value of the work of the com­
mission to the country, but can not doubt that it amounts to very many millions 
of dollars. I presume you are fa miliar with Mr. Goode's • Review of what has 
been accomplished by the Fish Commission in fish culture and iathe investiga,­
tion of American fisheries; ' but I venture 1 o send herewith a copy of this pam­
phlet, and to direct your special attention to pages 26 to 34, in which are quoted 
numerous commendations of the Fish Commission from the principal author­
ities of Great Britain, Norway, Holland, Germany, Belgium, France, and other 
European nations. Professor Huxley, in au address at tbe l.ondou Fisheries 
Exhibition, said that he did not think 'that any nation at the present time had 
comprehended the question of dealing with fish in so thorough, excellent, and 
scientific a. spirit as that of the United States;' while U. Raveret-WatteJ, the 
principal French authority on this subject, states that 'to this day pisciculture 
has nowhere produced results which can be compared with those obtained in 
the United States.' No one can question t-hat the peculiar excellence of the work 
of our Government ha.s been directly or indirectly due to the presence of Pro­
fessor Baird at the head of the commiss ion. 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 tilling etfect­
h·ely the distinct duties of an officer of the Smithsonian Institution, for which 
alone he was paid. And it may he 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 possible precedent of the action of Congress in the case 
of the late Professor Henry, I would state that a communication from the Sec-­
retary of t.he Treasu.y was received by the House of Representatives June 4, 
1878, and by the Senate June 5, 1878, recommending an appropriation of $5:..0 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, 1878, an 
act was passed 'to pay to the legal representatives of the late Joseph Henry, ,; 
for services rendered by him as member and president of the Light-House 
Board, 811,000.' (Second session Forty-fifth Congress, page 214..) 

"In the absence of time for o. 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 research; but it was more. He 
made it an agency by which science is applied to the relief of the wants of man­
kind· by which a cheap, nutritious. healthful, and luxurious food is to be given 
to th~ 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 gloomy 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 Fish Commissioner were entirely unremuner­
nted .. When he kn ew 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 be could not but think that Congress, in view of 

*It is, at the same time, but proper to say that this expansion was deprecated ../ 
rather than recommended by him, and was the result of the interest exhibited 
by the public at large in the advancement of the work of fish culture. 
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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, 
II s. P. LANGLEY. 

"The Hon. JAMES B. BECK, D. 8. Senate." 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senn.te adjourn. It is after 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I 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 that the ground of his absence may appear 
in the RECORD, and therefore I will · state for him that the illness of 
his mother bas necessitated his return to his home. He is paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. In order that it may be 
unnecessary hereafter to announce his pair, I make the announcement 
now. · 

Mr. COCKRELL. 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. PLUMB]. 

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 colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. EusTIS]. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
on all party questions with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 
If this is a party question, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not a party 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 " vea. " 
Mr. ALDRICH. My colleaguew[Mr. CHACE] is paired with the Sen· 

ntor from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 
The result was announced-yeas 10, nays 28; as follows: 

YEA8-10. 

Bate, Cockrell, Gray, 
Brown, Coke, Harris, 
Cameron, George, Reagan, 

NAY8-28. 

Aldrich, Chandler, Hoar, 
Allison, Cullom, Ingalls, 
Beck, Daniel, Manderson, 
Berry, Farwell, Mitchell, 
Blackburn, Frye, Morgan, 
Blair, Hamptoc, Palmer, 
Call, Hawley, Pasco, 

ABSENT-38. 

Blodgett, Evarts, McPherson, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Morrill, 
Butler, Gibson. Paddock:, 
Chace. Gorman, l'ayne, 
Colquitt, Hale, Platt, 
Davis, Hearst, Plumb, 
Dawes, - Hiscock, Pugh, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkans:l3, Quay, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Eustis, Kenna, Sawyer, 

Voorhees. 

Ransom, 
Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Walthall. 

Sherman, 
Stanford, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Wilson of Iowa, 

· Wilson of Md. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum 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, 
Allison, Chandler, Harris, 
Bate, Cockrell, Hawley, 
Beck, Coke, Hoar, 
Berry, Cullom, Ingalls, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Manderson, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, 
Bowen, Frye, Morgan, 
Brown, George, Palmer, 
Call, Gray, Pasco, 

Ransom, 
Reaga.n,, 
Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Voorhees. 
Walthall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum present, thirty­
·nine Senators having answered to their names. The roll will be again 
called. 

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 quorum to decide a motion to 

adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being a quorum present now, 

the question recurs on the motion to adjourn. 

1\Ir. HOAR. It does not require a quorum on a motion to adjourn. 
The fact that a call of the Senate disclosed the presence of a quorum 
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 agreed to. . 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 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 1\Iexico: To enable the 
President to execute and complete the engagements of the convention of July 
29,188:.!, between the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, 
providing for an international boundary survey to relocate the existing frontier 
line 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 of the monu­
ments, to be performed by officers of the Army under the d irection of the. Secr.e­
tary of War: Provided, That all records, maps, field-notes, and computatiOns In 
connection with said survey shall be deposited in the Department of Sta.te as an 
internutipnal record; and the money hereby.appropriated, or so much thereof 
as may be needed, and also the money appropriated for the same pu.rpqse by 
the sundry civil act approved March 3, 181:!5, shall be disbursed and paid by the 
Secretary of State, on the requisitions 6f the Secretary of War, from time to time 
as it may be required.• 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to page 52, line 19. 
1\fr. HOAR. Let me ask my friend 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 his 

amendment to the desk? 
Mr. HOAR. It has been tuken down by the reporter. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says that that amendment was referred 

to the Committee on Appropriations. I do not know about that. 
Mr. HOAR. I sent 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 through. In that 
way we shall have the exact phraseology. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Those paintings, 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 art in 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 inst-rt: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of the Interior of that part of lot ll, in 
square 683, 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, lying 
directly north of the Senate stables, and containing 6,087 square feet, S6,087, 
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 next amendment 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 Grounds of the Senato and 

House of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the 
passage of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in number, 
designs and general specifications for a building for the Library of Congress, to 
be erected on the site purchased for that purpose 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 above-named committee, to 
pay for the said designs and general specifications. That said committee shall 
jointly report to Congress its action in the premises on or before the 20th day of 
December, 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 April15, 1886, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved. That the 
property purchased for a site for the Library of Congress, including the build­
ings thereon, together with all plans, records, and other property of the United 
States connected with the building for said Library of Congress be, and the 
same is hereby,transferred to the care and custody of tho Interior Department, 
the expenses of such care and custody 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 t-he 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 Army 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-
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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. 
1z" on file in the office of the Librarian of Congress, $1,000,000. This appropria­
twn and all appropriations hereafter made and all sums available from appro­
priations heretofore made for this purpose, shall be expended under the direc­
tion and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall have the 
control and management 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 construction of said building, ap­
proved Aprill5, 1886. And all contracts for the construction of said building, or 
any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and the 
commission provided for by act entitled "An act auLhorizing the construction 
of a. building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library," approved 
Aprill5, 1886, is hereby abolished, and the duties of said commission under said 
act arc hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and here­
after, until otherwise 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 aid plan are hereby rescinded. All sketches, plans, and com· 
putations heretofore made or hereafter made respecting said Library buitding, 
or any part of the same, shall be the property of the United S tates. 

1r1r. BECK. Can we not get in at this point an amendment the com-
mittee bas agreed on? 

Mr. ALLISON. The clerk of the committee bas 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 is an amendment authorizing the Sec­
retary of the Interior to make any settlement or adjustment with con­
tractors who may have contracted for matters in connection 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 29 minutes p. m. ) 

the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 28, 1898, 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 

Senate to the bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. 
Heady. 

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 ob)ection, and it was so ordered. 
ARMY APPROPRIATIOY 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
poses. 

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 necessary to go to the expense of having them printed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
amendments are printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have been printed in the proceedings of 
the Senate, all of them. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that they be printed in the prceedings of the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the printing. It is an entirely un-
necessary expenditure of the public money. , 

Mr. ROGERS. Does this require unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER. It does1 or a resolution of the House. 
Mr. ROGERS. A resolution, or a motion? , 
The SPEAKER. A motion; but that of course would 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 ruJes. But bills of the Senate and Senate amendments to 
House bills are not printed uriless special1y 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 a~endments. Certain amendments have been embodied in this 
bill iu'"olving 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
fore 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 should be dis­

posed of as soon as possible in order that means may be furnished to 
pay the Army. 

Mr. ROGERS. We passed a joint resolution forthatpurposeyester­
dav. 

!rr. TOW TSHEND. The resolution that was passed has not yet 
been acted upon in the Senate. The Senate bas passed the .Army bill 
and sent it to the Rouse 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 upon 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. Tbero is no 
necessity whatever for having this bill printed with the amendments 
of the Senate simply to consiuer the few amendments which have been 
appended to it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to non-conculTing, and objec­
tion is made to printing the amendments. The bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, Am RAILWAY CO:UPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 2252) to incor­
porate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Rn.il way Company of 
the District of Columbia, with House amendments disagreed to by the 
Senate, and a conference asked with the House on the disagreeing votes 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has reached a condition whereitisprivi­
le~ed; and, if there be no objection, the House will agree to the con­
ference asked, and the Chair will appoint the conferees during the day. 

:M:r. BREWER. I hope that will be done. 
There was no objection. 

ISSUANCE OF PATENTS, ARKANSAS. 
The SPE.AKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1082) to au­

thorize the issuance of patents to certain lands in Arkansas, with House . 
amendments disagreed to by the Senate, and a conference asked thereon. 
. The SPEAKER This bill is in the same condition as the preceding 

bill; and if there be no objection tne Housewill insist upon its amend­
ments and agree to the conference asked thereon. 

1\Ir. ROGERS. I hope there will be no objection to that course. 
The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the said bill, Mr. 

HOLMAN, 1\fr. WHEELER, and Mr. P.A.YSON. 
BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUliiBI.A. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2742) to in­
corporate the Brightwood1Railway Company of the District of Colum­
bia, with House amendments disagreed to by the Senate. 

M:r. BREWER. I ask that the House insist upon its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That is a priviltge<Lmotion. 
The motion was adopted. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse Senate bills; which were 

read twice, and referred as follows: 
The bill (S. 1873) increasing the rate of pension .of W. A. Shappee­

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler-to the Com­

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to 1\frs. Bridget Hackett-to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey-to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Nicholas T. Lawrence-to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong-t9 the Com­

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Cn.tlena Lyman-to the Com­

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2803) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Logan­

to t.he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2 36) granting a pension to William E. Taylor-to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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The bill (S. 2858) granting a pension to William Church-to the I veESels of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. and named the Josephine and M. C. Upper, respeCtively-to the Com· . 
The bill (S. 2864) granting a pension to James B. Bray-to the Com- mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. MATTIE s. WHITNEY. 
The bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson-to the The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2185) to carry 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whit· 
The bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess-to the Com- ney, as administratrix of Franklin S. Whitney, deceased, heretofore 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. referred to said court; which was read twice. 
The ~ill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler-to Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to take up and pass the bill 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2939) granting: a pension to Margare.t E. Adamson-to now. It has been reported from the Court of Claims, and hn.s also 

~ passed the Senate. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The bHl (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elli- The bill was read for information. 
ott-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The bill {S. 1683) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Flynn-to the The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and there is no report with 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. it, as it has just reached the House. 

The hill (S. 2977) grantmg a pension to Henrietta Brown-to the Mr. HOOKER. I do not think there is a report from the House com· 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3013) granting a pension to William Meyer-to the Com- mit tee on this subject, but it is a bill that has long been under consid-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. eration by the Court of Claims, and it has been decided favorably by 

The bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of pension _to John N. BoYee- that court and decided upon by the Senate committee and the Senate. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. HOL111AN. There is a report from the Committee on War Claims 

of the House on that bill. 
The bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster-to the Com- The report was read for information. 

mittee on InYalid Pensions. 
) 

Mr. BURROWS was reco~:,rnized. 
The bill (S. 3035 granting a pension to William Shields-to the Com- Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will not ob-

mi 4~e ~~ !(~valid [)ension~. . . j ect to the consideration of this bill. It is a matter which has long been 
c Il · 305_ grnntmg a~mcre~eofpeuswn to George W. Dur- under consideration, and has now been cut down from $84,000. 

fee-to the Committee ~n Invalid Pensions. u BURROWS I h d · 1 dd d th Ch · I d · t Th bill (S 3059) t" · to R h 1 n· tb f J.ur. . a simp y a resse e au. esue o 
e · gran mg a pensiOn ac e IXOD, mo er 0 say to the gentleman from 1\fississippi that I do not b . t to th 

James Dixon, deceased-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . . . . - . 0 ~ec e con· 
The bill (S. 3118) for the I'elief of Matthew 0. ReaO'an-to the Com- s~de!3.tion of this matter, bu~ I V?Sh to adVl.Se _the gentl~man fr~m ll-

mittee on Invalid Pensions. "' j hn~>Is [Mr. SPRINGER] that It will take a coDSiderable time to dispose 

The bill (S. 3130} granting a pension to Patrick Welch-to the Com- of ;i· SPRINGER Th h 11 h 't 
mittce on Invalid Pensions. r. . _en we s a. ave a quorum upon 1 ·. . 

The bill (S. 3137) grantinO' a pension to Ruth Ames-to the Commit- Mr. BURROWS. It 15 a _very 1~~ortant case, and ~ do not ~hmk 
t£e on Invalid Pensions. "' t!Ie House should pass upon It until It shall have full time for discus-

The bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering- SIO~ SPRINGER I shall ob•iect. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r. · ~ 

The bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3145) for the relief of the heirs of John :M:. Powell, de­
ceased-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The pill (S. 3150) granting a pension to William Scho:ffer-to the 
Committee on In'\hlid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. Huffman-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

:The bill (S. 3166) granting a. pension to William F. Pike-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 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(~. 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. 6198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy-to the Com­
mittee on InYalid Pensiotls. 

The bill (S. 3200) granting a pension to ScottS. 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 (S. 3230) granting a pension to 111artha J. Cole-to the CoD;l­
mittce 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 (S. 3264j granting a pension to !\'Irs. Ellen Hand-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3266) granting a pension toUrs. Adelaide H. Woodall­
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff- to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill {S. 3316) granting a pension to Jasper N. Warren-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3330) for the relief of William H. Thomas-to the Com..: 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3369) granting an increase of pension to Henry Frantz­
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner of 
Navigation to register and enroll as American vessels ce~ sailing 

_LEA YE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as follows: 
To Mr. RusK, until:blonday next, on accountofimportant 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 SPE.A.KER. 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
sion. 

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 Quincy, lll. ;· 
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 te1egraph 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, aml other acts amendatory of said first­
named act; 

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

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction 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 district of Kentucky at 
Owensborough, 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 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; 

A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
Bayou Barthplomew, and across Ouachita, Red, Little, n.nd Sabine 
lliYers, 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 brid~e across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; aud 

A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers. 

ORDER 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? 

M:r. FINLEY. I object. 
~r. 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 

Honse that members can not understand what business is being trans-
acted. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring 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. public building in the city of 

Watertown, in the State of New York; with an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HOVEY. I object. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The special order this morning is the considera-

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to raise the question of 
consideration upon that bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. It is always in the power of the Honse to 
determine whe~her it will or will not consider a proposition. 

Mr. LANHAM. 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 SPE A.KER. That is correct. -
Mr. SPRINGER. Then the question of consideration could not be 

raised-- · 
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 re..'lSon 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 against it. . · 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the Honse. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill which is now before the 

Honse 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 bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill and report will be read. 
The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. The Clerk will rea.d the 

report. 
The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

tion-- 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer, submit the following report: 
Mr. McCREARY. I send up a resolution to the Clerk's de...~, and Emanuel H. Custer is the father of General George Custer, and of Thomas 

des. ire to have it read and considered at the present time. Custer, late of the Seventh United States Cavalry, both of whom, as well as 
three sons-in-law of Mr. Custer, were killed in the battle of Big Horn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman froni Michigan (Mr. CHIPMANl . He is a. man of more than eighty years of age and in very reduced circum­
has demanded the regular order. stances. The committee do not feel that it is necessary to recount the great 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I withdraw the demand for the regular order for ~h~v-bC:fo~~ f~~~~~~t:~~~ile::f~fe;:~~: ~!r~~d~ebellion in the armies 01 

the purpose of permitting this resolution to be considered. Mr. Custer is now stripped of all support. Those who would have cared for 
The resolution was read, as follows: his old age have given their lives for their country. 
Resolved, That Tuesday, July 31, immediately after the reading of the Jour- Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

nal, be set apart for the consideration of business reported from the Committee The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; aud be- .... 
on Foreign Affairs. ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
consent for the consideration of the resolution just read. passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to the consideration of the table. 
resolution if the gentleman from Kentucky will modify it so as to des- The latter motion was agreed to. 
ignate two days for the consideration of report-s from the Committee ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
on Invalid Pensions. Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with the morning bohr for the 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. ca.H of committees. 
Mr. WILKINS. I move t.o refer the resolution to the Committee on 1' Mr. SPRINGER. I think the committees had better be ca.lled. 

Rules. . . The SPEAKER. The motionofthegentlemanfrom Texas [Mr. LAN-
. The SPEAKE~. Is there 9bJection to t~e reference of the .r~olu- j HAM] is in order, but it requires a vote of two-thirds. 

two to the Comm1ttee on Rules? The Charr hears none, and It IS so 1 Thequestionwastaken,and the motion was notagreedto-two-thirds 
ordered. I not having voted in favor thereof. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular ~rder. - The SPEAKER. The committees will now be called for reports on 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. What IS the regular order? private bills and resolutions 
:Mr. BURRO,:WS .. Do I u~de~tand the gentleman from Kentucky REVOCATION o~ WITHDRAwAL OF LANDS. 

refuses to modify hiS resolutiOn m the manner I suggested? . h . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky made no response, Mr. HO~]t'lAN, from the C?mmittee o~ t e Publu~-Lands, reported 
d t th tl d d the la de back the bill H. R. 11006 which, on motion of 11Ir. liOI .. MAN, wad or-

an wo or ree gen emen eman regn r or r. d d b · t d d •tt d to th c ·tte th p bl" 
Mr. FINLEY. I withdrawmyobjection to the consideration of the ere to e prrn e an recommi e e ommi eon e u tc 

resolution offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON]. Lands. 
ARVAH HOPKINS. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let 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 t 
that there shall be fifteen minutes' debate on each side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does that take precedence of the morning 
hour? 

El\IANUEJ, H. CUSTER. 
The SPEAKER. It i3 the special order of the Honse, and yomes im­

mediately after the reading of the Journal. The Clerk will read the 
bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, a.s follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 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 captain in Company C. 
Seventh United States Oa.valry, subject to the provisions and limitations of pen­
sion 1aws, and pay to him o. pension of S50 a month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. · 

The SPEAKER. Under the order thirty minute.CJ are allowed for 
debate; fifteen minutes in support of the bill and fifteen minutes in 
opposition to it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re­
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 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 Honse on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

H. S. 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 Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with tlle ac­
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

J .Al\:IES MILLER. 
M:r. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims 

reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2379~ 
for the relief of James Miller, of Bourbon County, Kentucky; which 
was referred to the Committee of the WhoJe House on the Private Cal­
endar, and, with the accompanying. report, ordered to be printed. 
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CATHOLIC CHURCH, 1\IACON 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 theGommitteeon War Claims, 

reported baek 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 THOl\!AS NILES, DECEASED. 
.Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 

reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 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 S. WHITNEY. 
1\Ir. 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 o~iection. 

Mr. HOOKER. I now call up the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill can not be called up at this time. The 

-regular order. has been demanded and insist.ed upon by several gentle­
men; but, if there be no objection, the Chair will withhold the bill 
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 do not 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 uithhold the bill for the 
present. 

It1r. 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 C-ommittee 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 amendment-s. 

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. I reserve all points of order. 
M~. ROGERS. I want the bill to go to the Calendar. 
Tl:ie SPEAKER. The bill, except by unanimous consent, 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? 

1\Ir. ROGERS. "The gentleman 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 bee::a read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ma-de no motion; no motion 
is required. The rules govern the disposition of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I 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 bill (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, ~ill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, under the rules, will be printed. 

OR.DER 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 bas 

~ 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 question on the motion of Mr. 
TOWNSHEND). The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call 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 
~~~m~oo? _ 

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. I call for the yeas and nays, and will state that 
my object in making this motion is to have the Army appropriation bill 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

1 The yeas and nays were notordered, .only15voting 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 Honse 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 
bill--

The SPEAKER. The motion has not 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 ca-se 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 useless to 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 purpose 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 agreed 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 bill on 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. As is well known, 
a num-ber of reports from the Committee on War Claims are at the 
bead 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 repmted 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 _roo· 
tion so as to include all bills on the Private Calendar except those re­
ported from the Committee on War Claims. 

'l'be CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Yu. 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 [:M:r. LANHAM] 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 object to the exception of any claim upon any cal­
endar, for one objection will carry over any Claim, so that our time need 
not be wasted. 

SeveralllEMBEns. Regular order. 

SAMUEL NOBLE. 

The CHAIRUAN. 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 ai motion was pending that the bill be laid 
aside with the recommendation that the enacting clause be st.ricken out. 
On that motion the point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the fur~her con· 
sideration of that bill be postponed and allowed to retain its place upon 
the Calendar, in view of the fact that my colleague [.1\Ir. OATES] is 
not present in the city, but absent in attendan~ on the lmmjgration 
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 froltl 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 Qf Cowan & Dickinson. 

Mr. HOUK. That bill has been discu...c;sed already. I move to sub­
stitute the Senate bill for the House bill. 

The CHAIRM~AN. That has been done al,ready. 
Mr. LANHAM. That bill has already been partially considerecl in 

the Committee of the Whole House, and there being no o~jection, I 
move that the Senate bill 94 be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIR.UAN. 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 ]ate fum 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 (S. 94) 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. HoL:MA.N], which 
will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the end of the bill : "Prollided, howe,,e,·, 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 covered into the 
Treasury or accounted for by the proper officer; but the sum paid to said Perez 
Dickinson shall not exceed the sum. so paid into the TreasUI·y or accounted 
for." 

Mr. HOUK. Was not that amendment voted down? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is desirous of understanding the status 

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 CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill is now considered as pending 
before the committee, the House bills having been laid aside to be re­
ported to the HIJuse with the recommendatton that they do lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. HOUK. The amendment was voted down, as I undemtand. 
The CH.A.IRJ\IAN. No; the Chair is advised by the Clerk that the 

amendment is pending. 
~fr. HOUK. I want to say one word. If this claim is not to be 

Jlaid, then the United States ought to give notice that it does not in-

tend to pay anybody. · Of course, the adoption of the pendin.g amend­
ment is simply to avoid the payment of the claim, and I ask gentlemen 
to vote it down. 

1\1r. WARNER. Why? 
Mr. HOUK. Because this claim ought to be paid. It is a just claim. 

It has been favorably reported from the Court of Claims. If this House 
is not going to pay claims of a jnst 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 injustice and fair dealing just as much as the other is. 

:Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am not able to recall the features of 
this case, and I hope the gentleman will state just exactly what they 
are. 

Mr. HOUK. When General Longstreet besieged Knoxville, General 
Burnside 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 
w·ere returned to the owner. General Burnside testified to that fact, 
and all the line of officials have testified in the same wav. The Court 
of Claims found the facts as alleged. · w 

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 decree of banishment 
from rushomewhen 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 grave'S of his kindred, rather than take an oath in oppositJon 
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 cott;>n 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. 

Mr. WARNER. ki3 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 waslthen used as a hospital, in making beds 
for the wounded, the sick, and dying soldiers of the Union. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I nndet1'tar.d the Court of Claims 
have examined this case. 

1\Ir. 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. Burnside" 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, so 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 w that 
city. 

~Ir. KELLEY. Yes; but I did not know but that you 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. HOLJ\IAN. I ask that this amendment be again reported. 
The amendment was again read. 
l'lfr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire what is the amount 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 $66,883.50. ' 

:Mr. HOL1\IAN. It seems to me, 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 th~ sum of money which was actually turned into the Government 
Treasury by reason of the taking possession on the pa.rb 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 rermit me to ask him a ques-
tion? · 

.Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. WARNER. When this case was np some time ago I took parb 

in the discussion of it and have some recollection of the fact<:!. I would 
like to ask the gentleman, however, if it is not true that the amend­
ment he sugges~, if adopted, would have the effect of paying this claim­
antnothing whatever? I wish to ask a further question: Hthis coVon, 
or a part of it at least, was not taken down to the railw~y adjoinina t e 
depot and there some childTen playing around set fire to the cotton 
and destroyed it? 
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Mr. HOL:rt1AN. That applied to but a portion of it. 

will find that it was finally traced into the Treasury. 
I think you United Statesthathadmeritsuperiortothisclaim. Thereisnodoubt, 

Up to this time it has not been our policy. to pay f01· 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. Jurisdiction 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. 

1\lr. 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. l'.iy understanding of the facts are that this cotton was 
taken to build fortifi<:!ations 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. But as a 
matter of fact tile 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 part of it was destroyed by fire ::mel a portion of it 
was used in the hospitals at Knoxville. 

Mr. JOHNSTO~, of Indiana. Yes; part of it wa.S destroyed by fire 
and part used as the gentleman from Tcnne....qgee suggests. When the 
Government refused to turn the property back after they got through 
using it forthepurposeto which it was originally applied, and for which 
it was taken, it be~1.mc liable under e\ery principle of equity and jus­
tice for the value of the cotton so taken; 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 suffered banishment for his loyalty to the Gov­
ernment rather than take the oa.th of allegiancQ to the Confederacy. 

Now, I understand the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
proposes to cut out 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 payment of every dollar of the Government's lia.­
bility, unless it is found 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 tbe officers, whether they turned 
the money into the Treasury or used it in any other way. I claim 
that after having taken possession of bis property, if they failed to do 
their duty and failed to account to the Trea.snry for the property that 
he lost, that nuder 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 take the oath to the Con­
federacy. When the siege wa8 raised and Longstreet retreated he went 
and asked that the cotton be returned to him. It had served the pur­
pose for which it was taken. They said, "Oh, no, we will ~ke it and 
ship it to Louisville, a.nd when the proceeds reach the Treasury Depart­
ment von can have them.." 

What became of that cotton? Here is the report of the War Claims 
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 th.e fortifications-was not issued until 
February 26,1864. Nearlyfour months elapsed from the fu-st 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. 
"\Vhat became of the 95 bales of deficiency does not definitely appear. Some 
bad been taken by the soldiers to fill their bunks; some used to calk pontons; 
some lost by pillages and much worn out and used up in the works. 

Of the 218 bales recovered, 40 were used by the medical department, 158 st.ored 
by the quartermaster near the railroad depot, awaiting shipment, were ncci­
dentally set on fire by boys playing in its vicinity, and all; with the exception 
of about 20 bales, consumed. Twenty bales wet"e 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 sa.ve the Government, alfd when he asked 
that it be returned they refused. It iS said 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 would think it just, right, or even honest to take this property 
and use it without 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 ha.s been a claim before the Congress of the 

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. 

1\Ir. HOUK. 
time. 

And only the amount the cotton would sell for at that 

Mr. BUTLER. Here is the report by the commissioner appointed by 
the commander-in-chief to a.scertain fully the a.mount, and every other 
fact, and they are all set forth here in this report, so th~t there can be 
no controversy or any doubt at all 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 certa.inly believe that this bill ought to be passed 
and that this claimant should be paid for that property taken. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a parlia.mentary inquiry. 
I desire to understand fully what this amendment is. Do I understand 
that it reduces the amount to $60,000? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bas been adopted. 
Mr. LYMAN. Then the bill ought to pas!'! as it is. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the formal 

amendment will be withdrawn. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I will renew it. I do not know anything about 

Ur. 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 \ery 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 Sa.unders, 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 through 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 hadcut ·off the head at Richmond from the body in the Southwest, 
and it was absolutely necessary that the East Tennessee railroad 
should be reco-vered, 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 thousand 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 brought 
from somewhere, and with them we crowned the _parapets of all the 
principal works; and when the assault came, 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
tys burgh in the July before. And I want to say to the gentlemen of 
this House that if these were l\1r. 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, as I am 
assured by the gentleman from Tennessee, Colonel Hou'lt, they were--

1\fr. HOUK. They have been thoroughly identified. 
1\fr. CUTCHEON. If those were the cotton bales of this claimant, 

then the Unit-ed States of America could 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 occasion. [Applause.] I hope this bill 
will be passed. 

1\Ir. LANHAM. I trust we shall now have a vote upon this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, tbe pro forma amend­

ment will be regarded as withdrawn, and the question will be taken 
on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HouiAN]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 8, noes 80. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HOL:M.AJ.~. Ina.smuch as the opinion of the House seems to be 

so strongly in fa.vor of this measure, I will not make the point of no 
quorum, but otherwise I would do so. 

The CHA.IRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. LANHAM. I ris~ to a parliamentary inquiry. When this bill 
was last under consideration I offered an amendment reducing the 
amount. · 

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 httd n. 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. I 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. 

by some gentleman, I ask that it be passed over informally, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 

The CHA£RMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Homr] 
insist on his motion? . 

Mr. HOUK. Not if there is objection; but I think that would be 
a proper and legitimate way to disnose of this case at this time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will make no objection to the gentleman's mo-
tion. 

Mr. HOUK. Then l 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 ]aid on the table; also that the com­
mittee had substituted for the House bill a bill (S. 94) for the relief 
of Perez Dickinson·, and had directed him to report it to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass with an amendment. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
· agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of this bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. On that I call for a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 71, noes 7. 
Mr. McSHANE. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 

The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HouK] 
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE] to act ·as te1lers. 

Mr. :McSHANE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

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

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The House bill (H. R. 9872) was laid on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that order will be 
made. The Chair hears no objection. 

HffiA.l\1 JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 
The next busin~ on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.·R.l028) 

for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 
Mr. LANHAM. I make the same request in regu.rd to this bill that 

I made in regard to the one last read. . 
Mr. ENLOE. I ask for the consideration of this bill. 
The bill was read. _ As amended by the Committee on War Claims, 

it is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other­
wise appropriat.ed, the respective sums of money a.s bereinafter provided, to 
the respective persons named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives. 
to wit: 

To H. Johnson, $659.86. 
To Stephen M. Johnson, $659.85. 
To D. J. Franklin, $130.48. 
To Josiah Franklin, $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, $261.20. 
To Jeremiah Crook, sr., f522.41. 
To .Willis Arnold, $5,213.89. 
To Arch McCorkle, $391.92. 
To G. L. Ross, 31,306.91. 
To S. L. Ross, $1,306.91. 
To John M. II~rt, $522.41. 
To William A. Brummer, $801.69. 
To John D. Smith, $?....61 .20. 
To A. B. Crook, ~61.20. 
To Daniel McCollum, $261.20. 
To Jeff Jones, $130.4.8. 
To Thomas McGill, $156.61. 
To James Ledbetter, $156.61. 
To William Ozier, $52.2.41. 
To Elijah Bond, $261.20. 
To John L. Cawthon, $'522.41. 
To William Hall, $522.41. 
To Carroll Beaver, $522.41. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. To John West, $659.86. 
Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- To James Clifford, $261.20. 

fi h "d t• f bill To 0. F. Hendrix, $784.64. mittee of the Whole House for the or~ er cons1 era 10n o s upon To Frank Cawthon, $313.49. 
the Private Calendar. To James Cawthon, $130.49. 

Th ti d to To S. E. G1:ider, $130.49. 
e mo on was agree • - · To Silas Grider, $130.49. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, To John Robinson, ~10.34. 
and Mr. DOCKERY resumed the chair. To Hugh McKnight, $200.25. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole To John G. Smith. $79.96. To Caleb McKnight, $200.25. 
upon the Private Calendar. The Clerk .:will report the first bill. To James Thomas, $200.25. 

The bill was read, as follows: To William P. Walker,Sl20.00. 
h · f fT hnD B to fM tT Hi · To A.S.Rogers,S341.55. A bill (H. R. 7800) fort erelie o ... o e ree, execu ro argare . gglllS. To '.rison G. l\faness,$;61.02. 

Be it e11acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Tr~ury be, and he is hereby, ~u- To William H. Bond, $120.06. 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money In the Treasury not otherwise To F.l\I. Ballard, 5240.04. 
appropriated, to John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins, the sum of $3,- To Stephen Messengill, $120.06. 
236.66 the same being in full for andjinal discharge of the claim examined, in- To 'Villiam Swink, ~440. 80. 
vestiia,ted, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the United States To Keton M. Jones. $361.15. In all, $22,271.26. 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved Ma..rch 3• 1883• commonly 1 The amendments reported by the Committee on War Claims chan ~ring called the Bowman act. ·~ 

Th CHAIRMAN Th ti n is on la · this bill aside to be ! the ~mo~nts in vario~s cas~, so as to pay to the claimant<; the amounts 
e • . e ques 0 ~g . i as given m the foregomg bill, were read: 

reported to the Honse w1th the recommendatiOn that It do pass. . 1 ll:fr. ENLOE. If the reading of the report is desired by any one, I 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the report be read. would be glad to have it read now 
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, ~ follows: :Mr. I~OWELL. I desire to make some remarks on this bill. The 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was refer~ed.the bill (H. R. 7800) for report can be read afterward unless the gentleman from Tennessee [.Mr 
the reliefofJohnDeBree,executorofMargaretT.HJggms,begleavetoreport E ] · t to d !thh" k · 
as follows: NLOE wan s procee Wl IS remar -snow. 

The bill provides for the payment of $3,236.66 for the use of a certain war~- Mr. ENLOE. I will wait until the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
house and wharf, belonging to Mrs. Hi~rgins, in the city of. Norfolk, Va.. rr:h1s ROWELl] has spoken · 
claim was transmitted to the Court of Claims by the Committee on War Claims " . · . . 
of the Forty-eighth Congress under the provisions of the '!'-Ct entitled "An a:et .M:r. TH0~1AS, _of W1sconsm. I would like a chance to say a few 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executtve Departments rn words on thiS subJeCt. 
the investigation of claims and demands against the Governm~nt," approved Mr. ENLOE. How much time do gentlemen on th~ other side de-
1\:I~~:s~i~S:~im was returned by the Cou~t of Claims to theCvmmitteeonWar sire to occupy? 
Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress with findings of fact by the court, which 1\fr. ROW ELL. I shall not want much time. 
show among other thin~s that the ~laimant was loyal, that her wareho~seand The CHAffi:M:AN. The Chair will recomize the gentleman from wharf after the occupatiOn of the mty of Norfolk by the Federal forces tn 1862 . . o 
were seized by Capt. Edwin Ludlow, assistant quartermaster United States Illm01s [Mr. ROWELL] for one hour. 
Army, as a military necessity, we~e occupied for .two years, e~ght months·, and !t!r. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, this bill marks a new departure in 
eleven days, and that ~1,200 a. yeat:would be a. fau compensatiOn for the prem- the way of paying war claims. Colonel Haynie when commandino- at ises. In accordance With the findmgs of fact by the Court of Cla~s the Com- • . . -.""' 
mittee on War Claims of the 'Forty-ninth Congress reported House btll No.10798, Henderson, West Tennessee, adopted as a method of preventmg lDJ nry 
prm.-iding for the payment of the amount found .to be ~ue, to wit, $3,236.66. to the property of the United States and of citizens, the making of 

Your committee the~efore report back the btU which bas been referred to assessments when injury was done, upon the rebel citizens thereabout, 
them and.recomme?d 1ts.passage. . and collect~g those assessments to the full amount of the injury. 

The ~1ll was l!l1d aside to be reported to the House With the recom- This was a policy adopted by different commanders in West Tennessee. 
mendat1on that 1t do pass. . . . Some required cttizens in neighborhoods where guerrillas were in 1he 

The ~HAIRMAN. I~ there be no obJection, the b.il~ (H. R. 1798, habit of doing damage, to give bonds of indemnity against any such 
Forty-n~nth Con~re:'B) will be reported to the House with the recom- damage; others adopted the policy ofassess~ent upon the active rebel 
mendat10n that 1t ~e ?n the table. · sympathizers in the vicinity. Damage to the extent of some $:2G, 000 

There was no obJeCtiOn.. was done in the neighborhood of Henderson; and Colonel Haynie as-
WILLIAM J. POITEVENT. sessed and collected that snm of money, appointing a commission to 

The next bm,iness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 26) find out the total amount of damage, the abilityofpersons to pay, and 
for the relief of William J. Poitevent. the character of the people upon whom assessments were made. 

The bill was read. That sum of money was collected. Some $5,000 of it was for rlam-
Mr, LANHAM. Unless the consideration of this bill is called for age to United States property, and about $20,000 for damage to indi-
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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 caUBe 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 Tre~ury to cer­
tain parties whose property had been destroyed, leaving, besides the 
$5,000 gorng 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 t.hat by the deliberate act of Congress 
nearly $10,000 of this money hns already 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 hostHities 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 au·equallyunani­
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 ofthe United States in command. It is a bill to pay back to 
rebel sympathizers something taken by lawful authority from them 
in. pursuance of the business which they had in hand to overthrow the 
rebellion. 

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 a1·my 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 J ud~e Geddes pr~ided, 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 authori­
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 out 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 c0llected and assessed in pursuance of war authority. 

I want this HoUBe 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 to~ether, and while getting ready to go back to the 
army rushing into a town and committing depredations. It was made 
necessary to assess these damages for the purpose of guarding property 
from attack in this section of country, so that the troops might go to 
the front. It was an effective remedy. 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 
compensated 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 com, 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 [1\Ir. THOMAS]. 

l\Ir. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 1\Ir. Chairman, the facts as I under­
st.and 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--

l'lfr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman mention in what State this was? 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. In East Tennessee. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. West Tennessee. 
Mr. 'fHOMAS, 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 thoUBand dollars, was destroyed in this 
raid, as well as the property of certain loyal citizens selected by the 
raiders, which amounted, together with the amou?t 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 into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Now, sir, this report of the committee admits the authority of Gen­
eral Haynie and ·or General Sullivan to make the assessment. They 
admit that it was made in accordance with the laws of war, and that 
it wns 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. I admit, if it was so, that this money ought to be paid 
back, in accordance 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 file and the testi­

mony before the present committee-

That is, that General Grant had made this order-
it would most likely concur wit.h the reasoning and conclusions of its prede­
cessor. But thls committee do not find these facts established by the testimony 
presente d for their consideration. On the contrary, there is nothing in the pres­
ent r ecord to authorize the assumption that "the levying and collecting these 
assess ments was 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 t rue the superior officers of Haynie and Sullivan could have revoked or 

countermanded their orders; but this was not done, as assumed in the reports 
heretofore made on this claim. 

.And so it is assumed in the report now before us. 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 becaUBe they did not 
have the papers; · but they ought to have taken for granted something 
that was put into the report of the priorcommittee of the Forty-eighth 
Congress and called the attention of the HoUBe to it. They could have 
referred to it in some way and given us an opportunity of gathering the 
facts in the case. This report proceeds: 
lt 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 bill is being considered in conjunction with the present bill for 
the relief of Hiram .Johnson and others. This letter bears date" Washington, 
D. C., June 26, 1866," and was writlien by General Adam Badeau, then on Gen­
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 whole 
proceeding on the part of General Grant and his subordinates. It is in reply to 
Willis 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 n, addressed to Lieutenant-Gen­
eral Grant, and requesting that you, as a loyal citizen, might be r~munerated 
for losses sustained by you at the burning of Henderson, Tenn., General Gn~nt 
directs me to inform you that an assessment was made by General Sullivan, by 
his orders, upon the property of disloyal citizens for the purpose of remuner­
ating the sufferers at Henderson, and that since General Sullivan has been 
mustered out of the service he has informed Geneml Grant that a certain amount 
of such assessment remains in his hands. 
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"Gi:lneral 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 WilliamS. 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 Congre...~ 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 sigued 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 would have ap­
proved a bill from Congress appropriating part of the fund to the par­
ticular purpose for which it was assessed. There i.s no claim that 
these men were loyal; the1·e 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 npon them. We claim that it was 
nomorethan shouldhavc beenassessed nnder the circumstances. The 
report of the committee admits that it was mad.e 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 ought to be paid back. 
As the gentleman from illinois stated-and ita influence upon my mind 
determined me absolu~ly on this case-if you now can go back and 
pay claims of this kind there is no excuse for not paying any claim that 
may be brought 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 useji during the war. This is only 
another way of taking the property, which was d~ne 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 fence.s, 
or any other destruction caused by war. This, and every other com­
mittee of this House, has always refused to pay any such claims. 

With these remarks, M:r. Chairman, I leave the question with the 
House, confident that it nnderstands our side of the case. 

Mr. ENLOE. .Mr. Chairman, I regret that it is necessary for me to 
enter into a discussion of this C..'\Se, 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 Senate, and the 
present 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, not only 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 nnanimously 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 
Honse. 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 Honse in the Forty­

sixth Congress in iU! 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 of 
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 c.otptmed the post, destroyed the depot, the camp 
equippage of the troops, the water tank of the railway company, and 
a quantity of cotton, the property of private citizens, which lmd been 
seized by the Federal troops and used for making breastworks. The 
amount of the damage to the Government was assessed at $5,0 0. 

This raid was a smprise to the people of Henderson and vicinity, and 
to the parties named in this bill, as great as it was to the ttoops who 
were captured. These claimants bad no more knowledge that such 
a raid was contemplated than did the commanding officer at Henderson. 

I think the proof on file in the case will fully justify me in this state­
ment. The immediate commanding officer, Col. I. N. Haynie, appointell 
a board to assess the value of tbe 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 $27,351.36. There has been much controversy over the object of 
this assessment, but the sworn testimony of General Sullivan seta a~ 
rest all legitimate question about that. 

Colonel Haynie seelll.&. 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; but 
General Sullimn 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 supposed might have in.flucnce 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 occurred, and states that he placed the citizens 
under bond, and if anything of that kind occurred 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 [Air. 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 fonnd its way into the United States Treasury. 
When the pri\ate citizens who tried to establish a claim on this fund 
lor cotton destroyed, on the line of argument pursued by the gentle­
man from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Illinois, General Meigs, 
the Quartermaster-General, 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 distinguished officer, made with 
a full knowledge of all the facts, in direct corroboration of the state~ 
ment of General SuDivan, 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 npon neighboring 
rebels, and the full value of the United States property and of the cotton (private 
property) destroyed appears to have been collected. Colonel Hillyer states that 
the money thus collected exceeded the amount which Geueral Grant had in­
tended to ha>e 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 gor:te into the military rail­
road department, being that which represents the value of public property de­
stroyed. 

Part of the remainder, namely, $30,000, went into the hands of the quarter­
master, Col. C. A. Reynolds, as appears from his accounts on file at the Treasury. 

In settling the accounts of officers of this department, military collections, 
levies, rents of abandol!ed or captured buildings, etc., are, if their proceeds have 
been nsed in the operations of the Quartermaster's 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. • 

While it was within the military authority and power of a general in the field 
to Ie"-y and collect money as fines; and while he mighthavepaid the proceeds 
to those who bad been injured by the enemy, it appears that General Grant re­
fused to do this, and I know of no law by which any officer of the United States 
can now take this money from the Treasury and apply it to the payment of 
these losses and damages. 

I am of opinion that the parties have no claim in law, and no officer, so far as 
I know, bas 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? 

1\Ir. ROWELL. Were they not claiming itoutof the Treasury with­
out any act of Congress? 

M:r. ENLOE. Yes; and the Quartermaster-General decided th!it 
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1· they had no clnim in law, no legal right to make any such claim on say-he will not dispute the statement. I suppose-that a little less 

this fund. than $10,000 has already been appropriated by Congress out of this 
Mr. ROWELL. Yes; he decided that, having been covered into the money to a portion of these people for whose benefit it was assessed. 

Treasury, the only way it could be taken out was by an act of Con- Mr. ENLOE. Now, in regard to that I want to make a statement. 
gress. Aldridge and Patterson, two parties who claimed that they had sus-

Mr. ENLOE. He did not say anything about that; but he said that tained losses by the raid, that their cotton was destroyed, wanted the 
it could not be applied to the payment of damages to private property Government to stand in the attitude of insurer of their cotton against 
because it was not collected for that purpose, and that General Grant destruction by the Army. They came here to Congress making a claim 
so stated. More than that, we have the statement of the commanding upon this fund; and Congress did pass an act appropriating out of the 
officer himself, General Sullivan, that his purpose was not to take this Treasury (the act, I believe, does not recite that the appropriation is 
money and turn it into the Treasury, but to hold it as indemnity, just made out of this specific fiund) about $7,000. 
as the gentleman from illinois [1\Ir. RowELL] took bonds and held them Mr. THO.!YIAS, of Wisconsin. Nine thousand six hundred dollars. 
as indemnity. Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; $7,795.08 was the amount actually paid to 

He did not collect those bonds, and General Sullivan intended, not Aldridge and Patterson. 
that this money'should be turned into the Treasury, but that itshould Mr. ROWELL. What amount does the bill cover? 
be returned to tbepartieswhopaidit. Anotherpoint. He states that Mr. ENLOE. Nine thousand six hundred and six dollars. 
the damages sustained amounted to $27,000. The amount assessed Mr. ROWELL. How came the deduction to be made? Was it not 
was $27,000, and something over, but that damagewasinalargemeas- on account of some claim that the Government had against them? 
me the destructionofthepropertyufindividuals, which was destroyed Mr. ENLOE. I do not know. 
in the course of the conflict between the two contending forces. The Mr. ROWELL. Is not that true? 
Government loss was only $5,080: as found by the board of assessors Mr. ENLOE. I do not know that it is. 
appointed at the time to ascertain the amount of the damages. Mr. ROWELL. The appropriation was $9,600, the exact amount 

Mr. CATCIDNGS. Does the order indicate the purpose for which of the assessment by Colonel Haynie's commission. Is not that true? 
the money was taken? Mr. ENLOE. I am not aware that that is exactly correct. The ex-

Mr. ENLOE. The terms of the order, as stated by the commanding act amount appropriat-ed was $9,606. But I will say this: If Con- ­
officer, were that it was taken for the purpose of reimbursing the Gov-~ gress decided that a portion of this fund belonged to those parties, it 
ernment and reimbursing these citizens; but the superior officer, Gen- so decided in violation of the construction of that order placed upon it 
eral Sullivan, and his superior officer, General Grant, decided that it by General Grant and General Sullivan, and in violation of the rights 
was not collect-ed for that purpose, and turned it into the Treasury, re- of the parties to whom the remainder of this fund honestly belongs 
fusing to pay it to these parties. after paying the Government the loss it sustained by the raid. 

More than that. I want to state that there is testimony, abundant Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Are there contending interests in re· 
testimony, to show that these gentlemen who are making these cla~ gard to this money? • . 
did not have any vestige of right to make a claim upon the Govern~ 111r. ENLOE. There is one gentleman who bas been making a claim 
mentor npon this fund for property destroyed, and that they never- here; I do not know whether _he has presented his claim during this 
had at any time in their lives such an amount of money as they claim Congress or not, but he heretofore presented a claim. I suppose he ' 
to have had invested in cotton at that time. has abandoned it because he was discredited by the testimony of Col. 

I have here the statement of Col. Fielding Hurst, the commander of Fielding Hurst, who commanded the Federal troops raised in that conn­
a regiment of Federal troops that was raised in that country. He knew try, and who said that he never was the owner of as much as 10 b:1les 
these people; he lived among them and practiced law among them; and of cotton at any one time during the war. 
he says that they were not in any wise concerned in this raid, and were Mr. ROWELL. When did he say that? Where is the evidence? 
not in any way responsib~e for the destruction of this property, and 111r. ENLOE. I will furnish the gentleman the evidence. I .will, 
that there was no reason why this assessment should be levied upon if it is desired, read the statement that Colonel Hurst made in rega1·d 
them, except the mere fact that they lived in the v~cinity where the to this matter. • 
damage was done. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THO:i.\I.A.S] Mr. CATCHINGS. Is there any report or order designating the per­
sought to leave the impression that these men were concerned in that sonswhosepropertywas destroyed andforwhose benefit the assessment 
raid, or that their sons were concerned in it, that they organized or were was claimed to be made? 
instrumental in organizing the force that captured this property and l\1r. ENLOE. Yes, sir; the list of names is set out in the proof on 
destroyed it; but I say there is not a particle of evidence to sustain that file in the case, and the amount paid by each one. This bill simply 
statement. proposes to pay back to them, pro rata, the amount collected from them. 

I deny the allegation in toto, and challenge the proof; and I say that Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is the original order, under which 
the proof shows that these were peaceable, law-abiding citizens under the assessment was made, very lengthy? If not, I would be glad to 
thej urisdiction of this Government, because the jurisdiction of the Fed· have my friend read it eo that we may know the basis of this matter. 
era! Government;was at that time full, ample, and complete in that por- 111r. ROWELL. The commission found the name of each person 
tion of Tennessee, and these people were as much entitled to protection who suffered damage, and the exact amount of the damage. 
in their property rights as if they had lived north of the OliioRiver. Mr. ENLOE. Here is a list of the names; andhere is a copy ofthe 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not been able to get a copy or receipts. I will publish with my remarks, if gentlemen desire it, a 
the report, and I do not know that I understand the position of this statement showing how this order read, and the numbE>r of parties em­
claim. As I understand, under orders of the commanding officers at braced in it. But that is all set forth in the evidence, and it would 
the point indicated parties who had been connected with raids or who unnecessarily encumber the record. I have not time to go into that 
were identified with treason at that point were fined. Was that the further at this time. 
situation? l\1r. CATCHINGS. Was this inquiry into the amount of the dam-

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; the fact is this-- age, and who sustained it, made prior to the order of assessment? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Who were fined, and what for? l\Ir. ENLOE. This board that made the investigation as to the losses 
Mr. ENLOE. These citiz.ens who lived in the vicinity of Render- sustainedacted underColonelHaynie'sorder. Asihavestated,Colonel 

son were fined for the reason that they lived in that vicinity. Haynie had the board make an assessment of the amount of damages 
Mr. ROWELL. Is that true, or is it not rather true that they were sustained, and to report by whom sustained. 

fined because they were active sympathizers with the Confederacy? Mr. CATCHINGS. Then this assessment was made to cover the 
Mr. ENLOE. Of course almost every man in that country was in amount embraced in the prior report? 

a certain sense a sympathizer with the Confederacy when the mass ot Mr. ENLOE. It was made to cover the full amount of the value of 
the people there were engaged on that side of the conflict. But they all property destroyed, though as General Meigs has said, the assess­
were not active participants i,p the struggle in any way, and were not ment was in excess of the amount co11templated by General Grant or 
responsible for this raid which was made at Henderson. his order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The assessments, then, were for the l\1r. ROWELL. That is not all. The full amount was not in the 
pmpose of making the citizens join together to prevent raids? first instance collected, and a second assessment was made. 

Mr. ENLOE. For the purpose ofmaking them use whatever influ- l\Ir. ENLOE. And GenernJ. Grant and General Sullivan, who were 
ence they might have upon the regularly constituted authorities of the the commanding officers, decided that the order did not contemplate 
Confederacy to prevent further raids. the payment of private pal'ties for property destroyed. 

, Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And the parties who were fined or Mr. ROWELL. When did they so decide? 
assessed for this purpose are now applicants for the restoration of the Mr. ENLOE. Upon the application of Aldridge and Patterson for 
money? a part of this fund General GranG so decided, and General Meigs stated 

Mr .. ENLOE. They are applicants for the restoration of the money that the money could not be paid to them. 
after reimbursing the Government for every dollar of loss which it sus- Mr. ROWELL. Simply because it had been turned into the 'rreas-
tained. ury of the United States. 

l\1r. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What amount is embraced in the bill? Mr. ENLOE. This was not stated as the reason. More than that, 
Mr. ENLOE. Twenty-two tl,wusand two hundred and seventy-one it seems to me that if the commanding officer did not understand his 

dollars and seventy-six cents. · own order, it is a very late day for gentlemen to come here to put a 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. The gentleman will permit me to new interpretation npon it. 
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Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Can you :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 Generall\feigsmake the statement, that this was the con­
struction that General Grant placed upon his vrder. 

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 the order at the time the construction I 
have stated. · 

Mr. THOMAS, ofWisconsin. No, sir--
Mr. ENLOE. I decline to be interrupted further. 
I want to sa.y 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 portion of the cotl!ltry, 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 citizens of 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 t.o the paymenJ; 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 a simple 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 to war 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, 'wo"llld be of great help to them in their necessities. I hope, 
Mr. Chairman, the bill will be passed. [Cries of '• Vote ! ''] 

l\Ir. 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 entirelv different matter. 

Mr. WILSON, wof Minnesot-a. In principle wherein does it differ? 
l\fr. 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 pui:pose 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 Illinois, 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 
General Sullivan to return this money to the :parties to whom it be­
longs. 

Mr. LANHAM obtained the floor. 
Mr. ROWELL. I desire to make a statement. 
1t1r. 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 through 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 

minu.tes at the furthest. 
The CHAIRMAN. 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 pf 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. 
ENLOE], 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 Cqlonel 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 ot 
indemnifying the United States and individual sufferers. It wa-s an 
effective order, just the same as when bonds were required to be given 
by neighboring prominent residents, which I carried out in Jackson, 
was an effective method of preventing raids and damages being done 
the property of private citizens. · 

This order was issued 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 <,:itizens' clothes, giving out they had abandoned the cause, 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 
propertywas being destroyed. Itwasatatimewhen the UnionArmy 
hacl 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 a._qgessed the damage. What for? To reimburse the 
United States and to 1·eimburse the individuals who were injured in 
their property. He called a military commission, and that commis­
siop. 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 South, 
m 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. You 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 reim horsing tboso 
whose property, in the amounts stated, they alleged bad l:iecn de­
stroyed, then had they not an equal right to reimburse wit.b. the money 
ilO assessed and collected the persons for whose benefit it was collected, 
jnstead of placing it in the Treasury? 

l\:lr. ROWELL. No, I think not. Ordinarily quartermasters in the 
Army receiving funds in this way and who are obliged to account for 
them wonld 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 pursuance of law; and 
there would be no return of what he did with the.money, or any vouch­
ers f0r 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. 

l\fr. 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 npon innocent persons to make good the dam-

agk. ROWELL. There is a difference of opinion on that point. I 
say "guilty" parties. . 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, assume that they were guilty parties, 
then. It was not charged that they were the parties who destroyed 
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 purpo~e of reimbursing loyal parties whose property was alleged 
to have been destroyed. Now, I ask this question: If he bad the right 
to levy nn assessment on n.ll disloyal persons living in that neighbor­
hood for the purpose of reimbursing those who bad lost their property, 
or to compensate for property tbat had been destroyed, how would he 
have violated any law if be 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 
as.5essment ? 

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. W .A.SHINGTON. Well, take his officers acting under his or­
ders. I t went into their hands. 

Mr. ROWELL. But he was the' commanding officer and not thf;l 
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. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Why has not the money been paid to these peo­
nle? 
- Mr. ROWELL. It got into the Treasury, and subsequently a bill 
came in to the House 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 8ome 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 thesa parties came to the Forty-fifth Congress or the 
For ty·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 memberoftheCommitteeon War Claims of the Forty-eighth 
Congress and thoroughly investi~ated 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 ass£>ss­
ment. It was an effective order--

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
~Ir. 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 hav'e been familiarly acquainted with the claimants for more than forty 
years, and I know them to be honorable, just, and goodmen, who were at home 
in the peaceful pursuits of life when the a.Esessments 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 attentionofthe committee and of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the statement of Colonel Hurst with reference to Willis 
N. Arnold, whomadesomeclaim before theForty-eighthCongress. He 
says: 

Again, as to Willis N. Arnold, who interposed some objection to the relief 
sought by the claimants, and setting up some sort of claim to the money as hav­
ing been collected for his benefit. I 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 
a villain and an outlaw befor~ the war, and he was in our county jail for pros­
ecuting false claims against the Gove.rnment before the war. 1 think he begged 
and paid out some two years before t.he war commenced, and was living on a. 
poor and very small farm iu Henderson County, adjoining this. As to his loy­
alty, it was manifest as being what I call a." camp follower" and a thief, who 
ran the blockade and dealt in cotton and Confede1·ate money in a sma.ll 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 term.S, and surely if any one had prejudice against them he 
would have, but he says they were at hoine engaged in peaceful pur­
suits and they are en~tled 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 . not 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 tilat he had the names 
mixed, and had. got the wrong man. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am not here to defend 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-
XIX-434, . 

mire the courage of the man and his loyalty in maintaining his convic­
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 you would not doubt his loyalty or his veracity. 
Colonel Hurst's word, as far as tlrat 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 af-raid 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 because he.is a liar? 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. HOWELL. 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 hasty statement, 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 m~ke any difference in the 
character of this claim? I say that you have undertaken to change the 
issue upon character, when the issue has been upon the principles of 
law. 

Mr. ENLOE. I say that the ~entleman 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 marche!l to afield 
of battle from my State than Colonel Haynie. These facts were found 
by the eommission: and the question is not whether good men should be 
paid, but whether we shall repay money collected in pursuance 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 collected 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 weTe under bonds in West Tennessee were made 
liable iffutureraids were made, and their moneywouldhave been col­
lected, not in a court, but by military authority in pursuance of military 
right, and that money, had it been collected, would have heen liable to 
be paid back just the same as this is. · 

The Union Army pu_~ued another policy. They determined· to live 
off the country in certMl of their movements for the purpose of more 
quickly and more certainly suppressing the rebellion, and we n.re now 
to pay the enemies of the country for the provisions seized, the horses, 
mules, and cotton seized in pursuance of that policy, when the people 
from whom they were taken were giving a~d 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. THOM.A.S,.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 Congress. 
An act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, provides as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and req uired, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to John 
Aldridge, of McNairy County, Tennessee, such sums, not exceeding $9,606, as the 
Secretary may deem reasonable, from money paid into. the Treasury of the 
United States by virtue of an assessment made upon the disloyal citizens of and 
around Henderson 8tation, Tenn., to make repayment for the 'destruction of 
cotton, the property of said Aldridge; the sum paid to be charged to the a ccount 
of captured 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 Badeau, 
then a membE:r 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 communication of .June 11, addressed t-o Lieutenant-General 
Grant, and requesting that you as a loyal citizen might be rcmunerat.ed 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 upon the property of disloyal citizens for the purpose of remunerating 
the suff(!l'ers at Henderson, and that since General SuUivan has been mustered 
out of the service he has informed General Grant that a certain amount of such 
assessment remains in his hands. 

General Grant advised General Sullivan to tum over the said sum to the au­
thorities, so that it might be devoted to the uses for which it was collected. 

The committee therefore find that the record clearly establishes the fact that 
loyal citizens were molested, that their property was destroyed, that ita value 
was adjudged by a proper military commission, that assessments were made on 
disloyal persons to reimburse their loss, that the money was collected, lihat it was 
turned into the Treasury to be devoted to the uses for whtch it was collected, 
and that the said money is now in the Treasury,less the amount payable to 
Aldridge, and that there is no legal or equitable right in the claimants mentioned 
in the bill [this bill] to any part of said fund; but that, .having been assessed 
and collected for a special purpose, it should be devoted to that use or held in 
the Treasury a.s an indemnity to the United States. 

Now, sir, it is inconceivable to me th?t a nnanimons 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 nota mistake these 
men certainly have no claim. 

l\fr. LANHAlti. In the interest ot other business on the Calendar, 
I ask unanimous consent that debate be now closed on this bill. 

l't1r. 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. · 
l'tfr. WILSON, of l'tfinnesota. I can not agree to that, but I do not 

think I shall occupy over ten minutes. 
Mr. LANHAl'ti. Say ten minutes, then. 
l'tlr. BURROWS. Let the gentleman from ltHnnesota have fifteen 

minutes. 
lt.fr. WILSON, of .Minnesota. I do not think I shaJl take over ten 

minutes, and I may not occupy more than five minutes. 
Mr. ENLOE. How much time have I remaining, l't1r. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN." The gentleman from Tennessee has thirty-five 

minutes. 
Mr. ENLOE. Then I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr; 

WILSONl ten minutes of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] asks 

unanimous consent that all debate on this bill be limited to ten minutes. 
1t1r. ENLOE. I want to reserve the balance of my time. I am 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 Minnesot::. [Mr. WILSON] take fifteen minutes. 

l'tlr. WILSON, of 1\Iinnesota. Mr. Chairman, if I felt there was a 
legal basis for this claim, and that it would not establish a precedent 
tlu'tt wonld be dangerous, I might vote for it. But I think its allowance 
wonld 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 oflaw 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 has been 
done, for the purpose of preventing predatoryincursions 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 
well settled and affirmed by all writers on the laws of war. 

That this was the nature of that order is ved by the language of 
the order itself. It is in language so clear that its meaning is unmis­
takable. 

It is 'said by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] that General 
Grant declared that he did not give to that order this meaning. But 
on the other hand it is affirmed, and seems to be proven by the testi­
mony of a man close to General Grant, General Badeau, 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 exa-etly what this order says. 
Therefore the evidence is i1~ equilib1io at least, and we must take the 
order as it stands, giving full force to its language. 

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 Preside~t Lincoln emancipating the slaves? Was each not issued 
for the purpose 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 ofthewar power. 

I think they stand, lli. Chairman, upon the same legal proposition, 
namely, that the commanding general has the right to make such order 
and to do such acts as will weaken or destroy his adversary or strengthen 
himself. This is the law 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, 
l.Ir. 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 vote against not only this bill, but 
all bills of alike 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 should not by our action in Congress create or 
a-eknowledge 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, ofltlinnesota.. They bothstandonpreciselythesame 
principle-an exercise of the war power. If there is any 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 wonld tolerate the using of cotton as a 
defense or breastwork wonld tolerate its destruction if necessary, and 
wonld sanction that which was done in this case. They stand uppn 
the same reason that sanctions the desliruction of property to prevent 
the spread of a. conflagration, the public safety, as I have said, 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 forces at 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 upon the rebel sympa­
thizers about Henderson. The board so appointed assessed the >aluo 
of the property destroyed at $26,751.36. 

Upon this report Colonel Haynie ordered the assessment of the 
amount to be levied upon the r~bel sympathizers in :md 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. I now yield ten minutes to my colleague from Ten­
nessee [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. M:r. Chairman, I am the last man in the world who 
wants a claim to be paid to any body who was disloyal; and if I thought 
the property of the people of my State had been taken 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, thought he conld conquer tho 
great Union Army and establish the Southern Confederacy by making 
this raid on the town of Henderson and burning up the property of 
some loyal men down there, some cotton and military supplies, is no 
just reason why the peaceable people of that locality who were 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 was a tort, 
a wrong that can not bejustified by an appeal to any law in this coun­
try; and if that money is in the Treasury, as it is, beyond all ques­
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 Depru:tment after he had turned it in there. 

But, I repeat, it went into the Treasury without any authority of 
law. It is there to-day, and who has a better claim or right to it than 
the people who paid it under this unlawful and forced assessm(>nt, un­
authorized either bv the military commander or by any act of Cong1·ess? 

Mr. THO:M:AS, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Most assuredly. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Does the gentle:ma,n say it was an un­

lawful and unauthorized assessment? 
Mr. BUTLER. I do. 
Mr. THOM.AS, of Wisconsin. You differ from the committee who 

make the report in that respect. 
Mr. BUTLER. That may be, but I think not. 
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Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will permit me, I who paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums originally paid by each of 

will read an extract from the report: them respectively, and recommend its passage. 

The right of the military commandant in time of war to order and enforce And now, sir, there is a provision in the Constitution which, it seems 
assessments-- to me, ought to have protected and did protect these citizens at that 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not care if a dozen committees said it. I can time under the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. These men 
not yield to the gentleman, for I do not propose to occupy but a. short had no doubt taken the oath to support the Federal Government, and 
time. No military commander has any right, in the absence of the law, if they were keeping that oath it entitled them to protection in their 
to make an assessment upon the citizens of the country for anything property under that provision of the Constitution which says no .per· 
outside of the mere question of supplies to sustain and support the son shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process 
Army, or for transportation to transport the Army, but not for the purpose of law; nor shall private property be taken for pn blic use without j nst 
of reimbursing citizens for damages done to their property. That is a compensation. 
legal question with which the military commandanthasnothingto do. Now, as to the purpose of taking this property, I want to read the 
It is a question for the civil authorities. Why, General Grant did not sworn testimony of General Sullivan in the case. He was the com· 
recog nize this authority claimed by Colonel Haynie, according to the mauding officer and the man who had this assessment made. Here is 
report of the committee. He ignored it; and because he was the mil- his testimony in full: 
itary commander in command at the place where these stores and sup- STATE oF UALIFORNIA, 
plies were destroyed would that give him authority to sit in judgment City and County of San Franc-isco, ss: 
UJ.JOD the people and say: ''Now, I will take the statement of these men J eremiah C. Sullivan, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows, to wit: 
who said their property was destroyed. I will ask them how much was I am the General J. C. Sullivan who was in command of the Department of 

West Tennessee when Special Order No. 15, December 12, 1862, was issued. I 
destroyed; what was the value of their peoperty. I will be governed believed that by issuing that order guerrilla. raids uoon my depots and outposts 
enti rely by what they say. That is sufficient evidence for me." would be checked. During the command of my predecessor great annoyance 

Why, one of. these people, a man named Willis Arnold, says it is 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 

$6,000 or $9, 000'. Colonel Hurst, whom I knew as well as I knew any v isit their homes within my lines. .After they had recruited their health and 
man in the world, se!Ved with him in the Legislature~ served with him horsea. gathering at some selected point, they would make a dash on some 
in the Army side by side, says he was absolutely unworthy of belief. outpost or depot, and securing the spoil and destroying the property, gallop off 

to the army. An attack of this kind was made shortly after I took command. 
That is the character of argument and· the character of testimony on I did not have force enough to establish a. gua.rd in each town or at each -cro<.;s· 
which a demand is based to refuse payment of these moneys illegally road. 

t t d i] th 1 th I reasoned that the best way to check these raids was as far as possible to 
ex or e rom e peop e ere. make the parents or prominent people near where these raids took place re-

If it was right to make an assessment upon the people of West Ten- sponsib1e for the good behavior of these young men when they came home. I 
nessee it would have been right to make an assessment upon the peqple did not believe that I could secure my object by imprisoning the parties referred 
all through the country. Where is the law that authorized such a pro- to, knowing that the separation from their families and friends would embitter 

feelin~s I was anxious to allay, but I knew the love of money was all-powerful 
ceeding '? Why, there were thousands of cases in all parts of the South- in the human breast, and that if I exacted such a penalty I would have ever 
ern States where the commanders would have hesitated a long time be- present with them a powerful monitor to warn them against such future at­
fore taking the statements of Tom, Dick, or Harry as to their losses and tacks. On or about the 25th day of November, 1862, a raid was made upon the 

post of Henderson, Tenn .. resulting in the destruction of a large amount of 
assess it upon the people of the country for the purpose of reimbursing property then at said post: Upon the report of the altack at headquarters I is­
such losses. Some of them were una"bl& to meet the assessments in the sued Order No. 15, a copy of which I have no doubt is on file among the papers 
case at Henderson, and those who were able were forced to make up the ~~~~:.claimants, who n.sk to be reimbursed the money paid by them under that 
difference. .Another commander came along and forced them to make Owing to the fact that all my books and papers relating to my military trans· 
it up. Where would it stop if you admit such authority? actions are now in the East, and to the lapse of time, it is impossible for me to 

1\fr. Chairman, I do not know of any better way to reduce the ''sur- give a statement in detail of the result ofOrderNo.15. I can•onlysay,in a gen-
eral way, that I sent for a number of the leading and substantial citizens of 

plus" than to pay it back honestly to the people to whom it belongs. the surrounding country, and having inquired into the standing and circum-
It seems to me it is better to do that than to take it away from the stances of each, I levied assessments upon a large number of such persons in 
people by cripp'ling the industries of the country and making beggars proportion to the standing and ability of each and gave them the option either 
of tllem all. to pay the respective amounts or go to Alton, with the distinct understanding 

between those persons and myself that the money so collected was to be held 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do yon think it better to do that-to as security for the peaceful conduct oftheir neighborhood. and that if no more 

lo-wer taxation? Better pay it than lower the taxes? • raids occurred the money was to be returned to them. A large number of the 
Mr. BUTLER. Better pay it than lower the taxes, and lower the ~:::~~;~~th!:~sed consented to :ay, and did in fact pay the amounts as­

wages, and destroy the industries of this country. You had better take After so great a lapse of time, and in the absence of my books and papers, I 
this money out of the Treasury and give it to the rebels. I bad rather cannot from memory give the names of the persons who paid the assessments, 

h d 
. nor the amount paid by any of them. 1 know, however, that many thousands 

see that they a It than to see that such claims as this should not be of dollars were collected, a careful and accurate record of which was made and 
paid. preserved, and all the money so paid was then, to the best of my recollection, 

Mr. HOVEY. I think we ha.d better give it to loyal men. 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 

Mr. BUTLER. Pay every loyal claim, pay every one of them, for me to withdraw it and refund it. to the parties at the proper time, but in the 
all the damage they sustained. I will go as far as the farthest, and no spring of1853 !"was relieved of the command of the Department of We5t Ten­
man on this floor is more ultra than I am in protecting the Government nessee and was placed on General Grant's staff. 
f · t 1 · b t d t d 11 "th t th · Order No. 15 was not dir~d against parties who had been tried and con­
romunJUS Calms, U OnO goan CO ectmoneyWI OU au onty victedofcomplicityintherald,butasagainstthosewhomlbelievedcouldcon-

Of law. According to this testimony these parties were at home at- troland discourage future raids; such parties as! believed to be influential and 
tending to their own business. They might have sympathies for the were interested in keeping the department quiet were selected and made to put 
rebellion, though it was a mistaken judgment. Will you go through ~~s~~~r:e~~curity, the amount based upon their ability in proportion to the 
the country and take the money of men in this way and keep it in the It was not intended that such money so collected should be used in any way 
Treasury when it should be returned? to reimburse any person or individual who claimed a loss by such raid. Xhat 

-..I ENLO I · f h" would have been insuring cotton buyers against war risks. 
J.l r. r E. want to call the attention 0 t lS House to a report What I was trying to do was to preserve quiet in my department, nsing as few 

made in both branches of Congress by the Committee on War Clafms. troops as possible. I did not believe that the parties from whom! collected this 
It covers the whole question. The gentleman from Minnesota seems to money participated in the raid. I issued order No. 15 to preveut further raids 
h:t>e some legal difficulty in the matter. In the Forty-sixth Con!!ress, by compelling the co-operation of these parties with me in my endeavor to do 

~ so. 1\Iy order was a perfect success. In my opinion, the relief asked for should 
in a 1·eport on this claim in t ,he Senate, the law is stated as follows: be granted, as this money was simply a bond for good behaviorandcompul>ory . 

as-istance in helping me maintain order and quiet. This committee have maintained and still adhere to the doctrine that no na­
tion is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. 

B ut was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-established 
doc !.line? It is submitt-ed that this wrong is clearly without the rule because 
this o.saessment wn.s collected by an officer of high rank, commanding a military 
district, in the execution of an office giving him colorable authority, to say the 
least, to do the act he did; and that act was ratified by the general 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 thi!! principle. The 
proof shows to an absolute certainty that of th~ money so collected, $23,325.16 
was applied by the United States to its use, knowing the source from whence it 
"Yas derive_d, an_d the re_mainder 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 contrary conclusion would compel us to impeach 
the integrity 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, agents of 
the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approved by the principal 
the Government, when it knowingly accepted the benefits of the tortuous act: 
And no proceedings 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 committee are constrained to hold ~t the claims of the peti­

tioners to the amount collected of them (S22,2ll.26) m excess of the require­
ments ot: General Grant is valid, and that the Government ought in right tore­
fund the same, and report herewith a. bill redistributing the same to the versons 

Colton purchasers were not looked npon with favor in General Grant's com­
mand, and no officer would have dared makeinnocentparties p::;.y their claims. 
I most positively s tate that it was in no manner intended by me to pay or adjust 
any such claims. 

JEREMIAH C. SULLIVAN. 
SubsCI·ibed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 1884. 
lsEAL. ) JOHN E. HARVILL, 1iotary 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 question is on the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAirulAN. The question now is on laying the bill aside as 

amended, to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it 
do pass. . 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

11-'Ir. ENLOE. Division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 35, noes 45. 
1tir. ENLOE. I demand tellers. · 

• 
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The question was put on ordering tellers· but not a. sufficient num- I ~sured by said I?ro~ost-marshal that the Government woul~ pay them for feed-
. . ' mg the horses of said commands and the horses kept by said marshal. They 

ber votmg m favor thereof, t ellers were r efused. never received any pay for the same, so far as the proof indicates. 
Mr. ENLOE. No quorum. . " The said pa~t.ies dissolved pa;rtnershi_P after th.e war, .and the sai.d Long as-
The CHAIRMAN . The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman stgned to the said Weekf! all hll? mterest m the clai~ agam~t th~ Um~ed States, 

l h nl. · ['I and does not now,asagalnst said Weeks, own any Interest m thts clatm. Com-
from Tennessee [1\Ir. ENLOE_ and t e gentleman from IDOlS J..' r. mencing in July,1862, and ending in the early part of186i, the said parties kept 
ROWELL]. at their stables at said p~ace horses and mules, furnishing stabling and feed for 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not think there is a quorum in the House, and the same; the feed fur~1sbed and care of ~h e same were reasonably worth the 
I uld '-"- th t th bill b "thdr d 1 t th bus" ess pro- sum of $2,880 (twenty-eight hundred and eighty dollara). · wo pre1er a e e W1 awn an e e m "By the court. 
ceed. "A true transcript of record. Test: 

1\Ir. ENLOE. As it is evident that there is not a quorum present in ::~~is 3d day of February, A.D.l887. "JOHN RANDOLPH, 
the Honse, I am ·perfectly willin5 that it should be passed over and ( AL.] "Assistant Clerk, Cow·t of (;laims." 
retain its place on the Calendar. . · Your committee, therefore, recommend the payment of the amount found 

The CHAIRI\1AN. If there be no o'!Jjection, the bill will be passed due Mr. Weeks by said Cou1·t of Claims, and report herewith a bill for his relief 
over and retain its place on the Calendar. and recommend its passage. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be 
WILLIAM E. wooDBRIDGE. reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRUAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like to know how much the com-
The Clerk reported the title of the-next bill, as follows: mittee know about the proofs in this case, either as to the loyalt of 

A bill (H. R. 27) ,-esting the Com·t of Claims of the United States with juris- the claimant or as to. the justice of the claim itself. Nobody has said 
diction to det.ermine the rights of William E. Woodbridge to certain letters pa.t- a word about it. If the claim ought to be pn,id, we will pay it, but let 
exit for a metallic sabot, and to render judgment in his 1avor for the usc of the us not pass the biB in this way without any explanation. 
same -by the Government during the war of 1861. · Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What llas just been read is 

Ur. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that it be passed over and the finding of the "judges of the Court of Claims. 
retain its place on the Calendar. · Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] whether he knows these parties personally. 
WILLIAM D. WILSON. 1\lr. BRECKINRIDGE,ofKentucky. Ido,verywell. Ihaveknown 

The next business on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 
was asked by 1\fr. CATCHI NGS) was the bill (H. R. 838) for the relief 
of William D. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follo ws: 
Be it enaclP.d, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to pay . out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to William D . Wilson, of Vicksburg, Mis!l., the sum of :tl.200, the 
same to be in full compensation f,)r r ent a.nd occupation of a brick building in 
Vicksburg. 1\Iiss., under express contract with the said William D. Vvilson by 
the United States Army, during a part of the years 186:1 and 1 w. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I desire to offer the amendment to the bill which 
I send up to the Clerk's desk. 

The Cler k read as follows: 
Amend the title by inserting, after the word "of." the words " heirs of;" and 

in line 5, after the word "to," insed the words "heirs of." 
T he amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 

to be laid aside to be reported to the Honse with the recommendation 
t ba.t it do pass. -

LUKE REILLY. 
The bill {H. R. 847) for the r elief of Luke Reil1y was passed over 

informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
L'C'CIUS J. SEALS. 

T lle bill (H. R. 5515) for the r elief of Lucius J. Seals was passed 
over informally, retaining its pla-ce on t he Calendar. 

J . H. WEEKS. 
The nex t business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera­

tion by Mr. B:&ECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky) was the bill {H. H.. 5516) 
for the relief of J. H. Weeks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
!Be it enactecl, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, au­

thol"ized und directed to pay to John H. Weeks, of Fayette County, Kentucky, 
out ot any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria~ed, the sum of S2,8SO, 
being the value of quartermaster's stores taken from said John H. \Veeks by 
the United States forces during the late war and appropriated to their use, a.s 
found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BU RROWS. Let tbe report be read. 
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War C1Rims, to whom was referred the findings of the 

Court of Claims in the case of John H. 'Veeks, report as follows: 
'l'hat the Committee on ·w ar Claims of the Forty·eighth Congress, not being 

clearly and fu lly advised of aU the facts in the case referred it to the Court of 
ClRims for a fi nding of facts under the provisions of an act entitled "An act to 
a.fford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the 
investiga.tion of claims and demandsagai.nst the Government," approved March 
3, 1883. 

Said claim b as been returned to the Committee on War Claims i:>y the Court 
of Claims with the following finding of fads_: 
"[Court of Claims. (Congressional caseN o.103.) John H. Weeks vs. The United 

~tates, findings of fact. Filed January 17, 1887.J 
" The claim in the above-entitled suit, having been transmitted to this court 

by the Committee ou 'Var Claims of the House of Representatives on the 2d of 
:!\lay, 1884, and the Attorney-~neral having appeared for the defendants, and 
the suit having been brought to a hearing on the 11th day of January, 1887, the 
court upon the proofs and evidence, nfter bearing Charles F. Benjamin, esq., of 
counsel for the claimant, and H. J. May, esq., of counsel for the defendants, 
finds the following facts: ' 

" I. The claimant, John H. Weeks and his partner Robert A. Long, during 
the period of the war were loyal to the Government of the Vnited States. 

" II. During the war the said parties were partners in the livery and feed­
stable business in the town of Georgetown, Scott County, Kentucky. In the 
years 1862, 1863, and 18G4, the provost-marshal <>f Scott County had a largenum-

~:~h! ~~~~e:n~:n~::i~1~e'h~ti::d s~~.0:n8d:e~:r:~~!a~~std;e!!d1~~:t~o1 
b~r:~d ::de~:~ f~r~e Fo'!r~~!e ~; ~~~:.S!f:e~~gfr~ep~~~~!:r ~~tJv~i:~fh: a:!id 
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 

them thirty years. 
1\Ir. ALLEN, of Michigan. And the st..'l.tement 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 guard. As to the other, 
h e was an elderly m an, and both of them were always known as Union 
men, members of the Union party. • 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

REV. WILLJAl\£ GREGSTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendn.r (called up for considera­

tion by 1\Ir. STONE, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 10481) for the 
relief of Rev. William Gregston. 

The bill "-as read, as follows: 
B e it ~nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, nnd he is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to pay Rev. William Gregston, of Caldwell County, Ken­
tucky, out of any money in the T1·ensury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $150, being for a horae taken from him by the Army of the UnitedSiiatesdur­
iug the late war. 

Mr. BREWER. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. STO~E, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7571) for 
the relief of Rev. William 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 proof filed in support of the claim shows that United States troops took 
from the claimant in 1864 one sorrel horseiofthe value of$150, and that he has 
not been paid for it. The claimant was o. otal citizen. 

Your committee report herewith a substitute for the bill and recommend its 
passage. 

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, VffiGINIA. 
· 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 tollows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to pay to the Norfolk County ferry commiLtee, of Nor­
folk, Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $42,300, tha.t being the amount collected by the Quartermaster's De­
pal·tment of the United States Army as t-olls and ferriages for the trnnsporta­
tion of civilians, their animals, and freights, for three years and eleven months, 
excepting eight days, beyond the current expenses and repairs of saiu fet·ry as 
found by the Court of Claims. 

A ME:.\ffiER. Let the report be read. 
M:r. BOWDEN. The report is quite long, and if the House will ac­

cept a statement I ca.n in two minutes explain the facts in this case. 
M:r. WHEELER. I think that will be much better than reading 

the report. · 
1\Ir. 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 Governm.ent had the occu­
pancy of the ferry of some $4.0,000 and odd, which was turned over to 
the United States Treasury. 

1.1r. WILSON, of Minnesota. What do you mean by ''net profit?" 
Mr. BOWDEN. After paying all the running expenses there was 

that profit left. ' · 
l'lir. CHEADLE. From whom was this money received? 
Mr. BOWDEN. From civilians, for the transportation of their per­

~ons and property. The GoYernment 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 
Treasury. It merely returns the profit obtained by the G:>vernment, 
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 connty 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. Collect-ed toll of whom? 
:Mr. BOWDEN. Of civilians and everybody, except the Government, 

who used the ferry. The Government did all its ·business free but it 
derived this amount of profit in the aggregate from other busi~ess. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has the case ever been to the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. BOWDEN. Y~; it has bee~ to the Court of Claims and the 
co!rt have determined the amount. 

1\fr. BURROWS . . I do not know but that this claim is all right; 

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.>wed to cross upon the same 
free of charge. 

By command of Ma.jor-Ge~eral Terry. 
ED. W. SMITH, 

Assistant Adjutant-General. 
A true copy. 

Colonel JAMES • 

WM. L . .T Al\1 ES, 
Co!onel and Chief Qum·te·TJnaster. 

[Special Orders No. 31-Extract.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA, 

:Richmond, Va., February 6, 1866. 
• • • * * • * 

2. Paragraph 2, of Special Orders No. 26, C. S., 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 

I 
belonging to the military service of the United States be permitted to cross the 
same free of clul.rge. · 

By command of Major-General Terry. 
ED. W. SMITH, 

Assistan(AdQutant-General. 
probably it is; but I have had placed in my hands a communication in A true copy. 
regard to it from the Quartermaster-General that I think had better be WM. L . .TAMES, 
read. It gives a historv of the matter, and I do not know but it estab- Colonel and Cllief QuarteJ'fiUiste-r. 

lishes the claim, as I ~a;enot examined it fully, but I ask that it be read. QuARTERMASTER-GENERAL's OFFICE, 
The Clerk proceeded to read the communication; as follows: Washington, D. C., February 10, 1866. 

CniEF QUART.ImMASTER'S OFFICE DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA COLONEL: In answer to your communication of December29, 1865, relative to 
iUchmoncl, Va., Dece-mber 29, i865. the Norfolk County ~erry, you a.re.respectfully directed to act as fol;lows.: 

GENERAL: I have the honor to state that the ferry between Norfolk and Ports- l!pon the corporat.wn as county s1grung an ag_reement that.they will "~?rmg no 
mouth, Va., known as the Norfolk County Ferry has been run by the United . claim wh~tever agamst the United Sta~es ~elatmg to the seiZure of this ferry, 
States since the occupation of those cities by our forces in May, 1862, its use being ' you are drrected to return the sam~ to 1ts rtghtful owners or officers. 
necessary for Government purposes during tha. t time, and the property being If . Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
abandoned by reason of the inability of the corporation to keep it in operation. ' • . GEO. D. WISE, 
It was first run under the direction of Capt. T. A. P. Champlin, commissary sub- Brevet Bngaclur-Genera.l and Quartermaster. 
sistence and acting assistant quartermaster, next under Capt. Edwin Ludlow, I By order Quartermaster-General. 
assistant quartermaster, then by Ca~t. H: E. Good~in, assistant quartermaster, 1 . Col. ~ILLIAM L. JAMES, . 
to ~he 1st of February, 1864, up to which time I am mformed the employes wen~ i Chtef Quartermaster, Rtchmond, Va. 
paid from the proceeds of the ferry. Captain Goodwin was relieved on the 1st CH:IEF QuARTERMASTER's OFFICE DEPARTMENT VmGINIA 
of February, 1864, ~Y Capt. Nelson Plato, assistant qu.artermaster, who too~ up Richmond, Va., February 12, i866. 
~~ehlmployes on his rep<:>rt of persons! etc., and credited the amount received Respectfully referred to Bvt. Col. A. P. Blunt, assistant quartermaster, with 

M 
!J account curren~. . the information that I have consulted with the major-general commanding, on 

&JOT Plat<;l was reli~ved from duty at Norfolk m October, 1864, by Capt. A. this subject, and he directs that such an agreement as is within extended shall 
P. Blunt, ~1stant quartermaster, and. I am unable to procure ~ny re~ord of the be embodied in the papers turning over the ferry property in addition to the 
exp.enses mcu~ed or the amount received from the ferry durmg MaJor Plat-o's provisions of the special order issued from department headquarters relating 
period of serviCe there. thereto 

The amount of cash received from the time Captain Blunt took charge (Octo- · 
her 1, 1864) up to the 15th of November, 1865, was $28,2<Y7.66; the amount of Gov­
ernment ferriage during that period is estimated at about $30,000; making a I 
gross receipt of $58,2<Y7.66. 

The expenses of running the ferry for the same period, including wages of ; 
employes, cost of repairs, and · supplies, is $73,544.35, leaving a deficiency of 
815.336.69. . 

The ferry was ordered turned over to the corporation in the spring of 1865 by 
General Graham, then commanding at Nerfolk, but they expressed their in­
ability to take charge 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 to leave all 
differences to be hereafter adJusted, which means, as I am unofficially informed, 
that it is the intention of the corporation to bring n. claim aga.inst the Govern­
ment for the use of the ferry property while in possession of the Government. 

The expenses and earnings of the ferry property for the week commencin.-
01\. the 8th and ending on the 14th instant are as follows: " 
Receipts from private sources .................................................................. S714. 6.1 
Estimated value of Government service ....................................... ,.......... 216.35 

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 r~ 

pair, which will still keep the ferry in debt to the Government; and would re­
spectfully recommend that it be turned over to the corporation, under a stipu­
lation providing against the possibility of a claim being brought ·against the 
Government for its use or to the Treasury Department for final disposition. 

Your instructions are respectfully requested at a.n early date. 
I have the honor to be, general, very respectfully your obedient servant, 

WM. L . .TAMES, 
Colonel and Chief Quartermaster, Department of Vit•ginia. 

A true copy. 
WM. L . .TAMES, 

Maj. Gen. M. -c. MEIGS, Colonel and Chief Quartermaster. 
Quartermaster-Gen~ral U. 8. A., Washington, D. C. 

WM. L . .TAl\IES, 
Colonel ann Chief Quat·termaslet·. 

The within is a true copy of the letter, etc. 

To Colonel JAMES: 

WM. L . .TAMES, 
Chief Quartermaste~·. 

[By telegraph from Fort Monroe, 1866.] 
UNITED STATES MILITARY TELEGRAPH, February 16,1866. 

13
:J;te Norfolk County Ferry was turned ove~ 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 true copy. 

A.P.BLUNT, 
Brevet Colonel and Assistant Quartermaster. 

W. L. JAMES, 
Colonel and Cllitif Qua1-termaster. 

[By telegraph from Fort Monroe, 1866.] 
UNITED STATES MILITARY TELEGRAPH,_Febru.ary 17, 1866. 

To Colonel .TAMES, Chief Quartermaster: 
The Norfolk County Ferry committee refused to accept the proposition of 

Quart-ermaster-General. What !!hall be done'! 

A true copy • . 

A. P. BLUNT, 
Brevet Colonel and Assistant Quartermaster. 

_ W. L. JAMES, 
Colonel and Chief Qttat·term'll!ler. 

CHIEF QUARTERMASTER'S OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF VIRGL'fiA 
Richmond, Va., Fe~ruat-y 17, i866. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to state that on the 13th instant the Norfolk 
County ferry was turned over to its corporation, in accordance with the order 
of the major-general commanding. 

QuARTERl!ASTER-GENERAL's OFFICE, On the sam~ day a letter was received by me from the Quartermaster-General 
Washington, D. C., February!, 1866. in reply to my letter of the 29th of Noveml>er last, directing the ferry to b~ 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith letters of Col. W. L . .James, chief turned over~ its owners o~ ~heir agreei~~ to bring no claim against the Goy-
quartermaster, Depnrtment of Virginia, and Capt. R. G. Staples, assistant ernment for Its use h;Y the m~litary authori.tles. . 
quartermaster relative to the Norfolk County ferry between Norfolk and I consulted the maJor-general commandmg on the subJect., who directed me 
Portsmouth, va. . ' I to teiegraph Colonel Blunt at Fort Monroe to insert ~he agre~ment in the papers 

This ferry has been run at Government expense since May, 1862, the corpora- turnmg over. the ferr~. but th.e telegrapJ;t was not m workmg order that day 
tion being unable to operate it. · and I transmitted .the mstru~t10ns by !Jlai.l. 

The corporation now requests to have the ferry returned to them. Colonel Colonel !Jlunt d1d not rece~ve them m t1me, and the feny company refuse to 
James reports the boats belonging to it as old and continually getting out of re- j comply w1th his request to s1gn such an agreement. 
pair, which keeps the ferry indebted to the Government. • I woul~ therefore respectfully reques.t. that an orC!e.r be issued placing the 

In view of these facts, I respectfully recommend that aut.hority be g~.ven this ferry agam under the control of the military authorltles unless the company 
department to return the ferry to the company, providing the corporation and shall agree to the arrangements ordered by the Quo.rtermaster-.Gencral. 
county make an agreement to bring no claim against the United States relating I have the honor to be, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
to the seizure of this ferry. WM. L. JAMES, 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient sen·ant, Colonel and Ch·ief Quat·fet'flwslcr. 
1\I. C. MEIGS, A truf\ copy. 

Q-uartermaste1·-General, Brevet Maj01·-GeneraZ United States Army. 
Hon. E. M. STANTON, 

Secretary of War, Washington, D. 0. 

[Special Orders No. 26.-Extract.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA, 

Richmond, Va., January 31,1866. 
• • * * * * 

2. The ferry between Norfolk and Portsmouth, now in possession of the mili-

Bvt. Brig. Gen. E. W. SIDTH, 

Wl\I. L . .T Al\IES, 
Colonel and Chief Quartermaster. 

Assistant Adju.tant Gene~·al, Depat·tment Virginia. 

[Special Orders No. 39-Extract.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VmoiNrA, 

Rich'"!ond, Va .. , felwr.w.t·y l~, 1866. 

3. The proprietors of the ferry between Norfolk and Portsmouth having re-

'· 

. 
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fused to accept the conditions prescribed by the Qua.rterm~ter-General upon 
which the ferry was to b.e turned over to them, per Special Orders No. 26, para­
graph 2, current series, from these headquarters, directing said ferry to be turned 
over to the p1·oprietors of the same is hereby revoked, and the Quartermaster's · 
Department will resume possession and control of the same. 

By command of l\1ajor-General Terry. · 

A. true copy. 

Colonel JAliiES, . 
Chief Qua1iCI'11laSter. 

ED. W. Sl\fiTH, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 

WM. L. JAMES, 
Colonel and Chief Q1tartC1'master. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., 27 March, 1866. 
Sm: In May, 18621 at the occupation of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va., by the 

military of the Umted States, the ferry-Norfolk County Ferry-was taken 
charge of by the military, and has been held since that day by them. 

The Norfolk County Ferry is a. franchise or grant to the county of Norfolk. 
The county has had it for a number of years. '£lle annual income, about ten 
or twelve thousand dollars, has been set apart for the support of our free or 
common school. This has been the direction of said fund. The military have 
received all profits from the day of its possession. 

The county is now organized. It has requested a surrender of the ferry. The 
military hitherto propose that before said ferry shall be turned over to the proper 
civil anthotities the said authorities shall enter into bond conditioned that the 
county will .not hereafter set up any demand against the Government of the 
United States for the past use of said ferry by the military. • 

The county court, to whom the management of said ferry is by law commit­
ted, have refused to receive back the ferry upon such terms and conditions. 

I refer the subject to your judgment, and have the honor to be, l\1r. Secretary, 
your very obedient servant., 

Hon. E.M:.'STUTON, 
Secretar'!J of Wa1·. 

LEOPOLD C. P. COWPER, 
Lieutenant-Gove1'nor of Virginia. 

(Indorsements:) Virginia. Washington, D. C., l\Iarch 27, 1886, Leopold C. P. 
Cowper, lieutenant-governor. Refers for decision of the Secretary of War case 
of the Norfolk County ferry, held by the military forces of the United States 
since the occupation of Norfolk, in May, 1862. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of,Var, with report. 
W. A.. NICHOLS, 

Assistant Adjutant-General. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, Apri7.18, 1866. 
Respectfully referred to Maj. Gen. A.. H. Texry, commanding Department of 

Virginia, for report. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 

Assistant Aqjutant-Gene1'al . 
.ADJUTAN'T-GENJmAL's OFFICE, MaTch 31, 1866. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA, 
Richmond, Va., Apri£ 3, 1866. 

Respectfully referred to Col. William L. James, chief quartermaster, for re­
port. 

By command of Major-General Terry. 
ED. W. Sl\IITH, 

Assi8lant Adjut-ant-General. 

CHIEF QUA.n.TERli!ASTEn.'s OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF VmGINIA, 
Richmond, Va., April5, 18G6. 

Respectfully returned to Bvt. Brig. Gen. E. W. Smith, assistant adjutant-gen­
eral Department of Virginia, and attention invited to inclosed copies of orders 
and correspondence on the subject. 

The ferry was again taken possession of by the Quartermaster's Department, 
in compliance with Special Orders, No. 39, Current Series, from Department 
headquarters, and is still run by that department, in consequence of the refu.sal 
of the corporation to comply with the stipulations contained in the letter from 
the Quartermaster-General's Office of the lOth of February last. 

WM. L. JAMES, 
Colonel and Chief Quarterma,ste1', 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGIXIA, 
.Richmond, Va., AP1·il 9, 1866. 

Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army, and attention in­
vited to the indorsement of Col. William L. James, chief quarter.master of this 
department and inclosed copies of corre.spondenoe. 

JNO. W. TURNER, 
Brevet M.ajor-Gene1'al Commanding. 

Referred to the Quartermaster-General for report. 
By order of the Secretary of War. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ApriL 20, 1866. 

THOl\1AS T. ECKERT, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of War. 

HEADQUARTERS Mrr..rrARY DIVISION OF THE ATLANTIC, 
Philadelphia, April13, 1866. 

Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army. ' 
The papers containing the decision of the honorable the Secretary of 'Varin 

this case were received at the e headquarters, and referred to the commanding 
officer, Department of Virginia, on the same day. 

GEO. G. MEADE, 
Jiajo1·-G-enemZ Commanding. 

QuARTERMASTlm.-GE.t.'lfER.AL's OFFICE, 
Washin:~ton, D. 0., April28, 1866. 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith the papers in the case of the Nor­
folk Ferry Company which have been referred to this office for report. 

I would respectfully invite attention to the report made by the Quartermas­
ter-General March 31, 1866 (copy of which is inclosed), in which I recommend 
as the best solution of the present difficulty that the boats and docks and other 
appurtenances or property belonging to the ferry company, whether repaired 
or not by the United States for the use of the ferry, be turned over to the own­
ers without insisting upon their signing a release of the right to make claims. 

Should the ferry company present further claims against the United States, 
the Department has the right to reject them if considered unjust. 

I therefore again recommend that the boats, docks, and other property be· 
longing to this company be returned to the owners. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHARLES THOl\f AS, 

Acting Quarlel'?naster-General U:. 8. Army, B1·evet Major-Geneml. 
H:m. E. M. STANToN, 

Secretaf"JJ of War. 

QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 31, 1866, 

Srn.: I have the honor to return the papers in the case of the Norfolk Ferry 
Company. 

It seems thn.t the company declined to conform to the conditions upon 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, which it isnot necessary here to recite. I recommend, as the best solu­
tion of the present difficulty, that the boats and docks and other appurtenances 
or property belonging to the ferry company, whether repaired or not by the 
Umted 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 privilege 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 release. The collection 
of information as to previous action has taken some time, and the papers, in the 
multiplicity of business, have, I regret to say, laid on my table for some days 
without being brought to my notice. This has caused the delay in making the 
prompt report which was due. 

I run, very respectfully, your obedient servant; • M. C. 1\IEIGS, 

Ron. E. 1\I. STANTON, 
Secretar-y of War. 

Quarterm.aste1·-Gene1·at, Brevet Major-General. 

W A.SIDNGTON, March 20, 1872. 

To introduce A.. ll. Magruder, esq., of Baltimore, to the . Quartermaster-Gen­
eral. 

W.M:.DUNN. 

MARCH 20, 1872. 
The United States Quartermaster's Department is hereby requested to deliver 

to James G. Holladay, or to his order, any and all papers tiled by us relating to 
claim of Norfolk County Ferry committee on behalf of the county of Norfolk 
and city of Portsmouth, growing out of the seizure, use, and occupation of the 
Norfolk County Ferry by the United States Go>ernment, which papers were 
filed in the War Department, or some department or bureau thereof. 

HUGHES, DENVER & PECK, 
Attm·n6'1Jsfor Claimant. 

MARCH 20, 1872. 

The War Department will deliver t.he papers called for in the above order to 
A. B. Magruder, esq. · 

JAMES G. HOLLADAY. 

True copies. 
QUARTERMASTEIL-GENERAL's OFFICE, February 17, 1888. 

JAMES GILLISS. 
Ma;qr and Quartermaster. 

Mr. BURROWS (interrupting the reading). This documentisvery 
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 carefu U y myself. By tbjs ar­
rangement this claim will not delay other bu ine ·s. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I think I shall have to object to that proposition. 
1\Ir. 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. This seems to me SQ plain a case tha,t I hope it will 

not be passed over. 
Mr. BURROWS. I have illade the suggestion so as not to interfere 

with other ·business. 
:Mr. BOWDEN. The facts of this case have been determilled by the 

Oourt of Claims. 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask that this ca.se be passed 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 unanimous 
consent that this bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on 
the Calendar, and that the report of the ·war Department be printed 
in the RECORD. 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 properly be­
longing to the United, States; and the amount which 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 (Ur. BOWDEN] 

objects to the request; the reading of the report from the War Depart­
ment will continue. 

Mr. BREWER. So 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
Rows]. 

The CHAIRUAN. Is there further objection to the request' of the 
gentleman from 1\fichigan? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. I want to hear the remainder of this 
report read. 

.M:r. GROSVENOR. I hope I may be allowed a word. If the gen­
tleman from Indiana [:Ur. CHEADLE] desires to oppose 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 hose this report printed and 
the bill go over, so that we may now proceed with other business? 



1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 6935 

Mr. BURROWS. That was the object of my suggestion, that we 
might go on with other business. 

Mr. CHEAD~. 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. 

!\fr. BOWDEN. I ask ~animous 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 : 
The Committee on War Cl.a.ims, to whom we1•e 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 Congress, not being 

clearly and fully advised of all the facts in said case, transmitted it to the Court 
of Claims for a. tinding of facts in accordance with the provisions of the act en­
titled "An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive 
Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern­
ment," approved March3,1883. Said claim has been returned to the Committee 
on War Claims with the following findings of facts: 
[Court of Claims. December t-erm, 1887. Congressional case No. 61. The Nor­

folk: County Ferry Committee vs. The United States. Findings of fact and 
opinion filed December 19, 1887.) 
The claim in the above-entitled case having been transmitted to this court by 

the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives on the 21st day 
of March, 1884, and the Attorney-General, by his assistant·, Louis Cochrane, esq., 
having appeared for the defendants, and the suit having been brought to a hear­
ing on the 14th day of December, 1887, the court, upon the evidence and after 
hearing Messrs. Goode and Neely for claimant, and the said assistant for the 
United States, finds the facts as follows : 

- L 
'Prior to the 1st day of l\Iarcb, 1858, the town of Portsmquth constituted a part 

of the county of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, which county was legally 
seized and possessed of a ferry and ferry property, consisting of three steam 
ferry-boats, a wharf, and buildings, in the town of P01·tsmoutb. 

II. 
• 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 Norfolk, 
• the proceeds being dedicated to the payment of its public debt, to the support of 

Its free schools, and the maintenance of its public roads and bridges. 
Ill. 

On the 1st day of 1\Iarch, 1858, the said town of Portsmouth was, by an act of 
the General Assembly ofVir!rinia, chartered as a city, with separate jurisdiction 
from the said county of Norfolk, and by an act of the 21st of March.lB58, sup­
plemental to the former act, provision was made for the disposition of the com­
mon property 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 
city of Portsmouth nnd Washington Point, known as theNorfolkCountyFerry, 
should continue to run as then provided by law, and should be the joint and 
equal property of said county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth, and should be 
regulated by a committee of six, three of whom should be appointed by the 
eourt of said county and three by the council of said city. 

IV. 
Soon after the organization of the said city of Portsmouth, in 1858, under said 

charter, a committee, called the Nodblk County Ferry Committee, composed of 
six persons, appointed jointly by tne court of said county and the council of 
said 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 l\Iay, 1862, the said feny property, consisting of three steam 

fen·y-boats, wharves, buildings, and other property incident and appurtenant 
to said ferry, was seized by the Quartermaster's Department of the United States 
fo-r the transportation of troops, supplies, and munitions of war. 

VI. 
Said ferry Pl'Operty, being so seized, was held continuously by s;~.id Qartel·­

mnster's Department, for the use of the Government of the United States, 
from the said Uth day of May, 1862, untn the 21st day of April, 1866, with the ex­
ception of eight <illys, during which it had been surrendered to its owners. 

VIL 
On the said 21st day of April sa id property was surrendered definitely and 

unconditionallY. to the said ferry committee. 
vm. 

During the whole of said period, to wit, from the 14th day ofl\iay, 1862, to the 
21st day of April, 1866, except the said eight days, the said Quartermaster' s D e­
partment, in addition to the use of said ferry for the benefit of the Government 
in 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 ferrittges for the same. 

The amount received by the Quartermastei''s Department for the three years 
and eleven months, except as aforesaid. commencing and ending as aforesaid, 
beyond the current 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 proceeding 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 a ssistance and relief to Con­
gress and the Executive Departm-ents in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government." The petitioner, on the 14th d ay of Ma y, 1862, was the 
owner and possessor of a ferry between t-he 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 Qua rtermaster's Department of the United Stat-es took possession of 
said ferry and its incident property; retained possession of the same for nearly 
four years, during which time it was used to transport trooP,s, supplies, and mu­
nitions of war for the Goverument., and the transportation of property and pas­
sengers not belonging t<> or connected with the Army. During the said time the 
officers of the Army had complete control of said ferry, and charged and col­
lected 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 public for the transportation of property and persons 
not connected as aforesaid. 

It is insisted by the counsel for the Government that this court has no juris­
diction to report the facts to Congress because of the exclusion contained in 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 
States which is now barred by virtue of the provisions of any law of the United 
States." . 

It 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 m the general Jurisdict iOn ot t-hts 

court, then we are preven ted from entertaining jurisdiction in this proceeding, 
and the petition should be dismissed. 

The counsel for the petitione1· argues that the act upon the part of the o fficers 
of the United States constituted in law an appropriation of property u pon the 
part of the Government within the meaning of the first section of the net of 
July 4, 1864 (13 Statutes at Large, 381), and tha t by the express provisions of that 
law the Court of Claims was forbidden to entertain jurisdiction of a. claim orig­
inatin<>' in an appropriation of property taken by the Army and Navy. 

The term "appropriation" ordinarily m eans a taking for the u~e 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 disti~~uisb be­
tween the absolute property and the proceeds of such property al'lstng from 
the tolls paid to the Government by persons using the ferry during the occupa­
tion of the Government. 

The statute of July, 1864, prov ides against the bringing of a suit in the Court 
of Claims founded upon any demand "growing out of the destruction or appro­
priation" of property by the Army and the Navy during the war. The collec­
tion of tolls was incident to the use and appropriation of the Government and 
can not be di»tinguished from the property itself. 

The term "appropriation" is of the broa-dest 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 wilh the Government. · 

The use may be perma.uent or temporary,.and it may result .in the destruc-
tion or mere injury to the property. . 
If the right to the property or to its use is not obtained by valid contract 

with the Government the taking or use of it is an appropriation w ithin the 
meaning of the act of Congress. (Filor's case, 9 Wall., U.S. R., 45.) . 

Upon the question of the petitioner's right to sue under the general j urisdiC· 
tion of this court, it bas 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. rea-sonable rent, who thereupon cons~nts to 
the possession being taken by the Government, the promise does not bmd the 
defendant, and the act does not constitute a renting; bqt it is deemed to be mil­
itary occupancy and appropriation. 

"The Court of Claims bas not jurisdiction of a case fo:r the occupation of a 
building in Memphis by military authority durin~ t~e rebellion, there .be~ng no 
valid lease. Such an occupancy is an approprllltion of property w1thin the 
meaning of the act of July 4, 1864." (13 Stat. L., ~1; 3 C. Cis. R., 1.) 

The first section of the act of 1854 simply denies the jurisdiction of this court, 
without affectin<>' otherwise the right of the petitioner. Tlie jurisdiction thus 
denied was as t; the general jurisdiction 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 ~urisdiction 
in the finding of facts, to assist Congress in the determination of clD.ims against 
the Govet·nment. 

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 applica­
tion to Congress for such redress as may seem eqnitable under all the circum­
stances to award th-e petitioner. 

In accordance with these views we have mad~ a finding of facts from the evi-
dence in the case. 

By tke court. 
A.ttue copy. Test, this 29th <illy of December, 1887. 
[sEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 

· Assistant Olerk Omut of Olai1ns. 
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 recommend its passage. 

[In the Court of Claims.-No. 51. -congressional case.] 

THE NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY C0M11IITTEE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

Petition.-Filed June 5, 1884.-J. R. 
To the honomble Juclges of the Oou1·t 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 possessed of a ferry and ferry property, consisting of three 
steam ferry-poats, a valuable wharf and buildings in the city of Norfolk, and a 
valuable wharf and buildings in the town of Portsmout-h. 

2. That the said ferry was run between the city of Norfolk, town of Ports­
mouth and Washington Point, and was a soorce 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 21st of March, 
1858, supplemental to the former act, provision was made for the disposition of 
the common property of the county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth, whereby 
it was provided that the ferries which now ply between the said city of Norfolk 
and the city 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 sa id county of Norfolk and city of Portsm outh, 
and shall be regulated by a committee of six, three of whom shall be appointed 
by the court of said county and three by the council of said city. 

l. That soon a fter the organization of the said city of Portsmouth in 1853, under 
said chark>r, a ferry committee, called the Norfolk County Ferry Com mit tee, 
composed o.t six person>< appointed jointly by the court of said county and the 
council of <o:aid city as provided by la.w, was forme d. and by which the said ferry 
was cont' r ued to be run until th e 14th d a y of May, 1862, when it was seized by 
the Quarter m aster's Department of the Unit-ed States for the transportation of 
troops, supplies . and munitions of war, and, togeth er with the three steam ferry­
boa ts, wharves, buildings, and property aforesaid, was held and occupied con­
tinuously by the said Quartermaster's Department fm: the use of the United 
States from the said 14th day of May, 1862, to the 21st day of April, 1866 (with the 
exception of e ig·ht days), when it w a s restored to the .said ferry committee. 

5. That during the whole of the said period the said Quartermnste1·'s Depart­
ment continued to charge and collect tolls and ferriages on all c ivilia n s, their 
animals, vehicles, and freights, and bas never accounted with the sa id commit­
tee, county, or city for any part of the moneys so ,rece ived. 

6. That before the month of0ctoher,1857, since whjch time the receipts of the 
said fe rry can not accumtely be ascertained, the receipts from the same were 
annually for several yeaJ:.S about $25,000, and that dul"ing the use and occu pa 
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tion thereof by the said Quartermaster's Department, owing to the greatly in­
creased travel resulting from Norfolk City being occupied as military head­
quarters, the great influx of population, and other causes, the receipt·s from all 
sources, exclusive of officers, soldiers, and Government transportation, were 
greatly increased. · • 

7. That 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
termaster's Department, but have ascertained from Theophilus H. Rogers, who 
wru~ either superintendent of said ferry or toll-gatherer thereof under appoint­
ment of the said Quartermaster's Department during the whole time of said 
usc 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 2t cents a passenger amounted to the sum of $19,383.82for the said nine months. 

8. That from that time to the lOth day of July,lo65, when the charges were 
the same, he did not keep an account of the receipts of saidfe1·ry in consequence 
of a. different mode of settlement having been adopted by the said Quarter­
master's Department, but be 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 lOth of July,l865, 
the toll on passengers was increased from 2t to 5 cents, and from that time to 
the surrender of t.be ferry on the 21st of April, 1856, the daily r eceipts of said 
ferry reached, as the vouchers of the Quartermaster's Department will show, 
the sum of$110, which would give as the annual receipts the s um of $40,150. 

9. That from the sworn statement of Joseph H. Porter, who was appointed 
superintendent of the ferry upon it.s surrender on the 21st of April, 1 G6, it ap­
pears that the daily receipts of said ferry from the day of its restorati(ln have 
been on an average the sum of$135.64, which would give the sum of $49,508 as 
the annual receipts of said ferry. AU of which goes to show that the recei pts 
dul'ing the period of its occupation by the Quartermas r ' s Department must 
have been at least as much as the ordinary receipts were before the said seiz­
ure and occupation, to wit, the sum of $9-5,000 per annum, and would amount 
during said use and occupation, to wit, from the 14th of May, 1862, to the 21st of 
April. 1860 (except eight days), being three years and eleven months, to the !!.g­
gregate sum of $97,916. 

10. That the enjoyment by the Government of the u se and occupation of said 
ferry for the transportation of troops, supplies, and munitions of war for the 
period aforesaid was worth to the Governm ent at least the expense of running 
said ferry, and that the county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth are justly 
entitled to receive from the United States all the moneys aris ing from tolls upon 
passengers, vehicles, animals, and freights collected by said Quartermaster's 
Department from civilians and others than those in the employment of the Gov­
ernment of the United States a.s moneys bad and receh·ed by the Government 
for the use and benefit ofthesaidcounty ofNorfolkand and city of Portsmouth. 

ll. That they are also entitled to receive damages for the impaired condition 
of said ferry and ferry property, owing to the dilapidated state they were per­
mitted to i&ll into during the said use: and occupation by the said Quartermas­
ter's Department, which damag~s are estimated at $10,000. 

12. That an overwhelming m ajority of the people of said county and city were 
loyal to the Government and opposed to secession and disunion; that shortly 
after the Federal occupation, at the first State election occurring 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; 
tbe.t besides sending representatives to the Alexandria. convention which abol­
ished slavery in Virginia. by constitutional amendment, and gave the assent of 
Virginia to the creation of,Vest Virginia. as a. new St.ate, the county of Korfolk 
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 St·ates and parts of States, and that 
from and after the 8th day of May,l862, 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 tor a determination of the facts therein by the Committee on War 
Claims of the House of Representatives under the act of Congress approved 
1\larch 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 petitioners further show that they have been duly appointed a ferry 
committee by the county of Norfolk and the city of Portsmouth: that they are 
residents respectively of said county and city, and that James G. Holladay, of 
the city of Portsmouth, has been appointed their attorney for the prosecution 
of this claim. J. W. NICHOLAS. 

STATE OF VmGINIA. 
County of Norfolk, to wit : 

THOMAS J. NOTTINGHAM. 
JAl\1ES T. DUKE. 
C. S. SHERWOOD. 
JOS. F. WEAVER. 
E. C. BROOKS. 

This day personally appeared before me, AI vah H. l\1'artin, clerk of the conn ty 
court of Norfolk County and ex-officio clerk of the board of superYisors of said 
county, .Toseph 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 seYerally made oath in due fot·m of law that the 
allegations and statements contained in the petition hereto annexed are true 
and couect to the best of their knowledge, information, and belief; and I do 
further certify that the said Joseph T. Duke, Thomas J. 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 quali1ied as members of said committee. , 

Given under my hand and the seal of said court and of said board of super­
visors this 29th day of May, 1884. 

[sEAL.] ALVAH H. 1\IA.RTIN, 
Clerk of the County Cou1·t of Norfolk County and ex officio Clerk of 

the Board of Supe1'Visors of said county. 
STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of No1jolk, to wit: 

I, Edward Spalding, judge of the county court of said county, State aforesaid, 
do certify that Alvah H. 1\Iartin, who b ath given the preceding certificate, is 
clerk of said court and ex officio clerk of the board of supervisors of sa id 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 Norfolk County. 
STATE OF VmGINIA, County of No1jo!k.,to wit: 

I, Alvah H. Martin, clerk or the county court of the said county or Norfolk 
and State of Virginia, do hereby certify that Hon. Edward Spa lding, whose 
genuine signature appears to the certificate above, is the only judge of the said 
county court, and that all his official ac~.as such are enlitled to full faith and 
()redit. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed the seal of 
said court, at my office, this 29th day of May, A. D. 1884. 

[sEAL.] ALVAH II. MARTLJ'Il, Clerk. 

STATE OF VIRGINIA, Count11 of Norfolk, to wit: 
I, Alvah H . Martin, clerk of the board of supervisors of said county, do certify 

that Messrs. Joseph T. Duke, James W. Nicholas, and Thomas J. Nottingha~ 
have been duly elected by said board ns members on the part of Norfolk 
Count.y of the joint committee for the management of the Norfolk Coun~ and 
Portsmouth Ferries, and t.hat t.hey are now serving as such members. 

Given under my hand this 29th day of May, 1884. 
ALVAH H. MARTIN, Clerlc. 

At a. regular meeting of the council of the city of Portsmoutb,Va., held March 
4, 1884, the following gentlemen were elected to represent the city of Ports­
mouth on the joint committee for the management of the Norfolk County Fer­
ries: Messrs. C. S. Sherwood, Joseph F. ·weaver, and E. C. Brooks. 

[sEAL.] E. THOMPSON, JR., C. C. 
A copy. 

JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 

The next business on the P.ri vate 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 passedoverawhileago informally. I ask unanimous consent 
that we now return to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ob~ection to the request of the gentle­
man from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]? The Chair hears none. The 
title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 27) vesting the Court of Claims of t he United States with jurisdic­

tion to determine the rights of 'Villiam E. w ·oodbridge to certain letters patent 
for a metallic sabot, and to render judgment in h is fayor 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 
pass. 

Mr. 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 ought to be con­
sidered before we pass it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the bill was simply• to refer a case, 
under the Bowman act, for a report ofthe facts to Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

B e it enacted, etc., That the claim of William E . Woodbridge, for compensation 
for the use or his invention relating to projectiles for rifled cannon, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue March 25,:1852, by the United States GoYern­
m e nt be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United 
States , which court is hereby vested with jll!"isdiction in t he prem ises, and whose 
duty it shall be to heat" and determine,according to its usual rules of pro­
cedure-

First. Whether the said 'Voodbridge was the first and original inventor of the 
said invention, and entitled to a. patent therefor. 

Second. 'l'o what extent the said invention has been used by the United States 
Government, and what amount of compensation, if an y , the said Woodbridge 
ought to receive in equity and justice from the United States Government for 
the past use of said invention. And in considering and determining the com­
pensation to be made, if any, the said court shall, if it find that the sa id 'Vood­
bridge was the first nnd original inventor of said invention, and entitled to a 
p :1teut at the time of its order to issue, namely, March 25, 1852, proceed and be 
guided in all respects as though the aforesaid letters patent had been actually 
issued for the term of seventeen years from the date of the lliol'esaid order to 
issue; the court to render judgment, irrespective of lapse of time, in favor of the 
claimant, with the same effect as judgments generally of said court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report in this case· had better be read. 
The CHAIRUAN. 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 util.ity in determining 

at this moment the merits of this bilL As will be observed, it removes 
the bar of the statute oflimitations, and also provides a method of pro­
cedure on the part of the court in rendering judgment; aJ:!d that judg­
ment, of course, is to be final. It is not a case where reference is made 
to the Cotut of Claims for the mere purpose of having facts ascertained 
and reported to Congress. This bill proposes to confer upon the court 
jurisdiction to bear and 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 isfmportant we should hear the report. 

.Mr. STOCKDALE. I shall not insist on detaining the committee 
with this bill if the report is to be read. I desire to make a brief state­
ment, and then if my friend from Indiana [Mr. lioLMA.N] insists upon 
his objection I will withdraw my proposition. The only point in this 
CMe, as appears in the report, is whether this invention wa.s the prop­
erty of this claimant-a gentleman, I believe, from Uassachu etts, 
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 biU goes beyond that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There was a patent allowed to this claimant in 

• 
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the Patent Office in 1852, and it waB deposited in the secret archives of 
the Government subject to his order. · 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What year WaB the patent issued? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. It waB allowed in 1852, and placed in the secret 

archives of the Patent Office, to be issued upon his call. He never 
called for it until1861. 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 alongerperiod 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 give it tQ 
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 haye standing in the Court of Claims to try his 
cause. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Six 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. 

1\Ir. 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. It is alleged that the Government used 
this man's invention, but to what extent has not yet been determined; 
that is for the court, and this bin is to take the claimant into court for 

. that purpose. 
This patent was for a sabot to a projectile, and there was no use for 

it to any great extent until war was about to be inaugurated. The pat­
ent was issued, but allowed left in the secret archives of the Govern­
ment, as I have already stated, subject to be issued 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 could do, and had ordered the 
patent to issue 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, ofMinnesota. 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 brought 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 referenc~ to anything being done. 

1\Ir. ALLEN, of Michigan. Were any of these projectiles used in 
the Southern army? . · 

Mr. STOCKDALE. So far as we were concerned they came to us 
from the wrong end of the cannon. [Laughter .. ] · 

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 basi~. 

Ur. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the claim exceed $5? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, yes; multiplied many times. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does it amount to $5,000,000? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. No, nothing like that much, but I can not speak 

definitely. It can not be a very large sum, ~nd the bill is intended 
only to render justice to this man. 

Ur. WILSON, of Minnesota. What is the patent for? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. It is for a sabot to a projectile. 
1\fr. 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 1ifles 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 gives a 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. . · 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iftheywere used would not the pre­
sumption be this claimant would have brought suit 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 can be no 
objection on the part of gentlemen to a bill for that purpose. · 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to offer an amendment to this 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Said 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 1\fas­
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. In a case like this, standing so long, it seems to 
me that Congress should be possessed of all the fad.s before legislating 
further. 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: 

Strike out a.ll after the ena.cting clause, and insert: 
_ "Tha.t the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use of 
his invent-ion relating to projectiles for rifted cannon, for which letters patent 
were ordered to issue March 25, 1852, by the United States Government, ba, a.nd 
the same i.s hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United: States, which 
court shall inquire into the facts of said claim under existing la.w and report to 
Congress all the 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. 
\Yas not a patent refused in this case by the Commissioner of Pat,ents? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, sir; it WaB ortiered to be issued and papers 
were all made out, and we have in the proof that Dr. Woodbridge was 
notified at his home in Massachusetts, I think 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 the office subject to his directions as to the time 
of issuance. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the "decision" referred to here in the re-
port? 

:Mr. STOCKDALE. To what decision do you refer? 
Mr. BLOUNT. I quote from the report: 

I must object tb any disturbance of the decision of Commissioner Eubank, as 
announced in his letter of Aprill5, 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 faet 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
r.-ause of this circular. He held that the circular hav!tl.g 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, bow­
ever, that the decision is not upon the merits of. the case at all, but had 
regard solely to the question of practice in the office as to the length 
of time these patents could 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 CHAIR?y.IAN. The question 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. '!:here is noth­

ing in the world in the substitute to show wllat facts we want to as-
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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 facts should be a.Scertained 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 Office, and that this decision was made about which the gentle­
man from Georgia inquired. There is no basis of fact upon which the 
Court ofClaims·could find anything. We know now all the facts that 
would be divulged by such an inquiry. 

l\Ir. 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 ifit UEed it at 
all. Now, I say if that be true, as slated in this record evidence, that 
the Government of the United States was simply a bailee, and had no 
more l'ight to use the property of Dr. Woodbridge than I bad, but did 
use it; then if it did use the patents of this man in its efforts to sup­
pr~s 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 furnish material by which they could accomplish their great 
purpose. 

I hope the substitute will be rejected. 
l\!r. WILSON, of Minnesota. Is it shown that he forfeited the 

patent? 
:Mr. STOCKDALE. That is for the court to decide. 
Mr. HOLl\IAN. I wish to say a word in answer to my friend from 

Mississippi. The su-bstitute proposes to accomplish everything that I 
think could be fairly asked in a case like this. In other words, it 
waives the statute of limitation and permits the Court of Claims to 
make inquiry in the question presented and report to Congress upon 
the facts. 

l\fy friend from l\Iississippi says the sub~titute 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. lie alleges that it was valuable, and that be 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 case like this, where the mere fact of the issuance 
of the patent is involved in a techni~l 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 ns learn the facts before we attempt to legislate upon the sub­
ject. 

~1r. STOCKDALE. Let me ask of the gentleman from Indiana, if 

1862. These supplies consisted of sugar, flour, coffee, and other things. 
His claim was presented to the Commissary-General, but at that time he 
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 thffie articles were obta.ined for the use of 
the two regiments referred to; that they were needed and that they 
were used by the soldiers of those two 1·egiments. 

The loyalty of John Farley is proven by Captain Hayand by anum­
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 7GUIRE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 
was asked by 1\lr. PHELAN) was the bill, (H. R. 5871) fOI" the relief of 
Lucinda McGuire. 

Mr. PHELAN. I ask consideration of this bill, and that Senate bill 
102 be substituted and tbe.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, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

directed to pay to Lucinda McGuire, 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 her premises Nos. 195 and 197 Main street-, in the city of 
1\Iemphis, Tenn., from March 24, 1863, until June 1, 1865. 

The rep01·t (by Ur. FAULKNER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred the bills (S. 77 and S. 102) 

for the relief of Lucinda 1\IcGuire, having considered the same, submit the fol­
lowing report: 

This claim. has so frequently been brought to the attention of both the Senate 
and Hou e of Representatives, and the reports to Congress, made by the Com­
mittee on War Claims to the House, so conflicting, that 1t eems proper the facts 
on which the claim rests and the objection to its allowance should be stated, 
that the questions involved may be fairly and judicially passed upon. 

Lucinda. McGuire was tbe onlv child of \Villiam Lawrence, who died intes­
tate in1854. Subsequent to his death the county court of Shelby County, Teanes­
see, appointed a coll1missioner with power to invest 12,000 in real estate for the 
use and benefit of his heir. Under tbis authority two business tenement , sit­
uate in the city of l\lemphis, were purchased. Fire having destroyed the im­
proYements on -these lots, there were afterwards erected on the same property 
two buildings which were known as the \Veb ter Block. The claim ofthe pe· 
titioncr for rent has :reference to the property above described. It is as follows: 

Tile United Stales to Lucinda McGuire, Dr. 
For l'ent of two rooms in premises 195 and 197 1\Iain street, ·Memphis, 

Tenn., from January 25, 18G3, to March 24., 1 63, at~ per month ...... 
For rent of entire premi es ft·om March 2!, 1 53, to May 3~, 1 ·oo, at 

S!l8.3! 

$-J,OOO per annum each ........... ........................................................ ~ ... 17,46G.6G 
For direct damage and injury done said property du1·ing and by rea-

son of said occ-upation .................. ............ ... ............ .......................... 5, 000.00 

we ascertain the facts before we go to the Court of Claims, what use i3 22,565. oo 
Cl · Th 1 f · h Less amount paitl on account by R. E. Clary, deputy quartermaster-

there to go to the Court of arms? e gent eman wants to arm_ general, United states Army............ ........... .... .......... ........ .................. 1, 526.78 
a j ndgment for the Court of Claims. ---

Mr. HOLMAN. We will furnish our own judgment when tbefacts I 2l,038 . .l2 
are ascertained . The gentleman wishes to giYe to the Court of Claims Tho evid~nce· i~ full an~ sat~sfactory that Ute two small roo~s on th.o ccond 
fin l . . a· t• f 1 . f this k' d d I d t th' k 't rrht t floor (mentwned Jn the first ttem of the nccount) were oceupJeU between the 

!1 JUriS lClO~O CaimSO . lD ,an ono Ill I o.uo 0 dateschargedbytbe"patrolandprovo::;tguard"oftheA.rmy. Thepo esion 
be done after thiS long lapse of time. I request that the substitute be 1 taken. of these ro?ms by t~e G~vernmen.t, and the use for which they wet·e ap-
again reported · propna1ed, negatn·es any unpiled promtse upon the part of the Government 

, . · . d I that rent would be paid for tlleir occupancy. H was imply one of the incidents 
'I he subst~tute was again reporte · . . of the wat·,and presents no legalorequitablegroundasthe ba~isofan appeal to 
The question was taken on the adoption of the substitute; and the tl.Je justice of the Government. Your committee would therefore recommend 

Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to have it. that so m.uch oi said cln_im be di:;all?wed. . 
h di . . The eVIdence to sustam the tbu·d ttern of the account, to w1t, ~.000, ''for dam-

l\!r. STOCKDALE. Let US ~ve a VlSlOD . - ages and injury dono said property," is unsatisfactory and insufficient to Rup-
The House divided; and pendmg the announcement of the result of porHhe claim, without suggesting other objections to its aUowance, which ap-

the count p~ar in evidence. It is, therefore, further recommended that this item be also 
~OCKDALE 'd I k b . · - t t th b'll dl. allowed. · l\lr. ST . Sal :. .as Y unarumous con:sen 0 pass e 1 The fact that the two properties abo,·e descr:bcd belonging to the petitioner 

over and that It shall retam Its place on the Calendar. were used and occupied by the Go\·emment fot· the pwpo&s of a hospital be-
:Mr. HOLl\f.AN. I think the substitute ought to be adopted. tween the dates charged in ~be account, is ful~yand_sati:~factorily shown by the 
Mr. BREWER. If the bill be withdrawn with the expectation of ~~~~d, and the only questions for the consideration under the facts proven 

calling it up again the report should be printed. 1. Should the Government pay to the owner of the propet·ty a fair &.nd reason-
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the bill beinO" withdm wn able 1·ent for its usc nnd. occupation R.S a hospital ? and if so, 

· · · la th C 1 nd ? Th Cb · h 0 
, 2. What, under the endence, would be a p1·oper allowance? 

and retammg.as p ce on e a e ar • e ~ ears none, anu The fac!s de.-elop d by the testimony bearing on this question a1:e : . 
it is so orde1·ed. The Clerk will report the .next bill. On the 2-tth of Marchi 1S63, H. D. Connell, who w then occupying s:1id 

J~HN FARLEY. ~~~f:rty, received the fo lowing note from the "rental agent" of the Go,·crn-

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 enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is bereby,autbor­

ized and direct ·d to pay to John Farley, of Madison County, Kentucky, the 
sum of$118.2S,which shall be in full of the amount due him for commissary sup­
plies furnish eli 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 the 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. llfcCREARY. Mr. Chairman, John Farleyis a citizenofRich­
mond, Ky. IIe was a. grocery merchant in 1862, and is a grocery mer­
chant now. This claim is for $118.28 for commissary stores furnished 
the Sixty-sixth Indiana and Niuety-:fi.fth Ohio Regiments Volunteers in 

"Sm: You will deliver to the bearer the keys to tbe houses in the Wol>ster 
Block, now in your posse ion. 

"RE:::iTAL OFFICE, MarcJ~ 24, 18G3. 
"G. W. VAUGHN, Renta! Agent. 

' ' H. D. CONNELL." 

The records of the bureau of the Q.u:utermaster-General for eptember 1!, 1863, 
show that A. R. Eddy, "as istant quartermaster and rent.'\1 o1licet·," returned 
this property ns in tho occupation of the Government, and that it was being used 
nan. hospital. 

On the 31st of October, 1 64, L. S. Leonard, at that time" rentala!,!cnt," in re­
ply to an inquiry of Col. R. E. Clary, deputy quartermaster-general, said: 

"I have the honor to report. that Miss Lawrence bas never tiled any applica­
tion in this office in reg-ard to her title to this property." 

From this letter the inference is reasonable and f;lir that some one wa urging 
that 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. 

'Vhen the Government took. posses ion of this property the owner was only 
fourteen years of age, and, so far as the eviuence discloses, there was no one 
authorized to represent her with whom a valid and binding contract for its 
rental could have been made. 

After the appointment of Mr. Lonsdale as her guardian, eighteen months after 
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possession had been taken by the Government, we find from the records of the 
Quartermaster-General's Bureau that the interests of this minor were protected 
by him, and that :from the 18thofFebruary,1865, until the 31st day ofMay,l865, 
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 guardian of . 
the claimant: 

"DEPUTY QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
"Memphis, Tenn., June 1,1865. 

"Sm.: The two buildings in the Webster Block, heretofore rented from you 
for military purposes, being no longer required, the rent for which will cease 
on the 31st May, 1865. 

"Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

"J. G. LoYSDALE, Esq., Memphis, Ttnm .• " 

"R. E. CLARY, 
"Deputy Qtur.,·t~n·master-Gene!·al. 

This claim was presented to the Third Auditor for audit, and on March 6, 1874, 
wns rejected, upon the grounds that no contract, either expressed or implied, 
had been proven. 

<>n the 22<1 of .April Comptroller W. W. Upton, in a clear and judicial opinion, 
in reviewing the case, held-

" It is clear that because of the nonage of the claimant she could not have been 
disqualified on accol1nt of disloyalty, and, in fact, there is no evidence tending 
against her in that regard, and if the occupancy had been by agreement of par­
ties, or if for any other reason the case was one which the accounting officers 
are empowered to settle, I see no reason why, in justice and equity, the claim­
ant should not receive the reasonable rental value of the premises during the 
unpaid portion of the time thepremiseswereoccupied. But because itwas not 
proven that the premises were occupied in pursuance of a. contract, I am satis­
fied I have no official authority to det-ermine what amount should be paid." 

The Comptroller in his opinion recognizes the fact that the evidence discloses 
that there was no one who could legallyhavo entered into a contract on behalf 
of the claimant for the rental of the said 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 Comptroller jurisdiction of the subject, which, in this ease, 
~uld only h!l-ve been done by the introduction of satisfactory proof that at. the 
tlme possessiOn was taken by the Government a contract had been entered mto 
for the rental of the property between the parties. This proof could not have 
been furnished as the owner was not sui jurU;, and no guardian had been ap­
pointed to protect her interest. Relief ca.n, therefore, be given to her only 
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 eYi.dence, would be a. just compensation to the petitioner 
for the use and occupancy of the said property? Not $8,000 a. year, as claimed 
in the account filed, although the property rented for that sum prior to and sub­
sequent to the war. 

In the opinion of the committee, the amonnt fixed by the agTeement of the 
parties, after the appointment of a. guardian for the claimant, to wit, $450 per 
month for the two buildings, or $5,400 per year, seems to be the b·ue measure 
of compensation, as evidenced by the payment by the Government and there­
ceipt from the g-uardian. Under this Yiew the account with the GQvernment 
should be stat-ed as follows: 

The United Slates to Lucinda McGuire, Dr. 
To t·ent of both properties :from the 24th of March, 1863, to May 81, 

1855 (two years, two months, and six days), at $450 per month ..... ~. $11, 7SO. 00 
Less amount paid on account of rent by the agent of the GoYernment. 1. 525. 78 

Balance due claimant.............................. ............................................. 10,263. 22 

Your committee report Senat-e bill102 favorably, and recommend its passage; 
and further recommend that Senat-e 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 CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no objection, the House bill will be 
l'eported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

1 M..A.RT.H.A L. RUSSELL .AND OTHERS. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill {H. R. 565) for 
the relief of l\Iartha L. Russell, Ma-ry .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: 
Be it ena.cled, eU., That th~ Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is hereby, au­

thorized and directed, out of any money in tbe Treasury not otherwise appro­
priated, to pay to Martha. L. Russell,111a.ry Alice Howse, and Lula H . Howse, 
heirs at law of John Q. Howse, deceased,late of Rutherford County, Tennessee, 
$10, 975, being the amonnt allowed by the Quartermaster-General for qua,rter­
master's stores taken and used by the .Army. 

SEc. 2. That the said payment of $10,975 shall be a full and complete settle­
ment of all claims against the United States, of every kind and character, arising 
out of the appropriation and use by the .Anny of supplies or stores :from said 
claimants. 

]')ir. BREWER. I demand the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 
The Commitlee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 565) for 

there lief of the heirs of John 0. Howse, deceased, submit the following report : 
This case was considered by the Committee on \Var 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 supp~es, $3,645; total, 523,842. 

The claims were presented, under the act of July 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, andre­
jected because, as was decided by the Commissary~General, "it was a. case re­
quiring special or furt-her legislation for its settlement." 

That part of the claim embracing quartermaster's stores was considered by 

the Quartermaster-General, .April16, 1867, and the following decision was ren­
dered: 

QUARTEIUIASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Aprt116, 1867. 

Sm.: I have the honor to return, with report, a claim in favor of 1\Iartha. L. 
Russell, Rutherford County, Tennessee, fo.r value of 15 horses, $1,875; 10 mules, 
S1,300; 4,000 bushels of corn, ~4.000; 38 stacks of fodder,l)570, and 3,500 cords of 
wood, $10,500, referred to this office by the \Var Department February 19,1867 
{ 18,245). It is stated by the claimant in her application 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 1\Iur­
freesborough, Tenn., during the battle of Stone River, on or about December 
30,1862. . 

The evidence of former officers of the corps, including the affida.-yit ofL. Rus­
sell. assistant surgeon Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry (now the husband 
of claimant); George W. Griffith, breYet major Second Kentucky Cavalry; 
Capt. E. A. Otis, assistant adjutant-general, and Capt. I. R. Paul, commissary 
of subsistence, together with the testimony of other credible witnesses, is pre­
sented:in support of the claim. The officers referred to respectively state that 
they were present and witnessed the occupation of th~ 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
thing necessary found on the premises was taken and applied to the n.se of the 
command. 

It is stated in evidence, in explanation of the reason why receipts were not 
issued, that the proper officers were not accessible to claimant, who was then a 
widow, and that the sudden movement of the troops precluded the possibility 
of their being obtained. 

Affidavits of citizens of the vicinity, <lertified to be credible, are a.lso presented 
in proof of the loyalty of claimant and the justice of her claim. 

The case was referred by this office, February 21, 1867, to Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Thomas Swords, assistant quartermaster-general, for special investigation and 
report as to the merits of the charges for the quartermaster stores mentioned. 

Capt. E. B. Kirk, assistant qua.rtermaster-~n~ral United States Army, as is 
shown by indorsement of General Swords, was detailed to proceed 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
generaL 

"Upon a. full personal investigation of the inclosed claim of Mrs. Russell, I 
have the honor to rep01·t that the commands specified within did actually oc­
cupy her plantation as stat-ed, and :from all the evidence I have been able to 
obtain it is my opinion that all the property for which this claim is made was 
taken by the United States Army. 

"I find that about 1,060 cords of wood mentioned withln were fence.rails, 
being some 80,000 in number; twenty-six log cabins torn down and burued 
would averngefive cords per building; the balance of the wood was in the tree, 
and was not worth over Sl per 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. 

"I would respectfully recommend that this claim be allowed on the basis of 
this indorsement. 

"E. B. KIRK, 
"Assistant Quartermaster, U. B. A." 

I respectfully recommend the following allowance for such of the items as 
are properly chargeable to this department: 
.For 15 horses ............................................................................................... ~1, 725 
For 10 mules .... ........................................................................................... 1, 250 
For 4.000 bushels corn........................................................ ......................... 3, 000 
For 38 staek:s fodder................... ..... ...................... ................... ... ................ 5i0 
For 2,310 cords of wood in the tree . .. ... .. .... .... .. ... .. . ....... ..... ... .. . ... .. . ... ... ... ... 2, 310 
For 1,060 cords of wood, rails (shown by the affidavits to have been used 

to keep the wounded from freezing)...... .................................................. 2, 120 

.Amounting to .................... .. .............. ...... ............... ............. .............. 10, 975 

The remainder of the charges for wood contained in the cabin is recom­
mended for disapproval, the destruction of these buildings being regarded as 
depredations on toe par t of the troops. 

I have the honor to remain, sir, your obedient servant, . 
D.H.RUOKER, 

Acting Quartermaster-General, Brt. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 
Ron. EDWIN M . STANTON, 

Secretary of Wa1·, Washington, D. C. 

The act of July 4,1864, required that the findings of the Quartermaster-General 
should be reported to the Third .Auditor of the Treasury, but by some unac­
countable error the deciosion in this case was reported to Edwin l\1. Stanton, then 
Secretary of\Var. The case was returned by the Secretary of War to the Quarter­
master-General, and, pending further action, communications were received 
imp-eaching- the loyalty of claimants. The case remained suspended unt.U De­
cember 8, 11:!80, when it was again considered by the Quartermaster-General and 
rejected, bec.-mse, as was decided by the t.ben Quartermaster-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, deceas-ed, 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 years of age. 

Your 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, 186!l, directed, it would undoubtedly have been paid, as allowed 
by the Quartermaster-General, at $10,975, in 1867, but the error of the Quarter­
master-General caused the delay. Inasmuch as the claim was carefully ex­
amined by the Qu:utermaster's agent and allowed by the Quartermaster-Gen­
eral in 1867, and as the 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 th-e case in 1880. 

Three of the claimant.<! 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 p~pers disclose the following official orders: 

liEADQUABTERS UNITED STATES FORCES, 
Murfreesborough, Tett1t., August 18, 1861. 

Mrs. Howse having applied to these headquarters for the protection of a safe­
guard,' having satisfieq me of bel' loyalty to the United States, such protection is 
hereby given her. All persons in tl!e 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. ' 

W. B. HAZEN, 
' Colonel, Oommancling at Mul'f,·eesborough. 
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· MEDICAL DmECTOR'S OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE CIDIBERLAND, 
Headquarters, 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 pmcticable; if not, the rations 
are nevertheless to be issued. 

By order of the medical director, Department of the Cumberland. 
JAMES F. WElDS, A.B., U.S.A., 

Assistant MedicaJ Director, Department of the Oumlierland. 
It seems remarkable to your committee that iu view of the foregoing orders 

issued 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 1\lrs. 
Howse (now 1\:lrs. Russell). Your committee are satisfied, after a careful exam­
ination of the evidence, that the only testimony impeaching Mrs. Howse's loy­
aU.y emanated from personal enemies of her seconCI. husband, Dr. Leonidas 
Russell, who occupies a prominent part in the politics 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 2,1880: 

"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 p ersons equally entitled to credence and having" a longer n.cquaintance, 
and claimant would seem to be entitled to the benefit of the gree.t preponder­
ance of the testimony in her favor. 

"She is entitled to the benefit of test-imony 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 Unit~d 
States, and this appears to be the only point questioned by the Quartermaster­
General in his decision of 1880. 

The claims presented are for $23,842. The claimants now propose to accept 
810,975, the amount allowed by the Quarte:-master-General in 1867, as a full set­
tlement of all claims and demands against 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
possible, to secure competent t~timony to establish the claim in the Court of 
Claims; and claimants contend tha~ the report of Captain Kirk was made after 
a personal examination by hlm very shortly after the property was taken, that 
the action of the Quartermaster-Geneml in1867wasin 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. 

Yonr committee, after due consideration, fully concur with the conclusions 
reached in the foregoing report. The property charged for consists of stores 
and supplie.s taken and used by the United States Army at a time when such 
necessa ry articles could not be furnished by the Government, and compensa­
tion should be made therefor. The settlement of the claim by the Quartermaster­
General in 1867 should be held as conclusive, and we therefore recommend that 
the bill do pass. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the name of Mary L. Rus­
sell, in line 5, section 1. Mary L. Russell was the widow, but she is 
now dead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I have no doubt it is perfectly just 

and reasonable, providing the circumstances are such that this kind of 
claims should be paid. I 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 
w bet her we ougb t to allow claims of this kind under the circumstances 
or not. 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. TIIOM:.A.S, of Wisconsin. Permit me to say that I am of the 
opinion that .the claim is perfectly just as to the amount. . 

.1\Ir. 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 question as 
to the loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Why bas this claim not gone to the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It was allowed in 1867 by the Quartermaster's 
Department. It has been reported to Congress and has passed one 
House three times, and the other two or three times, and has failed 
simply by reason that it could nob be reached for consideration in both 
Houses in the same Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Has it ever been in the Court of Claims? 
1\fr. 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. HOL111AN. I will remind my colleague [Ur. 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 ot 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 $641000,000. 'l'.hose claims have been in progress of settlement 
for over twenty years, and have been paid at the rate of about $300 a 
year, the accounting officers of the Treasury reporting to us at th~ com-

mencement of e..1.eh 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 theclaimants, 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 hup.dred thousand dollars more 
and perhaps two years more of work with a very reduced force will 
close them up and bring to an end the business under the 4th of 
July law. 

These claimants, all of them, have had their day in court. I am the 
more familiar with this question because a large number of these 
claims arose in my own Congressional district. Wherever the Morgan 
raiders went through Indiana Hobson's pursuit resulted in a L'U'ge 
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 subst-antially 
adjusted. The facilities for investigating them wete better ihan could 
be afforded by a court of justice, for the reason that the Quartermaster­
General sent out men t rho 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 bad 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 1880 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 authorizl'd 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 Qn':tr­
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. 

1\Ir. CHEADLE. But the amonnt claimed in this bill is the amonnt 
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 a~;ose at the seat of war. '£he 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 aecounting officera of the Treasury, it came to the 
knowledge of the then Quartermaster-General that there was doubt 
about the loyalty of the claimant, and be had the question inquired 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 as the 
great body of claims, amounting to over $30,000,000, which have been 
beard and rejected since 1864. 

Mr. CHEADLE. My colleague is aware 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 you that, but if 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 t-.ach Congress the 
Quartermaster-General certifies to us the claims that have been allowed 
during the preceding year, and they are embodied in a 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 the other 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 1880 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 ascertainecl 
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. HOL:ftfAN. If there is any report made by the Quartermaster­
General since 1880, when he said be could not certify as to the loyalty 
of the claimant, I should be glad to hear it. 

nr. CHEADLE. I ask the Clerk to read the latter part of the tll\d­
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 second husband, Dr. Leonidas Russell, who occupies a 
prominent part in the politics of Rutherford County, Tennessee, and upon this 
question an agent of the Quartermaster-General, specially detailed to investi­
gate the facts, reported under date of July 2, 1880: 

"Against her loyalty are certain charges made against the conduct of her sec­
ond husband since the war by men who had very emphatically sworn to her 
loyalty as a matt-er of personal knowledge. 

• • * * * * • 
"But it is opposed by an overwhe1ming 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 great 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 
1\!rs. 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 special agent appointed to make investigation 
reports that she is loyal. 

Ur. HOLMAN. But the 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 UNITED STATES FonCES, 

Mu1freesbo1·ough, Tenn., August 18, 1862. 
11-Irs. 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. 

W.B. HAZEN, 
Colonel,-Commanding at Murft·eesbot·ough. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec­
ommend~tion that it do p~. 

C. M. STINSON. 
Mr. GEAR: I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of ihe 

bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 1.t enacted, etc., That the sum of $10() be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the United Stat-es Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
payment to C. M. Stinson, late a sergeant 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 ofthe 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. 
1\Ir. LANHAM. I withdraw my motion. 

J. H. BUGG AND OTHERS. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unarnmous consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R.l0401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and 
others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and directed tQ 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. •.r. Guess the pay nnd emoluments of 
o. first lieutenant of cavalry from October 23, 1864, to April25, 1865, and to Nathan 
Fralick the pay and emoluments of a second lieutenant of cavalry from October 
23, 1801, to April 2.5, 1865, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap­
propriated. 

There being no objection1 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 PLANTE~. 
Mr. CANNON. I desire consent to call u,p 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 enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, nnd 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 transport-boat Planter, taken 
daring the late rebellion by RQbert Smalls from the harborofCharleston, S.C., 

· and of all the arms, ordnance, ordnance stores, munitions, tackle, and other 
property on board of said transport-boat at the time Qf her delivery to the 
Federal authorities by the said Robert Smalls; and when the full value of said 
transport-boat, the arms, munitions, tackle, and other property shall be ascer­
tained, estimating said Yalues by the worth of the property a.t the time of capt­
ure as aforesaid, shall 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 Federalauthorities;in the manner here­
inafter provided for by this act, deducting only the amount or amounts paid to 
the said Smalls and his said associates under the act of Congress approved May 
30,1862. 

SEc. 2. That the apport-ionment referred to in the first section of t.his a~t shall 
be made as follows: One-third full amount of the va!ue of the said transport­
boat Planter, the arms, ordnance, ordnance stores, tackle, and other property1 at 
the time of her capture and deliyery to the Federal authorities, shall be awa.raed 
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 Secretary of the Treasury ls hereby authorized and directed • 
to pay to Robert Smalls and his associates, or their heirs at law as afore aid, out 
of any money in the '.rreasury not otherwise appropriated, t·he 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. Cbairman-­
Mr. CANNON. Let the bill be read through. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 
The CHAIRU.A.N. The gentleman from illinois [Mr. CANNO:N] as~ 

unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. -Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 
Mr. LANHAM. I moye that the committee rise. 
Mr. CANNON. I hope there will be no ol:Uection to the bill which 

has just been read. I think it can be considered in a moment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Dm­

BLE] has objected. 
Mr. CANNON. I appeal to the gentleman to allow the Committee 

of the Whole to consider the case.• It is 1) 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. 

1\fr. CA...~NON. 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, although he is clothed in a black skin. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. LANHAM, that the 

committee rise, it was not a~reed to; there being-ayes 33, noes 47. 
ORDER OF HUSLlliESS. 

Mr. WHEELER. · Mr. Chairman--
Ur. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 
.A. 1t1E:\IBER (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 S. 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 
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. H. 1067) 

for the relief of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased. · 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask that this bill be p:LSsed over informally, re- . 

taining its place on the Calendar. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 
Mr. LANH.A.U. I again move that the committee rise. The com­

mittee.has been continuously in session now for four hours. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [M1·. LANHAM] 

moves that the committee rise. 
Mr. CANNON. I hope not. 
The motion of Mr. LANHAM wa-s not agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending bill. 
Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous 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 regular order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, a.nd is hereby, authorized and • 
directed to amend the records in the War Department of the United States to 
show the name ol' Alfred H. Thomas duly enlisted and mustered into Company 
D,SeventhRegimentTennesseeCa.valry Volunteers, on thelstdayof February, 
1R64, for three years' serviCb; taken prisoner at Union City, '.ren n., on the 24th 
day of Ma.rch,1864; and died a. 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 bill aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by :ur. THO::\IAS, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom wa.s referred the bill (II. 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. 

Your committee adopt the said 1·eport as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

[House Report No. 190, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Military .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 or 

February, 1864, in Company D, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volun­
teers; that the exigencies of the service called 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 duty, was captured with his entire company; that he wa.s 
held a prisoner of war from that time to the time of his death. early in Decem­
ber, 1864, 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 
strong caae for the relief asked, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom-
mended. · 

• 
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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 manifest 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 (1\Ir. CANNON] desires to reach. 
· Mr. CANNON. Let me make a suggestion which I think will be 

satisfactory. Let the report be printed in the RECORD. I understand 
- it is exhausted. Then let -the bill go over till the next private-bill 

day. . 
1\fr. DIBBLE. I have no objection 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 can be made when the 
bill is called up. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to have that evi-
dence Jlrinted. , • 

Mr. CANNON. I only ask to have printed what is of record, and 
that is the report of the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will state in the bearing 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. Let it go into the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. If that can be done, I do not object to the comtaittee 
rising. 

The CHAIRMAN. 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. BROWER) from the Committee on War Claims 

is as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was 1·eferred the bill (H. R. 3.580) for 

the relief of the pilot and crew of the steamer Planter, report as follows: 
The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 

Repot·t No. 3595, of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
a copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

[House Report No. 3595, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.) 

The facts on wbich this claim is based we1·e investigated by the Committ~e on 
Na.Yal Affairs of the Forty-seventh Congress, and were as follows, as embodied 
in the report of that committee (No. 1887, second session of Forty-seventh Con­
gress): 

· ''This claim is rested upoh the very Yalua.ble services rendered by Robert 
Smalls to the country during the late war. The record of these has been very 
carefully investigated, and portions of it are appended, as exhibits to this re­
port. They show a degree of courage, well directed by intelligence and patri­
otism, of which the nation may well be proud, but which for twenty years has 
been wholly unrecognized by it. The following is a succinct statement and 
outline of them: 

"On May 13,1862, the Confeder::~.te steam-boat Planter, the special dispatch­
boat of General Ripley, the Confederate post commander at Charleston, S. C., 
was taken by Robert Smalls under the following circumstances from the wharf 
at which she was lying, carried safely out of Charleston Harbor,and delivered 
to one of the vessels of the Federal fleet then blockading that port. 

"On the day previous, ~fay 12, the Planter, which had for two weeks been en­
gaged in removing guns from Cole's Island to James Island, returned to Charles­
ton. That night all the officers went ashore and sl!'lpt in the city, leaving on 
board a crew of eight men, all colored. Among them was Robert Smalls, who 
was virtually the pilot of the boat, although he was only called a wheelman, 
because at that time no colored man could ha>e, in fact, been made a pilot. 

"For some time previous be had been watching for an oppOl'tunityto carry 
into execution a plan he bad conceived to take the Planter to the Federal fleet·. 
This he saw was about as good a chance as he would ever bave to do so, and 
therefore he determined not to lose it. Consulting with the balance of the 

• crew, Smalls found that 'they were willing to co-operate with him, although 
two of them afterwards concluded to remain behind. The design was hazard­
ous in the extreme. The boat would have to pass beneath 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 resolutwn had been formed, 
and under command of Robert Smalls wood was taken aboard, steam was put 
on, and with her valuable cargo of guns and ammunition, intended for Fort 
Ripley, 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, together with four other 
women and one other child, and also three men, were waiting to embark. 

"All these were taken on board, and then, at 3.25 a.m., May 13, the Planter 
started on her perilous adventure, carrying nine men, five women, and three 
children. Passing Fort Johnson, the 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, after the manner of Captain Relay, the commander of the boat, and 
his head covered with the huge straw hat which Captain Relay commonly wore 
on such occasions. 

''The signal required to be given by all steamers passing out was blown as 
coolly as if General Ripley was on board, going out on a tour of inspection. 
Sumter answered by signal, 'All right,' and the Planter beaded toward Morris 
Island, then occupied by Hatch's Light Artillery, and passed beyond the range 
of Sumter's guns before anybody suspected anything was wrong. When at 
last the Planter was obviously going toward the Federalfl.eet off the bar, Sumter 
signaled toward Morris Island to stop her. But it was too late. As the Planter 
approached the Federal fleet a whit.e flag was displayed, but this was not at 
first discovered, and the Federal steamers, supposing the Confederate 1·ams 
were coming to attack them, stood out to deep water. 

"But the ship Onward, Captain Nichols, which was not a steamer, remained, 
opened her ports and was about to fire into the Planter, when she noticed the 
fiag of truce. As soon as the vessels came within bailing distance of each other 
the Planter's errand was explained. Captain Nichols then boarded her, and 
Smalls delivered 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-

rott, by whom the Planter, with Smalls and her crew, was sent to Port Royal, 
to Rear-Admiral DuPont, then in command of the Southern squadron. 

" Captain Parrott's official letter to Flag-Officer Du Pont and Admiral Du 
Pont's Jette1· to the Secretary of the Navy ~u-e appended hereto. 

"Captain Smalls was soon afterwards ordered to Edisto, to join the gunboat 
Crusader, Captain Rhind. He then proceeded in theCt·u ader, piloting her and 
followed by the Planter, to Simmons's Bluff, on "\Vadmalaw Sound, whe1·e a 
sharp baLtle was fought between these boats and a Confederate light battery and 
some infantry. The Confederates were driven out of theiJ: works, and the troops 
·on the Planter landed and captured all the tents and provisions of the enemy. 
This occurred some time in .Tune, 1862. 

"Captain Smalls continued to act as pilot on board the P lanter and the Cru­
sader and as blockading pilot between Charleston and Beaufort. He made re­
peated trips up and along the t·ivers near the coast, p ointing out c.nd removing 
the torpedoes which he himself had a83isted in sinking and putting in position. 
During these trips he wa.spresentinsevcralfightsatAdams'sRun, on theDawho 
River, where the Planter was hotly and severely fired upon; also at Rockville, 
John's Island, and other places. A!terwa rds he wa.s ordered back to Port Royal, 
whence he piloted the fleet up Broad River to Pocotalig·o, where a very severe 
battle ensued. Captain Smalls was tbe pilot on the monitor Keokuk, Captain 
Ryan, in the memorable attack on Fort Sumter, on the afternoon of the 7th of 
April, 1863. In this attack the Keokuk was struck ninety-six times, nineteen 
shots passing through her. She retired from the engagement only to sink on 
the next morning near Light-House Inlet. Captain Smalls lefb her just b~foro 
she went down, and was taken with the remainder of the crew on board of the 
Ironsides. The next day the fleet 1·etm·ned to Bilton Head. 

"When General Gillmore took command Smalls became pilot in the quarter­
master's department in the expedition on Morris Island. He was then stationed 
as pilot of the Stono, where he 1·emained until the United States troops took 
posses ion of the south end of 1\Iorris Island, when he was put in charge of 
Light-House Inlet as pilot. Upon one occasion, in December,1863, while the 
Planter, then under Captain Nickerson, wassailing through Folly Island Creek, 
the Confederate batteries at Secession ville opened a yery hot fire upon her. 
Captain Nickerson becan1e 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 her safely out 
of reach of the guns. For this conduct he was promoted by order of General 
Gillmore, comn1anding the Department of the So.utb, to the rank of captain, 
and was ordered to act as captain of the Pla.nter, which was used as a. supply­
boat along the coast until the end of the war. In September, 1866, he carried 
ills boat to Baltimore, where she was put out of commission and sold. 

Besides the daring enterprise of Captain Smalls in bringing out the Planter, 
his gallant conduct in rescuing her a second time, for which be was made cAop­
tain of her, and his invaluable services to the Army and Navy as a pilot in 
wat-ers where he perfectly knew not only every bank and bar, but also where 
every torpedo was situated, there are still other elements to be considered in 
estimating the value of Captain Smalls's services to the cotmtry. The Planter, 
on the 13th of 1\Iay, 1862, was a most useful and important vessel to the enemy. 
The loss of her was a se>ere blow to the enemy's service in cat·rying supplies 
and troops to different points of t-he harbor and rh,erfortifications. A lithe Yery 
time of the seizure she had on board the armament for Fort Ripley. '.rhe 
Planter was taken by the Government at a >al uation of $9,000, one-half of which 
was paid to the captain and crew, the captain receiving one-third of one-bali, or 
$1,500. 

Upon what principle tho Government claimed one-haJf of this capture cnn not 
be divined, nor yet how this disposition could have been made of her without 
any judicial proceeding. That $9,COO was an absurdly low valuation for the 
Planter is abundantly shown by facts stated in tho affidavits of Charles H. 
Campbell and E.l\1. Baldwin, which are appended. In addition thereto their 
sworn average valuation of the Plantet· was $67,500. The report of 1\Iontgomei'Y 
Sicard, commander and inspector of ordnance, to Commodore Patterson, navy­
yard commandant, shows that the cargo of the Planter, ns raw material, was 
worth $3,043.05; that at the ante-bellum prices it was worth $7,163.3ii, and at war 
prices Sl0,290.60. For this cargo the Government has never paid one dollar. It 
is a. severe comment on the justice as well as the boasted generosity of the Gov­
ernment that, 'vhilst it had received $60,000 to $701000 worth of property at the 
hands of Captain Smalls, it has paid him the trifhng amount of $1,500, and for 
twenty years his gallant daring and distinguished and valuable services which 
he has re?dered to the country have been wholly unrecognized. 

Report of Flag-(lfficer Dt~ Pant. 
FLAG·SIIIP WAX:ASH, 

Port Royal Harbo1·, Sottth Ca1·olina, May 14, 186~. 
SIR: I inclose a copy of n. report from Commander E. G. Parrott, brought here 

last night by the late rebel steam-tug Planter, in charge of an officer and crew 
from the Augusta. She was the armed dispatch and transportation steawer 
attached to the engineer department at Charleston, under Bri~adier-General 
Ripley, whose barge, a short time since, was brought out to the blockading fleet 
by several contrabands. . 

The bringing out of this steamer, under all the circumstances, would hn.Ye 
done credit to any one. At 4 o clock in the morning, in the absence of the cnp· 
tain, who was on shore, she left her wharf close to the government office and 
headquarters, with Palmetto and Confederate flags fly in~. passed the successive 
forts, saluting as usual by blowing her steam-whistle. After getting beyond the 
range of the last gun she quickly hauled down the rebel tlag and hoisted a 
white one. 

The Onward was the inside ship of the blockading fleet in tho main channel, 
and was preparing to fire when her commander made out the white tlag. The 
armament of the steamer is~ 32-pounder, or pivot, and a. fine 21-pounde t· h o w­
itzer. She has, besides, on ber deck four other guns, one 7-inch rifled, wh ich 
were to ha.ve been taken the morning of the escape to tlle n ew fort on the mid­
dle ground. One of the four belonged to Fort Sumter and had been struck, in 
the rebel attack on the fort, on the muzzle. Robert, the intelligent slave and 
pilot of the boat who performed this bold feat so skillnUy, informed me of this 
fact, presuming tha.t it would be a matter of interest to u to have posse sion of 
this gun. This man, Robert Smruls, is superior to any who haYe come to our 
lines, intelligent as many of them have been. His information has been most 
interesting and portions of it of the utmost importance. 

The steamer is quite an acquisition to the squadron by her good machinery 
and ve1-y light draught. The officer in charge brought her through St. Helena 
Sound and by the inland pasl!age down Beaufort River, arriving here at 10 
o'clock last night. 

On board the steamer when she left Charleston were eight men, ih·c women, 
and three children. 

I shall continue to employ Robert as a pilot on board the Planter for the inland 
waters, with which he appears to be very familiar. I do not know whether, in 
the views of the Government, the Yessel will be considered· a prize; Lut·, if so, 
I respectfully submit to the Department the claims of this man Robert and llis 
associates. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S. F. DU PO~T. 

Flaa O.fjlce1·, Commanding, etc. 
Hon. GIDEON WELLES, 

flecretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 
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UNITED STATES STEAM-SHIP AUGUSTA, 

Off Cha1·leston, May 13, 1862. 
Sm : I have the honor to inform you that the rebel armed steamer Planter 

wru~ 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 32-pounder and one 24-pounder howit.zer, and has 
also on board four large guns, which she was engaged in transporting. 

I send her to Port Royal at once, in order to take advantage of the present 
good weathru:. I send Charleston papers of the 12th, and the very intelligent 
contraband who w:ls in charge will give you the information which he has 
brought off. • · 

I h ave the honor to request that you will send back, as soon as convenient, 
the officer and crew sent ou board. 

I am, respect.fully, etc., your obedient servant, 

Flag-OfficerS. F. DuPONT, 

E. G. PARROTT, 
COJnmandeJ·, and Senio1· Officer present. 

Commanding South Atlantic Blockading Squadron. 

wAR DEPA.RTMEST, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S 01i'FICE, 
Washington, D. C., Janua1"y 3, 1883. 

Sm.: Your communication of the 26th ultimo, in relation to your services on 
the steamer Planter during the rebellion, aud requesting copies of a~y letters 
from General Gillmore and other officers on the subject, has been received. 

The records of this office show that the name of Robert Smalls is rer>OI·ted by 
Lieut. Col. :f. :f. Elwell, Hilton Head, S. C., as a pilot, at $50 per month, from 
1\Iarch 1 .. 1_1863, to September 30, 1863; and from October 1, 1863, to November 20, 
1863, at ~,5 per month. 

He was then t.ransferred to Capt. J . L. Kelly, assistant quartermru~ter, Novem­
ber 20,1863, by whom h~ was reported us pilot from November 21 to Kovember 
30, 1863. He is 1·eported by that officer in same capacity from December 1, 1863, 
until February 29, 1864, at $150 per month. 

The name of Robert Smalls is then reported by Uaptain Kelly as captain of 
the steamer Planter, at $150 per month, from March 1, 1864, until :May 15, 1864, 
when transferred to the quartermaster in Philadelphia. 

He is reported by Capts. C. D. Schmidt, G. R. Orme, W. W. Van Ness, and 
John R. Jennings, assistant quartermasters at Philadelphia, ru~ captain of the 
Planter, at $150 per mouth fro m June 2ll, 1864, to December 16, 1864, when trans­
ferred to Capt. J. L. Kelly. assistant quartermaster, Hilton;Head, S. 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. :f. :f. Elwell, chie~ quartermaster, Depil.rtment of the South, in re­
lation to the capture of the steamet Planter, which is the only one" found on file 
in this office on the subject. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ALEX. :f. PERRY, 

Deputy Qu.artc1-master-Gene-~·al, U. B. A., 
Acting Quarte-rmaster-General. 

Hon. RoBERT S:u:ALLs, 
.llfember of Conuress ,' Wa-shinglolt, D. C. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER, 
Hilton Head, S. C., September 10, 186::1. 

· Gru<ERAL: I have this day taken a transfer of the small steamer Planter, o f 
the NA.vy. This is the Confederate steamer which Robert Smalls, a contraband, 
brought out of Charleston on the 13th of 1\Iay last. The Navy Department , 
through Rear-Admiral DuPont, 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, e tc.; but this I can have done here. She will be of 
much service to us, as we have comparath·ely no vessels of light draught. I 
shall have her employed at Fort Pulaski, where I am obliged to keep a steamer. 

Please find inclosed a copy of the letter of Rear-.Admiral DuPont to General 
Branman in regard to the matter. 

I azn, general, very r:!spectfuTiy, your most obedient servant, 
:f. :f. ELWELL, 

Captain and Assistant Quartermaster. 
:f. G. CHANDLER, 

DeputiJ Quartermaster-General, U. B. A. 
Personally appe!l.red before me Charles H. Campbell, of the city, county, and 

State of New York, who, being by me duly sworn accordi11gto law, deposes and 
says as follows: 

'.rhat during the year 18G2, and from that time up to and including the year 
1866, he was doing service in the Depa1tment of the.Sonth, headquarters at Hil­
ton Head, S. C.; that he knows Hon. Robert Smalls, of Beaufort, S. C.; that 
he w as present when the steamer Planter, of the city of Charleston, came 
into Hilton Head on or about the 13th of May, 1862'; that he went on board the 
Planter and made a personal examination of her condition, and found she was 
builtoflive-oakandredcedar, and a first-class coastwise steamer, well furnished 
and complete in every respect; that he was, and is, well acquainted with the 
value of steamers, and has been engaged in the business of steam-boating, both 
as captain and owner, for the last fifteen years; that the steamer Planter was 
tully worth, at the time she came into Hilton Head, the sum of ~.000 in cash 
for the boat alone; that the United Stal-es Government was p aying at that time 
for steamers of h er class 8400 per day under a charter-party agreement with the 
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 t h e 
steamer 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 el!;ewhere during the time the 
Plan ter was in the service; 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 services, I was commissioned by her former owner, Captain Fergqson, to 
purchase the Pla nter from the Government for the sum of $25,000, whicllaum I 
did offer, an 1· the same was refused on the part of the Government of the V nited 
States; that the steamer Planter was an extra strong-built boat; her frame was 
live-oak and red cedar, and built as strong as p ossible; she was built expressly 
for the coast"'ise trade, and she. is running out of the city of Charleston to-day 
and is considered by steam-boat men one of the strongest and best built steam· 
boats in the South. 

CHAS. H. CAMPBELL. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me tho 23d day of March, 1876. 
[o :rFICIAL SEAL.] JAS. A . TAIT, Notary PUblic. 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public, E . :u. Baldwjn, of the city of 
W11shington, D. C., who \\as by me duly sworn according to law, depcses and 
says: · -

That dudng the year A. D.1862 a,nd afterwards was d_oing service for the Ka.vy 
Dep:~rtment a t Hilton Ilead, S. C.,m the South Atlanttc blockading squadron; 
that he was ca ptain of the steam-tug 1\Iercury, and was one of the first persons 
tha t boarded the Planter at Hilton Head on the 13th day of l\1ay, A. D. 1862. 

That he bru~ 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 
quartermaster a t Hilton Head, and the vn1ue of ste.'UJl-boats genemlly at that 
lime and since; that he examined the Planter when she came into said harbor 
at llitton Head, and found her a firs t-class steam-boat, built of live-oak and red 
cedar, and her outfit and finding-s complete in every particular; thn.t she could 
have been rea dily sold at the time she arrived at Hilton Head for Si5,000 in cash 

- for t he steam-boat alone, or could hn.Ye been chartered to the Government for 
$400 per day, which at -that rate would have paid t-he 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 by both the officers of the A.rm:y and Navy, 
on I!.Ccount of her light draugllt nnd grea t s trength, by br the best s teamer for 
that coast senicc in the Department of the South. 

E . 1\f. BALDWIN. 
Sworn to-before me and snbscl'ibed by him in my presence this 25th day of 

l-'Iarcll, A. D . 1886. . 
[OFFICLU. SE.U.] JAS. A. TAIT, Notm·y Pu!)lic. 

E>Xhibit of the estimated val11es of certain ordnance and ordnance stm·es on boa1·d the rebel sl.c.'!mel' Plante1·, which came oul of Charlestrm, B. C., to the United States blocJ;­
ading fleet on the 15th day of May, 1862: 

I Estimatedunderthe.sn~position tha.t 
Articles of ordnance and ordnance stores on I the guns a:nd p~ojectlles of v:1lue 

board the Planter. to the. Umted States o!llY as ~1d 
materml, the powdet· bemg consid-

l ered as useful for saluting. 

----------------------------------
I long 32-pounder of7,200 pounds .......... .. .. ...... i At i cent per pound ... ... ..... . 
1short 3'.?-pounder of 3,300 pounds ... ... ... ........... ~ .At t cent per pound ......... .. 
1 short 24-pounder of 1,476 pounds ..... .. .. .. ......... . At t cent per pound ......... . . 
2 8-inch colurobiads of 9,240 pounds..... ...... ... ... At t cent per pound ......... .. 
1 7-inch rifle of 10,500 pounds.......... . ............... .. At t cent per pound ... . ...... . 
200 32-pounder shot.. .. .. ................. . ................... At U cents per pound .... ... . 
150 8-inch 32-ponnder shot. ... ....... ...... .. . .... .... ... . At U cents per pound ........ . 
200 32-pounder shell, loaded and fused.......... .. At H cents per pound ....... .. 
100 2-1.-pounder shell, loaded and fused........ .. .. At It eents per pound ... .. ... . 
200 7-inch rifle shell, loaded and fused. ...... ..... At U cents per pound ... ..... . 
150 8-inch rifle shell, loaded and fused. ........ ... At H cents per pound ...... .. 
400 3~-pounder charges, 8 pounds each, 3,200 At 22 cent s per pound ...... .. . 

pounds. . 
100 24-pounder charges, 2 pounds each, 200 .At 22 cents per pound ... ..... . 

pounds. 
200 7-inch rifle charges, 10 pounds each, 2,000 .At 22 cents per pound ....... . 

pounds. 
300 8-inchcolumbiad charges, 10poundseach, At 22 cents per pound ...... .. 

3,000 pounds. 

$54. 00 
24.75 
11. 00 

138. 60 
78.75 

113.00 
170.62 
78.75 
29.26 

315. 00 
131.00 
704.00 

44. 00 

4.40.00 

660.CO 

Estim11tetl supposing thnt ull the ar­
ticles are v alued at prices paid be­
fore the war, except the B1·o~ks 
rifle nnd its projectiles, which are 
given a t war prices . 

Estimated s-upposing that all the ar­
ticles are valued by the United 
States o.t wa.r prices. 

At 5.6 cents per pound .. .... . . 
At 5.6 cents !ler pound ..... . . . 
At 5.5 cents per pound ....... . 
At 5.6 cents per pounrl ....... . 
At 12 cents per po und ....... . 
At 66 cents each ................ .. 
At 83 cents each ... . .. ... ..... . . .. 
At $L.80 each .. ....... _ ......... .. 
At S1.40 t>..a.ch .. .. .. .. ............ .. 
At 6S each ....... ....... ........... .. 
.At ~2.33 each ............. .... ... . 
.At 18 cents per pound .... .... . 

At 18 cents per pound .... ... . 

.At 18 cents per pound ....... . 

At 18 cents per pound ....... . 

$403.20 i At 10 cents per pound ........ . 
220. 00 At 9 cents per pound ...... ... . 
82.lG At 9 cents per pound ......... . 

1, C27. 4 1 At 11 cents per pound .. ... ... . 
1, 260.00 At 12 cents per pound ..... _, 

132.00 At ~1 each ......... . ... ......... .... . 
124.50 At SI.25each .. ..... .. ........ .. .. .. 
350. 00 A t S2.50 each ... ................. . . 
140.00 At $2 tach ............... .......... .. 

1,200.00 At~6each .. ........ .. ............. .. 
3!9. 50 At ll3.3!J each ......... .......... .. . . 
576. 00 At 30 cents per pound ......... . 

36.00 

360.00 

510.00 

At 3:) cents per pound .. ... .. .. 

At 30 cents per pound ...... . 

At 30 cents per pound .. .... . 

$721).00 
2!)7.00 
132.84 

2, 032.80 
1, 2GO.OO 

200. 00 
1 7. 50 
502.00 
~00.00 

1, '200.00 
5C8.00 
~60.00 

GO.OO 

GOO. 00 

!JCO.OO 

1 32-pounde.r carriage, army patter n... ... .... ..... .At 22 cents per pound ...... .. 
1 24-pounder cal'l'iage, army pattern .. . .. .... ...... At 22 cents per pound ... ... .. tg:gg --~~-~~--~~~~ .. ~~-~:.~~~~~. :: :::: : : ~:gg \ ::::::::: : ::::::::::::::::: : :::~::::: : :::::: : 500. 00 

30.00 
I 

Total .................. ..... ............ .. ........... ..... . .... ....... .. ................. ........ . ...... 3,043.05 .. .... .. ... .. .. .. . ... ......... .. .. ..... .... .. 
1

7,163. 3.3 !···-........................................ 
1 

10,290. €0 
I . . 

The commi~tee now recommend that the bill be amended· by substituting 
therefor the following, and that, as so amended, the bill do pass: 

"Be it enacted\ etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and be is hereby, au­
t h orized t o appoint a board of competent officers of the Navy whose duty i t shall 

• be to make a reappraisement of the steam transpor t--boat P lanter, t aken dur ing 
t he lute r ebellion by R ober t Smalls fi·om. the harbor of Charleston, S . C., and of 
all the a rms, o rd nance, ordnance s tores , munition, tackle , an d o ther p roperty 

on board of said transport-boat at th e time of her d elivery to the Fede ral au­
thorities by the said Robert Smalls; and w l re n the full val ue of said transport­
boat., the arms, munitions, tackle, and other proparty shall be a scertained, esti­
mating said values by the worth of the p-roperty at the time of ca]>tl:re as afore­
said, shall cause an apportionment of euch value = ascertained to ba made 
between Robert Smalls and his associates on Htid tr·nnsTlort-bont at tbe ti m e of 
h er capture and delivery to the Federal author ities, iu the manner hereinafter 
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provided for by this act,deductin~ only the amount or amounts paid to the said 
Smalls and his said associates under the act of Congress approved May 30, 1862. 

SEc. 2. That the apportionment refe.rred to in the first section of this act sh!\11 
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 otlier prop­
erty, 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 be­
tween his ssid 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 heirs at law as aforesaid, 
out of any money in the Treasury not othenvise appropriated, the sum which 
may be by the said board of officers hereby authorized apportioned to each of 
them under the provision of this net. 

Mr. ENLOE. The report in the case of Hiram Johnson and others, 
which is exhausted, ought also to be printed in the RECORD, and I make 
that req nest. · 

There was no o"Qjection, 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.l345, second session, 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 following report: 
The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in 

House report of the Committee on Military Affairs, No. 184, second session, 
Forty-fourth Congress, and in reports from the Secretary of War, with corre­
spondence attached, on file with the papers in the case, and are in substance as 
follows: 

On the 25th day ofNol"ember, 1862, a pa.rtyofrebels 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 raiding party capti.U"ed·the Union troops, with 
their arms and camp equipage, blll"ned a quantity of cotton belonging to the 
United States and to private individuals, and also destroyed the depot buildings 
and water-tank belonging to the railway corporation. -

Thereupon, on the 2d day of December following, the commandant of the 
Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N. Haynie, Fortieth Regiment 
illinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate the losses sus­
tained and appraise the damages suffered from the raid, with a view to an as­
sessment, by way of reprisal, upon rebel-sympathizers in and about Henderson. 

The board so appointed assessed the value of the property captured and de­
ntroyed as follows : 
Cotton burned belonging to the United States..................................... $1,900. 00 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States................... 3, 180.00 

-----
Total belonging to the United States ........... :.............................. 5, 080. 00 

Cotton belongin~ to private persons................... . ......... ..... .................. 18, 171. 36 
Rail way property .. ............. .. . ......... ......... ......... ...... .. .... ...... ..... ...... ... ... 3, 500. 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 
act.ion 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 
said last-named headquarters directing the collection of the tax. _ 

Colonel Haynie proceeded in the execution 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 of the persons against whom the same was assessed. And 
thereafter, but nt what precise date does no~ appear. Col. W. W. Sanford, Forty­
eighth Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, commanding post at Bethel, made an addi­
tional and supplemental assessment for $1,326.20, to make up such deficit; and 
of this amount there was collected Si,026.20, making the total amount collected 
to repair losses and dtt.mages 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 
assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to prevent the 
gh·ing information and encouragement to enemies outside his lines by enemy 
sympathizers within his lines, is well settled and affirmed by all writers upon 
the laws of war, and is a most salutary check upon predatory incursions, by 
making the fri~nds of those who commit the damage bear the brunt of the in­
jury suffered. 

At the time of the appraisal of the damages and of the levying and collecting 
t.hese assessments it was supp<)sed to be unde.r and in execution of an order of 
General Grant, then commanding the troops in that department. But it appears 
from the papers filed that General Grant disavowed the construction put upon 
h is general orders by the local officers, and declared the pi.U"pose and intent of 
his general order to be that reprisal should be made by way of levy and assess­
ment in case of raids within our lines like the one at Henderson only to repay 
such losses as the Government might sustain in its property thereby, and he 
refused to reco,.nize the right of private claimants to reimbursement by such 
levy and assessment; and on the 23d day of January, 1863, ordered the proceeds 
of such a55essment and collection to be ti.U"ned over to the Provost-Marshal­
General. 

·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 out of this 
fund was approved by the Secretary of War, on the report made thereon by 
Generall\1. C. Meigs. which report maintai.ns 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 ton private claimant 
for reimbursement. 

The logical sequence from these facts, and this declaration and construction 
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 cotton burned belonging to the United States ..................... ................ $1,900 
Arms and camp equipage belon.ging to the United States.......................... 3,180 

5,080 
Had the Government rebuilt or repaired the injury to the railway properLy, 

as an essential for their use of it, that also should be included as a proper item 
for assessment; but the evidence shows that the railway company repaired their 
injm·ies at thetr own expense. 

Deducting this amount, for which the assessment was authorized, from the 
total amount collected, there remains a. balance of $22,271.26 taken from the pe-

titioners under a misconstruction of the order of the commanding general as 
certified to by. h is own aetion and the evidence of an officer of his staff. 

This committee have maintained, and st.ill adhere to the doctrine, that nona· 
tion is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. 

But was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-established 
doctrine? It is submitted that this wrong is clearly without the rule, because 
th is assessment was collected by an officer of high rank, commanding a mili­
tary district, in the execution of an office givi.ng him colorable authority, to 
say the least, to do the act he did; and that net was ratified by the general com­
manding, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution where the excessive 
assessment 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 applied to the use of the Government. And the committee 
is so constrained to hold, ns a contrary conclusion would comJ?el us to impeach 
t.he integrity of a. gallant officer, who fell before Vicksburg without a. stain upon 
his citizen or s :>ldier life. 

The la.w of the case, then, may be stnted 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 acts. 
And no proceedings 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 committee are constrained to hold that the claims of the petition­
t'rs to 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 persons who 
paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums originally paid by each of 
them respectively, and recommend its passag-e. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back tl1e bill 
and recommend its passage with amendments to make the bill conform to tho 
report. 

~Ir. LA.NHAM moved that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCn.E.A.RY having taken 

the chair as Speaker pro t.empore, 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 have not 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 to take a recess from 5 o'clock p. m. to 8 o'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 we1·e 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 Chair will put the request to 
the Honse. 

l'!Ir. ROGERS. Let the session be limited to 10 o'clock. 
l'lfr. LANHAM. Say 11. 
:Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it be included aU;o 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 military reservations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Limit the bills to $5,000. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentlcma.n 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? · · · 

:M:r. 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. 

M:r. LANHAM. I can not yield t<> that. 
?t!r. BURROWS. Then I must object. 
The SPEA.KER 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 1\lar· 
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 pa.ssed. 

:M:r. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on tho 
table. 

The latter motion wns aereed to. 
The bill H. R. 10798 of the same title was ordered to be laid on tho 

table. 
WILLIAM D. WIJ..SON. 

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 a8 amended ordered to be en-
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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. Honse, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, was considered, the amf(ndments 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 move to amend the title by striking out the name 
t' Martha L. Russell.'' 

The amendment was adopted. 
BILLS PASSED. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
without 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. 5516) 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 M1GUIRE. 
The bill (S. 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. 1\1. 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 tliird 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 (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele­
vator, and Railway Company, Mr. CoMPTON. Mr. HEARD, and Mr. 
ROWELLj and 

On the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Com­
pany of the District of Columbia, Mr. HE.AB.D, Mr. COMPTON, and Mr. 
BREWER. . 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committ-ee 

of the Whole Honse 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-
port. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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 Honse 
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 d~e to submit a privileged report from the Com­

mittee on Accounts . . 
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 SOOO, in full compensation 
for preparing an index of the Calendars of the House for the first session ofthe 
Fiftieth Congress. 

The Committ~e on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolut-ion providing 
for the payment out of the contingent fund of t-he House to Samuel D. Craig 
the sum of $600 for extra services in the preparapion of the Calendars, having 
considered the same, report that, in thejudgmentofyourcommittee, the amount 
asked is very reasonable. The extra. work on the Calendars is 40 per cent. at 

XIX- 435 

least in excess of any previous Eession, and there has been added an index (pre­
pared by Mr. Craig) which has been of great 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 recommend the passage 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 extr a. 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 Appro­
priations be directed to provide for the pa yment of said sum in the bill (H. R. 
10896) ma.king appropriat ions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
tho fisca l 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. messag~ from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, announced 

that the Senate had agreed to amendments of the House of Represent­
atives t.o Senate bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands on account of 
live-oak in the Southwestern land district of the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and In­
dian women; and 

A bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and university 
lands in·the Territory ofWyoming, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendmentthe bill (H. R. 10758) "to amend the charter oftheCapit.ol, 
North 0 Street and South Washington Railway Company." 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
313'2) "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. I ask that by unanimous consent the Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the p-nion be discharged from further con­
sideration of the bill which I ~end 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 i t enacted, etc.\. That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Company. a cor­
poration organizea 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 maintain, as hereinafter set 
forth , a navigable channel at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texa-s, 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, cyclones, and tidal waves, for the purposes 
of furnishing the vessels and boats adapted 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 Secretary 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 employ such boats, rafts, and appliances as fuey may, in the prose­
c~t!on of said work, deem necessary : P rovided, That no such structures or 
means employed shall hinder, delay, 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 
a!:! may be necesss.ry to secure their permanency along the banks of said Brazos 
River ; a nd said,Bt·a zos Ri '"er Cha.nne 1 a nd Dock Com pa.ny shall hold the Uni ted 
Sta tes h o.rmless from a ny d amages tha t may accrue to any person or persons by 
over flow or otherwise caused by the construct ion of said w alls, jetties, dikes, le­
vees. and other works constructed by said company: Provided f urther, That un­
less the construction of the proposed work shall be substantially commenced in 
one year from date of the approval of this act_. and prosecuted 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 
Com pany sh all secure n. navigable depth of 12 feet of water from a r o :nt in the 
ri'"er so fa r as u~ay be necessary to reach a place tha t will afford secur ity from 
storms , s -;vel's, cyclones, and tidal waves. a bove its mouth and extending f ro:n 
sa id point to a depth of 12 feet in the G ulf of Mexico,out~ide of the present bar. 
withi n three years after the date of the a :::proval of this act, Congres3 may re· 
vok ~ the privileges herein granted in relat .on to said im provement. And Con­
gress may r evok e the provisions herein granted in rela tion t~ said imorove­
ment, unless the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Comp m y chall, after Ee. 
curing 12 feet oiwater, secure an additional depth of not less tha n 2 feet during 
each succeeding year thereafter, until18 feet shall have been secured ; nn 1 in 
case said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall fail to comply with 
t ' e foregoing conditions as todepth ofwatera.nd time, for any period oftwelve 
months in excess of the time fixed, as &for esaid, then the privileges herein 
gra nted in relation to Fa id im provements sh all absolutely l::ecome null and 
void without action by Congress. 

SEC. 2. That the works of improvement in the said Brazos River, from the 
mouth of said 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 ~onsidered by said Brazos Riyer Channell\nd Dock 
Company necessary for obtaining a depth of 18 feet of water between the mouth 
of said river and said point described in section 1 of this act; and that the said 
Brazos River Channel and Dock Company may, if they shall decide-it best for 
the inte1·ests of navigation, change the course of said river a t 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 d isturbance 
of its regimen. · 

SEc. 3. That if at any time during the construction of said jetties and aux­
iliary works, or after said jetties and auxiliary works shall haYe been com­
pleted, and said channel of 18 feet in depth bas been obtained, the United States 
shall have the right to pay the said Brazos River Cbanri~l aqd Dock Company 
the value of their jetties and ot-her works constructed u nder and by the au• 
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-

P"S:C~~~:~s:~y person maliciously or intentionally injuring said works 01· 
interfering with the construction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misde­
meanor, and may be tried for such offense before the district court of the United 
States for the district wh_erein such offense may be committed, and if found 
guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding 31,000 or to imprisonment not 
more than two years, or both tine and inlprisonment as aforesaid for each of­
fense. 

M1·. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tex.as 
from what committee that bill emanates? 

Mr. CRAIN. It comes from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
It is the same as that which passed the Senate. 

:rtfr. 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 gives power for the improv~mentofthe mouth 

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 a.ny appropriation, and the people of 
that country have organized 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. 
:rtlr. GROSVENOR. There is one provision in this bill which is ob­

jectionable. It makes it a penal offense under the laws of the United 
States to interfere with the property of a State corporation. 

Ur. CRAIN. I am willing to have that stricken out. 
The SPEAKER pro tempure. Is there objection to the consideration 

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: 

SEc. 4. That any person ma.liciously or intentionally injuring said works or 
intertering with the construction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misde­
meanor, and may be tried for such offense before the district court of the United 
States for the district wherein such offense may be committed, and if found 
guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding S1,000 or to imprisonment not 
more tha.n two years, or both fine and imprisonmem as aforesaid for each 
offense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCl;JLLOGH. I move to amend the third section by mak~g 

it read "before m: 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 should go in that way, and 
I move that the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
adopted. · . . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will reporttheamendment. 
Mr. McCULLOGH. 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 read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac­
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be ~id on the 
table. · 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
MARINE HOSPITAL AT EVANSVILLE, IND. 

Mr. HOVEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hos­
pital at Evansville, Ind. 

The bill was read, .as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, o,nd he is hereby, au· 

thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building for a marine hospital at the city of Evansville, Ind. The plans, 
specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and 
approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building com­
plete, the sum of $1.00,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for 
the erection of the building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for 
such hospital, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 
limited, after the site shall have been purchased and paid for and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no money appropriated for this 
purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of Indiana shall have ceded to 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, durin~ the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except of 
the criminal laws of snid State and the service of civil process therein. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill j nst read? [After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

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

The latter motion was agreed to. 
D:C. JOHN n. 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 it -enacted, etc., That the sum of $17,000 be, and the same is he1·eby, appro­

priated, ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
Dr. John B. Read, his compensation as royalty on all rille projectiles with iron 
sabots furnished by R. P. Parrott to the United States during the war of 1861 to 
1865; said sum of $17,000 to be received by said John B. Read as royalty upon 
all such projectiles so furnished to the United States, and in full satisfaction of 
his claim. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLl\IAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. SIM:l\IONs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was refenecl the bi11 (H .. 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 Stat~s or in any country, Dr. John B . Read secured a patent, dated Oc­
tober ZS, 1856, for an elongated rille projectile, with a wrought-iron cup or sabot 
a.t the base, for expansion into rifle groo"\'"es, so as to .secure rotation. Early 
in the same year he hAd experimented, atFortress!l!ouroe, with a two·grooved 
24-poande.- ri1le gun, with such favorable results as to secure a contract with 
the Secretary of 'Var that, on condition of his as_iguing tile free use forever of 
such projectiles to the United tates, he should receive such compensation, in 
case of adoption, as a board of Army officers, to be appointed for the purpose, 
might decide to be just. A joint resolution was passed the present ession of 
Congress, authorizing the Secretary-of War to appoint such a board; which, 
after careful investigation of the case, made its1: port to the Secret:uy of War, 
n.nd was by hinl transmitted to Congress on the lith instant. 

These projectiles were extensively used at the outset of the war, and we1·e 
furnished 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 a reasonable 
royalt.y upon those projectiles furnished to the United States by R. P. Parrott, 
which were covered by his (Rend's) patent of October 28, 185G; and t.hat the sum 
of Sl7,000 is the proper amount to be paid by the United States to Dr. Read, in 
full satisfaction of his claim." 

Your committee therefore recommend that the substitute for the original bill 
herewith submitted do pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I recollect rightly that bill -was up this after­
noon, und 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 tem:po1·e. Is tbere objection to the present con­

sideration of this bill? 
Mr. HOLUAN. 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. I think not. 
Mr. FORNEY. No. 
:rt!r. HOLM:AN. Wbo makes the report? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. It is made by a board of Army officers ap­

pointed by the Secretary of War. 
The SPEAKER pro tempo1·e. Is there objection 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 cla.im. 
Mr. BURROWS. When did the claim mise? 
Mr1 BANKHEAD. In 1856. 

BUSINESS FROM 001\IMI'ITEE ON W .AR 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 Claims1 

Mr. \VEAVER. Not to interfere with appl'Opriation bills or the 
Oklahoma. bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the request? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 

STONE] asks unanimous consent that next Wednesday be set apart 
for the consideration of bills .reported from the Committee 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 resolu~on covering them t~eycan all. b«:l !lccommodated; _but ~t 
is not fair to smgle out one committee and g1ve It an advau tage m this 
way. . 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The reason I make this request is that 
the night we had assigned to us was frittered '&way. 

Ur. 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 nr­
rived, the Honse takes a recess until8 o'clock p. m. 
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The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. The 
House was called to order by Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, as Speaker 
pro tempore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 

SPEAKER's RooM, HouSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. 0., July 2:1, 1888. 

Sm: Hon. GEoRGE A. ANDERSON is designated to preside as Speaker protem­
pore at the session of the House this evening. 

Hon. JoHN B. CLARK, 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Olerk Hou-se of Representatives. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve if.c:!elf into Com­
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved if.c:!elf into Committee of the Whole, 

l.!r. DOCKERY in the chair. 
Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the call of the Cal­

endar may begin where we left off last Friday night, with the reserva­
tion as to bills which may have been passed over that if any gentle­
man present desires to eall up any such bill he be allowed to do so :first, 
and that in calling the Calendar bills the consideration of which is not 
asked by any gentleman present shall be passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
JOHN BUSH. 

Mr. LIND. I ask unanimous consent to take up a Senate bill (S. 
2124) granting a pension to John Bush. The claimant is ninety years 
old, and is not likely to live more than sixmonthslonger. The bill was 
not reported 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 
service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle­
mn.n from ?tfinnesot6, in view of the statement he has mad9? 

Ur. MATSON. I have a case myself in which the claimantis blind 
and in the poor-l1ouse, and I would like very well to have that bill 
called up out of its o-rder. 

.:.U:r. SPRINGER. Those are both meritorious cases, and I suggest 
that they both be considered. 

U.r. LIND. I have not Mked anything of this kind before. 
Mr. STRUBLE. The bill of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 

LIND] is a Senate bill, so that if he can have unanimous consent the 
legislation can be completed to-night. 

~fr. CARUTH. I have -the most meritorious case on the Calendar. 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRl'liAN. Is there objection to."the request of the gentle­
man from Minnesota. [Mr. LIND]? 

)fr. MATSON. I shall not object, though I do not think we ought 
to deput from the order. 

~1r. LIND. It is a ve1·y shOit case. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I also have avery meritorious bill. [Laughter.] 
Mr. LAFFOON. So haTe I. 
Mr. CHIPl\IAN. I have one, too. [Laughter.] _ 
Mr. LIND. I understand that the Clerk hM not the bill at hand, 

so I suggest that another case be 1aken up until my bill can be pro­
cu red. 

Mr. MATSON. Regular order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for. The Clerk will 

report the :first bill. 
JAMES W. BOWMAN. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.A bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to James W. Bowman. 

The bill was rea-d, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In ted or 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 James W. Bowman, late a corporal 
in Company C, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteers. 

Mr. MATSON. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom. was r eferred the .bill (S. 2449) 
granting a pension to James W. Bowman, having examined the papers, concur 
in the Senate report, hereto attached, adopt the report as their own, and recom­
mend the p:l.!!Sage of the bill. 

SENATE REPO.RT. 
The petitioner was a corporal in Company C, Seventh Tennessee Volunteer 

Infantry, in the war of the rebellion. He enlisted September 5, 1862, and was 
discharged August 7,1865, after a service 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 command of Lieutenant 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 accordingly, 

'
1 under his leave, went to see his father, and while hiding in the woods near his 

father's house was shot down by the Confederate scouts or guerrillas. He was 
treated for the wound, and so far recovered that be returned to camp for duty 
some weeks afterward, but he never wholly recovered from the effects of the 
wound, part of the shot remaining yet in his back where he was struck. 

The examining board rate him at one-half disabled for the performance of 

manual labor. The objection made to the claim. is that the wound was notre­
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 permission, or, having obtained per­
mission, had gone elsewhere than to visit his father, or bad overstaid his leave 
and had been injured, under any of these circumstances we should be inclined 
to reject the claim : but the permission to visit h:is father we do not think was 
unreasonable, nor that the soldier was to blame either for asking therefor or for 
using it when granted. When he left the oamp temporarily with leave of ab· 
sence, in good faith for that purpose, we do not think he was in any sense a de­
serter or out of the line of his duty. 

The eommittee think the claim well founded, aud recommend the passage of 
the bill llerewith reported, granting a pension to the petitioner, to take effect 
from the passage of the act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
H;ouse with a recommendation that it do pass. 

NATHANIEL FRANCIS. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, the bill (H. R. 9195) 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, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author'ized and 

directed to cause to be placed on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel Francis, late a private 
in Company D, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. M.A.TSO!-l") was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension-rolls, have considered the rnme 
and now report: 

The claimant was granted a pension March 3, 1875;from December 19, 11:!74, at 
S18 per month for disease of the eyes, and was dropped, on special investiga­
tion, January 15, lSSO, on the ground that the disease of eyes existed prior to 
enlistment. 

'l'he remaining his tory of this case is about as follows: Nathaniel Francis was 
enrolled as a private in Company D, Forty-eighth Indiana Regiment, January 
'1:7, 1862, and was mustered out with detachmentFebruary1, l865,having served 
the full three years of his enlistment. In a letter to claimant's attorney, July 
16, 1880, Actirlg Commissioner Clark says, on special examination: 

"The witnesses in general state that he was a man of intemperate habits be­
fore he enlisted, and t-hat as a consequence he had diseased eyes. * * * That 
the case can not be receded from until it has been satisfactorily established that 
Francis was a temperate 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 is 
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 produced 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, 
for the reason that he was granted a pension at SIS per month on the evidence sub· 
mitted, whioh was very full and complete. The evidence taken in special ex­
amination for restoration is somewhat conflicting, but it seems to the committee 
that the preponderance is lnrgely in favor of the claimant. 

General M. B. Hascall, of Goshen, Ind., who knew claimant several years 
before enlistment, 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 eyes to appear sore or in.fiamed before enlistment. 

Phillip Gordon says he bas known claimant from his boyhood, worked with 
him and for him prior to his enlistment, and noticed nothing the matter with 
bis eyes at and prior to his enlistment. 

As to prior 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 I. Grube, George W . Boyd, S. S. Miller, Johnson 
Brownlee, Lemuel Rhodes, Solomon Pearman, Levi Truax, Washington Tut­
tle, George \V. Pitman, Liberty Cross, S. S. Ma;;ti, D. D. Dunn, Jacob Kelver, 
W. Thomas, W. E. Trobridge, W. C. Irrks, A . L. Alleman, L. Thompson; A. C. 
Thompson, G. Kipfer, S. Thomas, W. C. Edwards, H. Hervy, W. W. ·welch, E . S. 
Lewis, Aaron Butts, L. Nussbaum, Samuel Lowe, Capt. Matt Boyd, W. Wilson, 
B. Brush, A. Abshire, L. Beagles, A. J. Johnson, G. W. Miller, R. 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 business men, who have known the claim­
ant for many years, petition that he be reinstated on the pensior.roll. 

In addition to the foregoing a special examination was made in October, 1879, 
by Special Examiner Paul E. Williams. 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 procured the evidence of several witnesses who were evidently prej­
udiced against the claimant, and he then adds: 

"I subinit the affidavits of several reliable persons, showing prior existence 
of the pensioner's disability, and that it was due to excess in life. I talked with 
and heard ot 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 parte, and there is little 
doubt that his entire investigation was made with reference to establishing his 
theory of the case. The claimant was not present at this examination. 

After a thorough examination of the volmninous evidence in this case the 
committee are of the opinion that there can be no reasonable doubt as to claim­
ant's soundness prior to enlistment. The proof of his neighbors to that effect is 
overwhelming. We believe a great injustice has been done to the faithful 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 Francis to the pension-rolls." Also, in line 4, strike 
out the word "placed" and insert "reinstated;" and when so amended we rec­
ommepd the pnssage 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 t}latit do pass. · 

JOHN BUSH. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'The bill which the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LIND] obtained leave to ha.ve considered is now at the desk and 
will be read. 

• 

• 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2124) granting a. pension to John Bush. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au­
thorized and directed to pla.ce on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations nf the pension laws, the name of John Bush, late a soldier in 
Company D, First United States Infantry, and pa.y him at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

Mr. MATSON. How does this bill come up? 
l\Ir. LIND. This is the bill for the consideration of which I obtained 

unanimous consent, but the bill was not here at the moment. 
Mr. 1\IATSON. The regular order wa-s 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. Buss) 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: 

'£his 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 committee recommend that this bill do pass, and they adopt the state­
ment of facts in the report of the Senate committee as part of this report, as 
follows: 

[Senate Report No. 555, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2124) granting 

a pension to John Bush, have examined the same, and report: 
This 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 F {•rt Snelling in June, 1835. He served with his regiment at Fort Crawford, 
Wis.,duringthe Black Hawk war. He is now ninety years old,isinvery feeble 
health from the infirmities of age, and himself and wife are and have been for 
years entirely dependent upon charity for their support. Mr. Bush has been 
a worthy citizen of l\Iinnesota for over fifty years. 

In view of the long service rendered by this old soldier, his extreme age and 
h e lpless and dependent condition, your committee report back the bill with a 
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 forthepresentconsidera­
tion of the bill which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

Ur. MATSON. I would like to know any reason for giving prefer­
<'Dce to this bill. 

Mr. 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 reaehed. 

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 Ma1·tha F. Lee. 

B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au­
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ahd 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Martha F. Lee, widow of William 
F. Lee, late a private in Capt. IsaacS. Vincent's company of Georgia Volun­
teers, and to pay her a pension from and after the passage of this act, and also 
puy to her the pension that ace1·ued to the deceased soldier during the period 
his name WRS stricken from the roll of pensioners. 

fbe 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 t.llat 

accrued to the deceased soldier during the period that his name was stricken 
from the roll_of pensioners." 

The report (by M.r. Buss) was read, as follows: 
·william F Lee. the claimant's late husband, served in Captain Vincent's com­

puny, Georgia Volunteers, for Cherokee removal, from May 14 to June 26,1838. 
He ''"as pen ioned December 7, 1859, for rheumatism, was dropped under the 
net of Febrnary 4, 1862, for disloyalty, and restored from March 9, 1878, under 
the act of Congress approve<". that date. 

His death, lay 13, 1885, was due to the disease for which he was pensioned. 
His widow's pension claim, however, was rejected by the Pension Bureau on 
the g-round that there existed no general law under which pension could be 
gTanted to the widow of a soldier whose ueath was due to causes originating 
during a period of peace prior to March 4, 1861. 

The Cherokee removal under which this soldier served is not recognized as 
a war by the Pension Bureau. 

1 n several similar cases the honorable Commissioner 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 committee recommend that the bill do pass, amended, however, by 
striking out all after the word "act," in line 9, and all of lines 10 and 11. 

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 (S. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin A. 
Bnrtram. 

The bill was read, as follows: .. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is, hereby 

authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, 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 case, find that 

the facts set. forth in the Senate report contain the essential features of the case, 
and we therefore adopt the same and recommend the passage of the bill. 

''The claimant was a private in Company A, Ninth Re.:iment Kentucky Vol-

• 

unteer Infantry, and served as such from November 26, 1861, to July 26,1862. His 
claim is founded upon 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 farmer. The medical and non-medical testi­
mony of distinguished witnesses on file abundantly shows that he is now labor­
ing under the two diseases above named, and that the hernia, which is large and 
painful when reduced, disables him from the performance of manual labor al­
most totally. That is his present condition. 

"It ls 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. ~ 

"Two of his comrades, Marsh:and Bertram, testify positively that they ware 
present when the hernia and rupture occurred, and particularly de cribe the 
place, time, and occa~on of its occurrence as being in camp 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 be 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 opinion that the claim is well founded, and recommend the 
passage of the bill." 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the _recom­
mendation tha.t it do pass. 

CATHA.BINE M'QUADE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. MAT­
SON) was the bill (S. 244A) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade. 

The bi!l was read, as follows: 
Be it eJlacl-ed~ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and airected to pla<Je on the pensien-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine 1\IcQuade, widow of 
Thomas McQuade, late a. priYate in Company F, Sixty-ninth New York Volun­
teers. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 
The Senate Committee on Pensions have made the following report, Vhich 

contains all the essential points in the case, and believing the case to be meri­
torious we adopt the same and recommend the passa.:e of the bill : 

"The applicant is the widow of Thomas McQuade, who was a. private in Com­
pany Fin ~ixty·ninth }legiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, in the war 
of the rebellion. The husband died at New York City on November 6, 1887, and 
was at the time of his death a pensioner. The pension had been gmnted to 
him on account of disability incurred by amputation of the left le~r, 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.----, a reputable 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 w eight of 
the body being thrown wholly upon the one leg, the stump of the other, by 
reason of abrasion, being too sensitive to bear any of the weight of the soldier's 
body. 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 due 
to Bright's disease, what to erysipelas, in the mortal attack which cau ed the 
soldier'sdeat.h. We think it is most probable that erysipelas was the exciting 
acute cause of his death. 

"'Ve are convinced that the soldier's death was cAused, at least indirectly, by 
the injury first receiYed in the service, and therefore 1·eport 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 t.hat it do pass. 

J..A.M~S WHITE. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by 1\!r. 
MATSON) was the bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to James White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it tnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and dh·ected to plnce on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jame8 White, late a fifer in Com­
pany K, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteers, at the rate of 34 a month. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 
Having carefully examined the papers in the case the committee reco~mend 

favorable action on the part of the House, and adopt the Senate report., as fol­
lows: 

"That the petitioner enlisted in May, 1861, as a fifer in Company K, in the 
Second Regiment Iowa. Volunteer Infantry, in which he served until August, 
1862, when, being honorably discharged, he afterwards enlisted as bugler in the 
Seventh Regiment Iowa 01\vs.lry, serving from 1\Iarch, 1863, until May, 1860, 
whence, being honorably discharged, he again, on the 7th 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 
which last date he was honorably discharged, upon surgeon's certificate of dis­
ability. 

"That at the time of his last discharge he was suffering from rheumatism and 
disease of the eyes. He was placed upon the pension list and 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 a.nd general physical condition of the 
claimant as shown by the evidence, will continue to be permanent. 

"Dr. P. G. Rockwell, examining surgeon, under date of April 12, 1883, testifies 
that the claimant wa-s suffering from enlargement of joints, general debility, 
and m uscula.r weakness occasioned by rheumatism. Under date of June 4, 1887, 
E. C. 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, 
swea-rs that he is suffering from same diseases above and rates his disability 
at one-half. 

"His neighbors, James Anderson, T. A. Givens, W. H. Ha.rbers, and Henry 
Hahn, testify to »n a-cquaintance with him for twelve years; that he suffers 
from rheumatism and disease of the eyes so as to be partiallydisabled from the 
performance of manual labor. Their evidence covers a period extendin.: from 
February, 1883, to July, 1&!7 • 
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"We are of the opinion thatthe applicant ought to be restored to the roll, and 

that at the rate of$4 per month, and do report and recommend the passage of a 
bill herewith returned for that purpose." 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do p'ass. 

l\IARY CURTIN. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar ( ca.lled up by 11Ir. 

MATSON) was the bill (S. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Curtin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 1macted, etc., 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 Mary Curtin, widow of Timothy 
Curtin, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Massachusetta Volunteers. 

· The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 
The committee, after considering 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 

Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetta Volunteer Infantry. He en­
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. lie died at 
Boston, Mass., September 17, 1880. His death is recorded as of pneumonia. 

"The physician in attendance at last illness says that his disease was consump­
tion; that he would have died in a few weeks from this latter disease; that the 
attR.Ck from pneumonia only hastened death. The clahnant and her neighbors 
testify that the soldier upon his return home, immediately after his discharge, 
was greatly broken in health; that he had an incessant backing cough and was 
thf;lroughly disabled for work; 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 sufficienUy that the wound and its 
consequent results were the causes of the husband's death. We therefore re­
port herewith n. bill for the relief of the petitioner and recommend its passage." 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. MARGARET LONGSHA:W. 
:M:r. 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 there­
lief of Mrs. Mm-garet Longshaw, dependent mother of William Long­
shaw, late assistant surgeon, United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Margaret Longsha.w. dependent 
mother of the late Asst. Burg. William Longshaw, United States Navy, upon 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 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 Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, have had the same und~r con­
sideration, and find that the beneficiary of the bill is the mother of the deceased 
Asst. Surg. William Longshaw, United States Navy, who achieved during the 
late war a most enviable name and reputation; that he received the thanks 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 he was killed, close up under the glacis, in the assault of Fort Fisher, Jan-
uary 15, 1865." . 

'l'hat this officer left neit.her widow nor child; that during his service he con­
tributed largely of his pay to the aid and maintenance of his mother and father, 
and to the education of a younger brother. · 

That beyond a Slilall and utterly inadequate income contributed by her hus­
band during his lifetime and a small and utterly insufficent income left her at 
his death, the mother of the deceased officer has no one legally bound to sup­
port her. 

That the mother is now ad\·anced in years, very feeble and inffrm, and re­
quires the constant attention of another. 

That 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 claim to be meritorious and that its passage would be a 
simple act of justice. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill (H. R. 9557) with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid ~ide 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 M~rs. Margaret Gallagher; on page 57 of the Calendar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 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 la-ws, 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 Committee on 

Pensions, which is as follows: 
"Concerning this claim the Commissioner of Pensions writes to the chairman 

of this committee as follows: 
" • The soldier was pensioned for gunshot uound, causing a.mputatio':l of right 

arm above the elbow. The record of death and the affidavit of attending phy·· 
sician show that he died twenty years afterwards of paralysis. The widow's 
claim was rejected, March 23, 1883, for the reason that the disease of which the 
soldier died (paralysis) did not result from any injury received or disease con­
tracted in the service. The medical referee of this Bureau says: '.A gunshot 
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 that she is very destitute. It appears from the Pension Office records 
that she married the soldier, Edward Gallagher, Novembel·13, 1862. Gallagher 
died August 6, 1881. 

"Dr. Robert A. :Joyce deposes, September 23, 1881, that he attended him i!l 
February, 1881. He was ~hen suffering from extrem~ weakn~s!:! from hcml­
plegia; next examined him on .August 5, a:nd found h~ suffermg from para­
plegia which caused his death on t-he followmg day; beheves the 1·emote cause 
of said paralysis to be the !!hock from a wou?d rece~ved at.the ba~tle of Ball's 
Bluff, which wound necess1t-ated the amputat10n of his arm 1mmediately below 
the shoulder-joint. 

"Hugh J. Curran deposes, April25, 1884, that Gal-!agher wa~ a strong •. healthy 
man when he enlisted; that deponent was called m to see him after h1s return 
in 1861 and found him suffering acutely; summoned Dr. J;..eonard K. Sheldon, 
who h~ since died, who pronounced his illness a bad case of feyer and ~gue and 
diarrhea · knows that he was subject to these spells up to the trme of hiS death, 
having o~ several occasions helped h im home when attacked by the~ on the 
street· his gait was very unsteady, that of a man much enfeebled by sickness. 
"Dr~. W. E. Richards and C. P. Grove jointly depose, .April22,1884, tl:~at t~ey 

treated Gallagher professionally from March 2, 1881, to :June 22t 1881, seemg 
him once each day· that the remote causes of his death were a. fall of about 80 
feet caused by a ·v~lley that shot off his right arm above the elbow, at the 
sam'e time precipitating him from the top of the bluff (battle of Ball's Bluff) 
into the Potomac River· total neglect to dres3 his wound for twenty-four 
hours and almost total p~ostration resulting from loss M blood. .All these con-
8pired to create an inflammatory process in the. posterior column o f the !:!Pinal 
cord which finally assumed the form of scleros1s. There was numbness m the 
feet 'left leg and trunk up to the waist line; insensibility to puncture made 
with a point~d instrument. This con~ition extended th_x:ough the left ~rm and 
third and fourth fingers. 9ther ind1cations of :paralys.ts are s tated w.1th con­
siderable detail and there IS no doubt that the 1mmed1ate ca.nse of hts death 
was paralysis. ' . · 

"Your committee 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 th~t the fatal disease was induced by the wound and the fall 
which the claimant 1·eceived at Ball's Bluff; that it had affected him for years 
before his death, and was progressive in its character. · 

"The passage of the bill i~ r.ecommended." . . . 
Your committee are of opm1on that the case 1s mentonous, 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 etc. 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
sey." 

The report (by Mr. HuNTER) was read, as follows: 
Frededck Bussey enlisted in the Army of the United States as a private in Com­

pany K, Fifth Kentucky Infantry, on the 9th of September, A. D. 1861, and was 
mustered out at Louisville, Ky., December 9, 1864. 

While in the sen•ice 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 discharged returned home to his family. Before the 
war hi; 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. E;e 
would wander a.way from home, and when found be unable to account for his 

mg~erwe:~~easions, while suffering from this trouble, h~ was found wandering 
aimlessly about and was arrested and taken to the statiOn-house for safe keep­
ing. These attacks became more frequent.. He was unable t.o support his fam­
ily; worked very il;regularly. One day, '!1tho~t a word to his fellow. workmen 
or to his wife or children, he left the shop m which he had been workmg a short 
time and after being gone a week or more, without his family or friends know­
ing ~nything of his whereabouts, be was found dead on a railroad track near 
Franklin Ind. He had been run over and killed by a passing t1·ain. 

l\irs B~ssey's application for a pension was rejected on the ground that her 
husba.nd's death was not occasioned by disease contracted in the service. It is 
plain that the sun-stroke would, ~s it ~oes in ma~y cases, have a tenqency to 
produce insanity. Doubtless t-he 1nsamty of Frederick Bussey lead to hts death. 
Should 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 husband? .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 propose to amend the bill by correcting the name "Busey" 
in the title and where it appears in the bill to Bussey, and by adding, after the 
uame in line five, the words "widow of Frededck Bussey, late a. private in 
Company K, Fifth Kentucky Infantry," and recommend, when so amended, 
that the bill do pass. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 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 1\Ir. FINLEY) was the bill (H. R. 6848) for 
the relief of Elizabeth A. South. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be 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 husband of Elizabeth A. South, was enrolled on the 

1st day of November, 18Gl, in Company B, Twenty.first Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteers. He was killed in action near Murfreesborough, 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 South, as appears from several affiduvits on file, she was in" easy 
circumst.'l.nces.'' 

South turned out to be a "worthless, dissipated drrmkard," and squandered 
all her property except the little home in which she now lives. Finding she could 
live with him no longer, o. s eparation took place and she applied for and was 
granted a divorce. She has no children under sixteen years old by her first 
husband, John B. Wells. She appears to be in destitute circumst.ance , and she 
now asks to be reinstated on the pension-roll as the widow of John B. Wells. 
Having given the matter careful consideration, the committee are ofthe_opinion 
that the relief a ked for ought to be granted. 

We therefore submit a favorable report, and 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. 

SAl\lUEL PIERCY. 

The next pension business on the Private ,Calendar (the considera­
tion of which wa.s asked by 1\Ir. FINLEY) was the bill (H. R. 3110) 
granting a pension., Samuel Piercy. 

The bill was rea.d, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Thattbe Secretary-of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a.n­

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to all the provisions 
a.nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Piercy, who Bel""'"ed in 
Company E, Mnth Kentucky Volnntee:r Infantry, in the late civil war; 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) wa.s 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, Ninth Kentucl.'"Y 
Vohmteer Infantry, on the 4th day of October, 1861, at Camp .To Underwood, in 
Barren County, Kentucky; that on the 21th October, 1861, while on duty, be '"as 
captured by a Tennessee regiment ofConfederate cavalry and carried to Bowling 
Green, Ky., where he contracted measles; thl\t upon his recovery he was re­
moYed to Nashville, Tenn.; that in consequence of his not having fully recov­
ered from measles and from exposure, he had a relapse; be was taken from 
Nashville to Salisbury,N.C.,and from there to New Bel'Ile,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 big regiment 
and was never discharged from the !!ervice. 

He filed his claim for a. pension September, 1883, and the <~arne was rejected 
September, 1887, "upon the ground of neglect and apparent inability ot claim­
ant to furnish his correct service or certificate of discha;~e." 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 unn.ble to ngain re­
join his regiment on account of his ill health. This is sustained by the testi­
mony of Daniel J. SLreet and Samuel C. Sloot, both of whom belonged to the 
company and regiment, and acted as second lieutenants in said company and 
1·egiment, and who are certified to be men of reputation for truth and veracity. 
and speak from personal knowledge of the facts. Claimant is not reported as a. 
deserter. . 

He seems to be an illiterate, ignorant man, and has depended upon himself to 
prepare his case, which, in the opinion of the committee, has been to his preju­
dice, and by reason of which his claim for pension was rejected; for it is evi­
dent from the proof before your committee that he contracted disease in the 
service and in line of duty, and which has continued to the present, and by which 
he is disabled from peclprming 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 di~ease of lungs cans:ed by a. relapse f1·om measles, ("Old, and expos­
ure while a. prisoner of war. 

They believe this to be a mel'itorious case, fl.Ild recommend the passage of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ALBERT 0. ROBB. 

The next pension business on the Private Cale1;1dar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr .. ·THOMAS: of Kentucky)'was the bill (H. 
R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert 0. Robb. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enl:\cted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interi~r 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 Albert 0. Robb, formerly a pTivate 
in Company K, Twenty-thi:rd Regiment of Kentuck-y Volunteers. 

The rep.ort (by Mr. HuNTER) was read, as follows : 
Albert 0. Robb, enlisted September 11, 1861, as a. private in Company K, 

Twenty-third Kentucky, and was discharged upo&surgeon's certificate of dis­
ability bS>' reason of" contraction of tendons of both feet. Date of discharge, 
January 7, 1863. He applied fo:r a pension, No. 418181; his claim was rejected 
NoYember 17, 1886, on the ground that the alleged disability of feet existed 
prior to the soldier's enlistment. 

The said Robb claims that in Tennessee, aner a forced mn.rch ft·om.Lebanon 
to lUurfreesborough ; thence to sight or Nashville, Tenn .• thence back to near 
Lebanon, and on to Murfreesborough, covering about two days in the spring of 
1862, he first noticed a severe pain in feet and ankles and a swelling' of the joints 
of the feet; was in the hospital at Murfreesborough suffering with inflammatory 
rheumatism in the feet; remained there two or t,hree weeks and was treated by 
the surgeons of the regiment; got better and marched with the regiment t o 
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
ville he was not able to march 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. 

1\Ir. F . M. Kelly sn.vs that-
"He knew Robb f1:om 1855 to 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. .After he returned from the Army he complained of rheumatism." 

Ron. L . J. Proctor, a leading lawyer of Kentucky, says that-
" He bas known Robb since he was a boy; that said Robb worked for him in 

the years 1B58, 1859, and 1860, and that said Robb was during that time o. stout, 
able-bodied, healthy man, and had always been stout and healthy from the 
time affiant first lrnew him up to the spring of 1861, the last time affiant saw him 
before he enlisted in the Army. After he enlisted the affiant did not see him 
except once until after the close of the war, when be again cam.e to live with 
aillant and did live with affia,nt from 1865 to 11!70, at .Mammoth Cave. 

'' 'Vben he returned to the cave in 1865 or 1866 he was very lam.e and com­
plained very much of rheumatism. in feet, legs, and hips, and his feet nnd 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 leaders of his feet were badly 
contracted. During the time he (Robb) was in Park Barracks, at Louisville, 

thi~ a.fiia.nli visited said barracks and saw the applicant there and he was then 
Yery lame, apparently in bad health, and suffering from cold and rheumatism. 
lie knows that said appHcantwas a sound, healthy man up to the spring ofl861, 
and that he has been a cripple and diseased since tl1e first. time this affiant saw 
him after his return from the Army, o.nd that he is now a. cripple, unsound, and 
unable to perform manual labor for support." 

Sutton Parker, private, Company K, Twenty-third Kentucky, says in an affi. 
davit: 

"First knew claimant at enlistment, ::~.t which time·he seemed to be in good 
health; was able to do duty at first; marched throughKentuckywithout mak· 
ing complaint; but in winter of 1862, while in Tennessee, he gn.Ye out in big 
feet; his feet swelled up; had bumps on them so that he could not march and 
was discharged." 

Tho lJnited States examining board at Bowling Green, Ky., made an official 
examination of claimant on the 27th day of January,1866, and staled ns follOW'S: 

"Bot h feet are tender and ligam.ent.e drawn so rut to throw most of the weight 
of body upon the outer side of feet when walking or standing; great toes are 
contracted and articulations enlarg-ed; heart sounds normal; lungs, li>er, 
spleen, etc. , normal; no other evidence of rheumatis m present." 

Fl."om all the proof in the application for pension the committee is of opinion 
that this is a meritorious case, and they therefore 1·ecommend the pnssuge of 
the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

CII.A.RLES S. ll.AK.ER. 

The nex:t pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera­
tion of which was asked by Mr. LAIDLAW) WU3 the bill (H. R. 9792) 
to increase the p.ension of Charles S. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: • Be it enacled, etc., Thatt.he Secretary of tile Interior be, and is hereby, author-
ized and directed to increase the pension of Charles S. Baker, late a p1·ivate of 
Company B, Seventy-second Regiment New York State Volunteers, to $72 per 
month in lieu of the pension uow received by him. 

The report (by :Mr. SAWYER) was read, a.s follows: 
The beneficmry above named '\Vas a private in Company B, Seventy-second 

Regiment New York Volunteers , mustered into the service Jnne 20, 1861, and 
was discharged September 6, 1862, for disability. lle wa pensioned at rate of 
$!per month from the date of his discharge to !liay 24, 187 , and since then his 
pension has been increased from time to time as his disability increased, till his 
pension was :raised to ~39 per month from June 23, 1886, for piles, disease of the 
lung , and resulting disea e of the heart. 

The claimant was examined by a boarrl of physicians n.t the Pension Depart­
ment at Washington on the 18th day of l\fa.y, 18.17, and the board gave him a. 
rating of $30 per month, and they certify in their opinion as follows: 

"From present indicat.wns and condition of this claimant, it is our opinion 
that be will not live a year, unl ess great changes for the bet.tcrshould appear, 
which we doubt." 

The man is. t-otally blind, bub not on account of any injury received in the 
ilervice; he is very poor, and has no means of livin~ except his pension; his 
disability consists of piles; disense of the lungs, and 1·esulting disease of the 
heart; he has not improved since he wa exn.mined as aforesaid, but bas grown 
worse; his pulse is from 110 to 140. He is subject to fainting fits, arising from 
the imperfect action of t.he heart, and upon such occasions he bas to have the 
assistance o:ti an attendant to rub him and otherwise stimulate the circulation; 
and while it can_ not be said that he needs the constant attention of another per­
son, still it c.•tn hardly be safe for him to be much_ alone. And although his 
blindness is not the result of his military service, still the committee can not 
forget that fact in considering the condition of this poor, unfortunate, suffering 
soldier. 

The evidence shows that he co.n live but o. short time at the best, and that his 
affi.ictions and sufferings will incrcr.se 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, ·with-an amendment striking out the words 
" seventy-two," in the sixth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the words "forty­
frye ." 

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. DO.ANE. 

Thenextl).usiness on thePrivate C:ilendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by. Mr. WHITIXG, of Michigan) waa 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, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Russel L. 
Doane, of Peck, Sanilac County, lll.ichigan. 

The report (by l\Ir. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 
Russel L. Doane is the father of Dempster Doane, second lieutenant in Com­

pany D. Thirty-fifth Regiment of New York Volunteers, who died on the 22d 
day of September, 1881, at Peck, in Sanilac County, 1\Iichigan, and who, up to 
the time of his death, supported the claimant, who is now over eighty years of 
age, incapable of manuallab01·, and destitute of the means of support. 

While there is no. doubt that Congress will provide by general legislation. for 
ca es of this kind, the advanced age of the claimant demands that he be re­
Heyed now, ifbe is to be relieved at all curing his lifetime. 

Your committee recommend that the bill dopa s, with the following amend­
ment, namely: Add o.fter the word "Michigan," in the last line, the words 
"dependent father of the late Dempster Doane, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment 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 <il.o pass. 
ELLEY J . ~EDAKER. 

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: 
.ne it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of lhe Inte1·ior 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 lawa, the name of Ellen J. Snedaker, the dependent 
mother of JamP.s W. Snedaker, late second lieutenant of Company D, One 
hundred and eleventh Regiment New York State Voluntee~~s, and of .Albert I. 
Snedak~r, late a. private in the same company and regiment. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 
Ellen J. Snedaker wns the mother of two sons, both of whom died in the serv­

ice of the country, the elder on the battle-field, the younger as a prisoner of war 
nt .Andersonville. She and her husband are very old, and in destitute circum­
stances, but when their sons entered the service were prosperous and in no 
sens.e dependent on them for support. Misfortune has overtaken them with 
age, and the husband is a.ffi.icted with mental weakness, which renders him un­
fit to perform even t-he labor which his advanced age might be .capable of. lie, 
after the war, recovered and bore to his home the bodies of his boys. 

Mrs. Snedaker makes claim because of the mental condition of her husband. 
The Commissioner of Pensions properly decided against her because she could 
bot show dependence on her sons, or either of them, at the tilne of death. 

The committee think that there ought to be a presumption that the boys 
would care for their parents. 

They recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to tho House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLI.Al\I W .ALLACE YOUNG. 

The next business on the Calendar, the (consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. CIDPMAN) was the bill (S. 1575) granting an increa.se of 
pension to William Wallace Young. 

The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacl$d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to increase, subject to the provi~ions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the pension of William \Vallace Young, late a private in Com­
pany B, One hundred and twenty-first New York: Volunteer~, to the rate of r,30 
per month. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 
The following is the report of the Senate committee on this bill: -
"The petitioner was a. private in Company B, One hundred and twenty-first 

New York Volunteers. He was pensioned at $4 anu increased 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, disease of liver and kidneys, and lung disease and scurvy while a pris­
oner of war, by exposure and starvation, resulting in general debility. 

''His capture a.nd imprisonment are shown by the war records, and in the 
same 1·eport his disability is thus described by the surgeon: 'Debility, induced 
by improper and insufficient food while a prisoner in the hands of the rebels.' 

•• From the testimony of his neighbori!,-who are ascertained to be credible. 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, kldney, and lung disease, and 
scurvy, which was caused by expostue and star>ation, 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 aud capable of 
extrn.ordinat·y endurance; that after his release :from prison, on his way home 
on furlough, affiant again saw him, when l1e was emaciated, b1·oken down, and 
so weak that he feared he would not live to get home. 

"Drs. Brown and ·wilcox testify to having treated him for the disa.bilities 
claimed, and to his low condition. Recent medical e:xamin.•l.tions show that he 
i s not able to perform manual labor; that his condition is not only helpless, but 
pitiable. 

"There is a mass of convincing testimony in substantiation of his claim for 
increase, a careful examination of which convinces the committee that his pen­
sion is too low. The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it 
do pas.'!.'' -

The claimant seems to need an attendant, and tlle amount proposed by the 
bill is barely sufficient to give him proper attention. 

\Ve recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to tho House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

ER~ST IrnfN. 

The next bns:iness on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by :Mr. CIDPMAN) was the bill (S. 2413) granting au increaseof 
pension to Ernst Hein. 

The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted. etc. , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he herehy is, au­

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of t11e pension laws, the name of Ernst Hein, late a private in Com­
pany H, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, at such a. rate and increase o·ver 
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 l\Ir. CHIPMAN) was read as follows: 
The committee adopt the Senate report hereto appended and recommend 

that the bill do pass. 

Claimant enlisted in Company H, Eighteenth :Massachusetts Volunteer In­
fantry, August 20, 1861, and was dischar{?ed September 7, 1803, on account of 
atrophy of left arm, contracted since enlistment; re-enlisted in Company C, 
Thirteenth Veteran Reserve Corp , June 18, 18&.1, and wa.s discharged Novem­
ber 13, 1865. By act of Congress approved June 1, 188(}. he is now drawing a 
pension of $10 per month on account of pa1ralysis of left arm and disease of 
stomach. 

Claim for pension on account of wound of index finger of left hand was re­
jected June 17, 1835, on the ground that there is no record of the alleged wound 
on file at the War Department, and cl:!.imant is unable to furnish satisfactory 
evidence showing the incurrence of the same in the service and in the line of 
his military duty. 

The testimony in the claim is as follows: In his declaration filed June 2,1876, 
claimant states that his left hand was crippled in the service 1\Iay 2, 18 3. In 
nffida...it filed March 18,1884, claimant states tha~ he was wounded in left index 
finger at the battle of seven days' fight before Richmond. Va.., June or July, 
JSG2. In affidavit filed October 17, 18!H, 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 te timony of no officer, with the exception of 
Surgeon 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, surge0n, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, in affi­
davit filed July Z7, 1883, testifies that he dressed the wounds of the forefinger of 
the left hand of claimant at the first battle before Richmond, Va., Jnne 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 e:uused from 
duty for about three weeks. -

In affidavit filed November 26,1884, George W . Smith, o. sergeant of Company 
H, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, testifies that elaimant was 
detailed on provostrgWU"d duty, and sent to the rear of the Army to keep up 
stragglers, and that he was not wounded in his index finger when he left th~ 
regiment, but that after the lapse of a few days, when he returned to the regl­
ment, he was wounded in the upper knuckle of his left index finger, and affiant 
was informed that the said claimant received his wound in the battle before 
Richmond, Va. 

In affidavit filed November 26, 1884, Charles H. Drew, captain of Company H, 
Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, testifies that in June, 186:!, claim­
ant was a sound man and a faithf~l soldier; but subsequently it is said 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 ;rune 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 htmd, involving the joint; 
that there is now a false joint with considerable deformity; that he has be':n 
acquainted with claimant since 1866, and has personal knowledge of his dis­
abilities. 

The board ofUniledStatesexaminingsw·gcons,. at Utica, N.Y., ra.te claima.nt 
one-fourth for W<Jnnd of index finger of left hand. . -

Favorable action is warranted by the facts in the case, and your commtttee, 
therefore, recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the reC!om­
mcndation that it do pass. 

JOHN D. JOXF..S . . 

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. PERKrxs) was the bill (H. R. 775) grantiDg an incre~e 
of pension to John D. Jones. · 

The bill is as follows: 
Be it £n'tcled, etc_, That the Secretary of' the Interiol'" be, and he is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John D. Jones, 
late a private in Compn.ny G, Seventh Kansas Cavalry, and pay ~m n. pension 
of $40 per month. 

Tbe report (by Mr. :fifORBILL) was redd, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred thebilllH- n.. 775} 

granting an jnc1·ease of pension to John D. Jones, submit the following report: 
The claimant in thls ClliSC is suffering from lung difficulty, is totn.lly deaf in the 

rig-ht ear, and is neru:ly blind. His eye-sight is so impaired that it is impos ible 
for him to work, or to do anything to enrn a support for himself and those de­
pendent upon him. lie wa~ a member of Company G, of the Seventh Kansas 
Infantry Volunteers, and for his disabilities eontracted in the military service 
is drawing a pension of $10 per month. This pension is on account of Jnng dif­
ficulty and total deafness of the right ear, he receiving nothing in consequence 
of the less of his eye-sight. He has drn.wn pension since JatLDary 12, 18:!3, but 
has or..ly been allowed his present rate since November 15, 1887. 

The claimant is o. poor man and has a dependent mother to care for, the widow 
of an old soldier, as well as his own family, and in consequence of his in firm­
ities is the subject of private and public charity. In 1882 he was employed as a 
day laborer in a.. coal-mine and was engaged with other workmen in blasting 
the caprrock. The fuse was tired and the rock exploded, and the burnt powder 
and broken pieces of stoue were tl1rown into the face and eyes of the claimant 
so as to seriously burn and injure him and to destroy almost totally his powei' . 
of sight. At present it is said he can distinguish between daylight and night, 
and can wander about his home withou~ 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 claimant 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 ha >e had notice of the pending explosion and could have 
protected himself. 

The claimant swea.rs that he did not hear the fuse when burning, and while 
it is thus shown that the explosion was the direct and immediate ca.nse of the 
injuries which resulted in the destruction of claimant's eye.s. yet we believe it 
is logical and consistent to belimre that had it not been for his defecti>e hear­
ing, which resulted from his army service, he could and would have protected 
hin1sE!lf from this serious misfortune_ The officers of the county where ·the 
claimant resides and many ot the leading citizens. knowing the circumstances, 
ask in justice that his pension sball be increased. In view of the evidence and 
all the circumstances your committee believe that the claimaut should be 
granted a . pension for that disability, and hence recommend that the bill be 
amended so as to strike ont th~ 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 lieu of the pension he is now receiving," and with these amendments they 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

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. 

1\fr. LANE. Let the remainder of the report be read. 
The Clerkresumedandconclnded the reading ofthereport, 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. 

MBS. NANCY E. SPENCER. 

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. PEBKINS) was the bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Naney E. Spencer. 

The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacf.ed, etc., 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, the name of Nancy E. Spencer, wido.w of 
Charles L. Spencer, late of Comp!lny H, Forty-seventh Regin1ent Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers. 
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The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) is as follows: 
The. Committe.e on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.. R.7S3) 

grantm~r .a pens~on t? Mrs. ~ancy ~· Spencer, submit the following r eport: 
The claimant m th1s case lS the Widow of Charles L. Spencer, late a pd vate in 

Company~. For~·Se¥enlh Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 
The soldier enlisted May 9, 1864, and was discharged September 28 1864 and 

died on.1.he 14~h d!l-Y of .April, 1~. On t_he 1st day of March, 1885, the soidicr 
made his application for a pens10n, allegmg as his disability diarrhea and en­
large_me~t of the liver and spleen. The claim was prosecuted to a successful 
termi~at10n, an_d on the 29th of Sept~mber, 1887, he wns pensioned for diarrhea 
and diSease ofli¥er and spleen. Th1s, however, was not until after the soldier 
was dead, and. the pension ceased at his death, April14. 1885. 

The cl1.dmant pre.sented her claim for widow's pension on the 25th of October 
1886, which was reJected on the ground that the disease of which the soldie r 
died was not due to disease contracted in the service. In this we think the Pen­
sio~ Office was in error. Dr. W. W. Woodmir, who wasthenttendingphysician 
testifie~ that M.r. Spencer died of pneumonia and chronic diarrhea., and Dr. Job~ 
T. Dav1s says, m an affidavit filed, that he saw Mr. Spencer during his last ill· 
ness and was called in as a consultinl! physician, and found him much emaci­
~b1c~rh~ di~~nic diarrh~a and sutlering at the time from pneumonia, from 

Why this e¥idence is not accepted as satisfnctory by the Pension Office your 
committ-ee does. not. understand. These pbysicians.are reputable gentlemen, 
and Dr. Woodrmg 1s a member of the boar<;l of Umted States examining sur­
geons at Inde~ndence, Kans., appointed by this Administration, and stands 
well as a physiman 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 pneuruonin. One 
W. H. H. Price, who is vouched for to your committee as a most honorable and 
reliable man, says, in an affidavit, that- • · 

"He was intimately acquainted with Charles L. Spencer during his lifetime 
from abou~ Nov~m ber, 188~, to the time of his death, and for something near tw~ 
years of. sat~ penod !Ia w sa1d .Charles L. Spencer.almost every ~ay, and that from 
the begmrung of mnd acquamtance he complamed of chrome diarrhea· liver 
and spleen troubles, resulting from exposure while in the Army as a soldier ir{ 
the military service of the United States, and for which above-named disability 
said sold}er wa.s pensioned. Affiant knows that the said soldier was very much 
reduced lD strength and 1lesh during the entire period of affiant's acquaintance 
with him by reason of chronic diarrhea and liver trouble, a-s alleged by him 
and his syste?l fina~y became so impregnat-ed with disease as t.o produce a can: 
cerous affectiOn, wh1ch was finally reduced and almost entirely eradicated some 
time prior to his death. · 

"Affiant visited d.eceased just prio~ to his deat?. and froll! the general ap­
pearance of the patient and the odor m the room JUSt precedtng his death be 
bas 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
quain~ce wi~b deceased;. second, from experience by reason of having been 
an actmg hospital steward m the Army and a thorough acquaintance with dis­
eases t_o which this man's se~med so closely allied; tl?-ird, from taking an in­
terest m t~e case and WR;tchu~g the progress. of ~he d1sease fo~ a long period; 
and he believes that soldier dted from chrome diarrhea, combmed with liver 
trouble, contracted in the military service oUhe United States." 
Sam~el N. West, another responsible witness, makes an affidavit much like 

Mr. Price's, and iu it he makes the following statement: 
. "The condition of the body (after death) was such that it was almost impos­

Sible to pt·epare the body properly, from the fact that his chronic diarrhea had 
made such rapid decay of the body that the odor was almost unbearable eyen 
aftet· using all the deodorizers possible to obtain." ' 

. Mr. Spencer left his family poor, and the claimant, with those children under 
s1xteen years of age, is without means of support; and it is the judgment ot 
your committee that the bill for the relief of this 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 
wh~ch was asked by 1\Ir. FuNSTON) was the bill (S. 2571) grantino> a 
pension to Edwin E. Chase. 

0 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be. il enacted •. etc., That the Secretary of ~he Interior ~e. and he is hereby, au­

t~o~ize~ and directed t? place on the pensiOn-roll. subject to the provisions and 
lim1tat10ns of the penston laws, the name of Edwin E. Chase, late of Company 
B, Third Regiment Massachusetts Cavalry. 

The repol"t (by Mr . .M:onRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred ~he bill £S. 2571) 

granting a pension to Edwin E . Chase, submit the following report: 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is hereby adopted, and the 

passage of the bill recommended. 

(Senate Report No. 1096, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
Th~ claimant under the bill enlisted in Company B, Third Massa~husetts Ca>­

nlry, In August,1862; was thrown from h0rse while carrying a dispatch as or­
derly on the march from Barre 's Landing, Louisiana, in May 1863 causing an 
injury whi<;h resulted in rupture of the right side; was tak~n t~ hospital at 
Brasllear C1ty, La., May 29,1863, and transferred to Barracks General Hospital 
~ew Orleans, June 12 .• 1863; was ~urloughed from there February 9,1864, and 

sent North to save llfe," as certified by surgeon. who also certifies that the 
"soldier has done no duty for a year;" that "disease is still persistent-is un-
fit for Inv~lid .Corps." Upon which claimant was discharged. · 
A~ apphcati~n for pens1?n was filed Nov~mber15,1880, but being unable to 

furmsb the evJden(,le reqmred by the Pens1on Bureau, the claim was rejected 
September 13,1883. This inability to procure testimony was due partly to death 
o~ oftic!lrs and partly to the fact that his injury occurred. while separated from 
~~:> ~egtm.ent O!l detached duty, and that he was taken dtrectly to hospital, not 
JOimng hlS regiment for duty thereafter while he remained in service. The.re 
is, however, evidence of his soundness before enl1stment; of his presence in 
active duty until the date of injury; of his confinement in hospital and on fur­
lough until discharge, and of his aflliction with hernia after discharge and its 
continuance to the present. 
Include~ in this testimony is the certification of his disability by fifteen citi­

zens of cla1m:mt's home, and the following letter addressed to the Commissioner 
of Peusions by Dr. Albert H. Blanchard,late surgeon oft he claimant's regiment 
a voll.}ntary tribute of justice to an unfortu!Jate soldier: ' 

SHERBORN, MIDDLESEX COUNTY, MAssACHUSETTS, 
October 16, 1883. 

SIR: Having been informed that the claim (No. -) of Edwin E. Chase Com­
pa!"JY B, Third Massachusetts Cavalry, has been rejected for want of sufficient 
evtdence, I would re pectfully t·epresent that Mr. Chase is one of those unfortu­
Zl9.te persons who, deserving a pension, are unable, from tl1e circumstances in 

which they are placed, to prove their claim. The fact that the records of the 
War Department fail to show the nature of his disal>ility is by no mea.ns conclu­
sive proof t.bat he as not disabled. 

I know from personal observation and inspection of said Chase, iu_August 
1863, that he was reduced to the lowest ebb of life by malarial or intermittent 
fever whil~ at barracks hospital, New Orleans, and it would be very natural that 
only that d.ISease should be 1·ecorded, e-specially ns his right inguinal hernia was 
th~n onl~ Imperfectly developed and he did not himself fully know the nature 
of1t, h.avmg only a serious weakness in that region, to which he did not call the 
atten~10n of th~ surgeon. I k!lOW that the fever was incurred in the line of his 
~uty m the Urute.d States ser¥1Ce, and I firmly belie¥e that the hernia wns also 
m curred by the VIOlence he sustained when thrown from his horse while on the 
march from Barre's Landin:;-, Louisiana., in May, 1863. Col. T. E. Chickering 
a~d others who could have proved his claim are dead. He was separated from 
Jus comrades by being left in hospital in nn insensible condition (from the fall 
from horse) while the 1·egiment 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 remember his prostrated condition and how narrowly he escaped from 
deat~. and they are men of good repute and have so test ified to me, T hat his 
herma was also a result.of the accident and the extreme debility accompa nying 
the fever, I am fully satisfied, and I would respectfully urge a reconsidera tion 
of his case as that of a needy.and deserving man. 
er!.ti~~t~~~:e~~;: from an interest in his welfare, and from no pecuniary consid-

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, . 
ALBERT H. BLANCHARD, M . D., 

The COIDIIISSIONER OF PENSIONS.Late Surgeon Third Massachusetts Cat·al11f. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with the recom- , 
mendation that it do pass. · 

E~ELINE ANDERSON. 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was the bill (S. 2366) grant­
ing a pension- to Mrs. Emeline Anderson. 

The .. bill was read, as follows: 
Be. it enacted, ~te., That the Secretary of th~ Interior be, and he is hereby, au­

tbor~e~ a~d d1rected to place on the pensiOn-roll, subject to the provisions 
and hmitat10ns of the pensiOn laws, the name of Mrs. Emeline Anderson widow 
of Jeff Anderson, late private in Company K, First Regiment Minnes~ta Cav­
alry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRII.L) was read, as follows: 
Th~ Committ~e on Invalid Pef?sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2366) 

grant.mg a. ~ens1?n to Mrs. Emeline Anderson, submit the foilowing report: 
The facts m th1s case are fully and clearly set forth in the accompanying re-

f~!tb~~t~:c~~!_~en~~~mittec on Pensions, which is adopted, and the passage of 

LSenate Report No. 1015, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
~he hu~band of .clnimant under the J:>ill was late a. private in Company K, 

Fnst Regu:nent M_mnesota ~avalry. ~hicJ;t was organtzed for and employed in 
tbe camprugn agamst the Sioux lnd1ans In 1862-'63, and while in such service 
contracted asthma and heart disease, under circumstances which are detailed 
in the affidavit of John Emerson, a. comrade, as follows: 

".I was well ncqua.i'?ted with said Jeff. Anderson previous to enlistment, and 
enhste.d at !he same time, about Novembe! 1,1862, 1!-nd occupie~ the same quar­
ters wtth h1m nt St. Peter and Kasota, Mmn., until the followmg spJ"ino- and 
was with him on Samuel Sibley's Indian expedition in the summer of Isfl3' and 
was discharged wilh him at Fort Snelling, Minn., November 28 1853 and ~fter­
wards been. living in the same settlement until he died, Septe~ber 27, 1879. I 
further testify, from personal knowledge, that said Anderson co»tracted a se­
ver~ cold in the fall after enlistment at St. Peter, Minn., on acd5'unt of being 
obilged to do duty, exposed to the severe cold weathet·, without sufficient blan­
kets and clothing. 

"That said Anderson and myself enlisted with the expectation to recei>e Gov­
ernment clothing when we arrived at St. Peter, but got only one bla nket for 
each man, and received no clothing till towards spring, and we were obliged 
to Jiv~ in a very cold building, and perform duty in very cold weather, without 
suffi.ment clothes to wear or sleep under to keep off the cold. That said Ander­
son was. taken with a very s~¥ere cold, which resulted in asthma, and after­
wards hts heart became affected, and I remember he was doctored for the edis­
eases while we were in the Army. I knew said Anderson well after discharge 
and know the asthma trc;>ubled him more and more every year, so that the last 
ten or twelve years he lived he was unable to perform any lA.bor of anv kind 
whatsoever, and be was never free from heart trouble after discbar<re until he 
died, to my personal knowledge. 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: 

"I remember claimant was a Scandinavian and was troubled with a thmn. 
and heart disturbance, the latter apparently functional at thA.t time. He often 
reported at sick call for treatment, and my memory of his case was distinct as 
there was nnusual congestive actionabouthislungsand be."l.rtin whatappe.'\~ed 
to be~ rec~nt case. After t-reating him for some weeks without much improve­
ment tn hlS general symptoms, we were separated by order and I saw b i.:n no­
more." 

"Dr. Foster, a practicing physician of thirty years, knew wltlier befoJ"c en­
listment, and knew him as a stout, hearty man. He treated him i mmcdiately 
after his discharge in 1863 and in the following year for nsthma, which r esulted 
in heart disease, and with which he was badly afflicted, 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 hesull"ered with as thma 
after discharge in 1863 to death in 1879; knows that he was tt·eated for asthma. 
by Drs. Winch and Story, both dead. Understood him to have died of heart 
trouble brought on by asthma. 

"No more specific or official testimony wns furnished by claimant, citll er of 
sickness.in sen·ice or immediate cause of death, because the Adjutant-General's 
Office reports • regimental 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 ilJ.Jiess and a coroner's inquest after death 
impracticable. But, lacking evidence of the highe t gmde , the availa ble testi­
mony i,.!l direct, plain, and conclusive, and justifies the committee in a favorable 
report. 

"The bill is recommended for passage." 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 
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ELVIRA M. DORMAN. 

The next pension bill on the Pri>ate Calendar (consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. RussELL, of Connecticut) was the bill (S. 
2830) granting an increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorman. 

The bill wa."' read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 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 Dqrman, late of Company A, First Kansas Cavalry, and pay her 
a t the rate of $14 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. MORRII.L) 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-
~rl: -

The report of the Senate committee sets forth the facts in this case. The spe­
cial act under which claimant is now receiving a pension fixed the rate at SlO 
per month, the rate to which she would have been entitled under the general 
law. Since the approval of said act a general law has been enacted granting 
widows a pension of $12 per month instead of lf8. Had not the special act 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 recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate report No. 1178, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
Jamc3 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 <lied 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 lhe late soldier, by a special act 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 minor child of the soldier should be pensioned at the 
same rate as the minor children of other soldiers of similar rank. 

Your committee therefore report a bill, and recommend the passage of the 
Eame. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

ELIZA l\f. SC.ANDLIN. 
The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of 

which was asked by Mr. ANDE2SON, of Kansas) was the bill (S. 2779) 
granting a. pension to Eliza M. Soandlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 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 
limitation·s of the pension laws, the name of Eliza l\I. Scandlin, widow of '\Vill­
iam G. Scandlin, late a chaplain in the Fifteenth Regiment, Massachusetts Vol­
unteer Militia, at the rate of S12 a month. 

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. ~779) 

granting a pension to Eliza l'tf. 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 the passage of the bill recommended, 

[Senate Report No.llSO, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
This claimant is the widow of Rev. William G. Scandlin, who, after resign­

ing the pastorate of his church, enlisted as chaplain of the Fifteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 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 title of the "fighting chaplain of the old Fifteenth," which t itle cluna to 
him throughout his service and afterwards. Attheendoftheperiodmentio~ed 
he was discharged on account of sickness, but after a few weeks' rest he vol­
unteered his services to the Un;ted States Sanitary Commission, which offer 
w as at once accepted, and he was immediately assigned to work at the fron t. 

While in the discharge of such duty he was captured on the 5th of July 1863 
after the haltleofGettysburgh, while caring for the wounded. and was forthre~ 
months held a prisoner of war, being confined at Libby Prison and Castle 
'£hunder. During this imprisonment, on account of the hardships he was sub­
ject~d to, and as the result of his ill-health, occasioned by his former service he 
cont-racted diseases from which he suffered all his after life, and which w'ere 
the primary cause of his death, which occurred at Grafton, Mass., March 17, 
1871. ' 

His widow, Elizal\I. Scandlin, now asks relief on the aoove grounds. She is 
in necessitous circumstances, and, as shown by the following certificate of her 
physician, has been suffering from paralysis for eleven Yt'mrS past. 

Your committee deem this widow an exceptionally worthy object of special 
legislation, and recommend the passage of the bill reported herewith. 

The undersigned, Thomas T. Griggs, having been a practicing physician in 
Grafton, 1\Iass .. more than thirty-six years, hereby certifies that he has been 
acquainted with Mrs. Scandlin, widow of the late Rev. William G. Scandlin 
who was a chaplain in the late war; that he wa& her physician at the time sh~ 
was seized with paralysis, in January, 1876, and has been cognizant of her con­
dition up to the present time ; 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 anv improvement will 
ever occur in her case. -

GRAFTON, MASS., Fehruary 15, 1887. 
THOMAS T. GRIGGS, 1\f. D. 

'\VORCESTER, IS: 
GRAFTO!f, July 26, 1887. 

· Then personally appeared the above-named Thomas T. Griggs and made oath 
that the above statement, by him subscribed, is true. 

· ALDEN A.. HOWE, 
Justice of the Peace. 

/ 
W. I. ScANDLIN: 

DEAR Sm.: I nm pleased to inform you that I recognize the disease and death 
of your father, Rev. W. G. Scandlin, to have been occasioned primarily by his ex· 

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 during 
the time existing from the period of his discharge from the service to the period ' 
of his death. I shall do all in power to aid in the prosecution of a claim to 
secure pension for your mother. 

Yours, truly, 
J. N. BATES, M. D. 

WoRCESTER, March 9, 1880. 

A sketch of the history, plan of organization, and operations of the United States 
Sanitary Commission, by Lewis H. Steiner, l\:1. D., late chief inspector Unite.d 
States Sanitary Commission, Army of Potomac. 

[Pamphlet, SO, pages 14; page 12.] 
[Read before the Maryland Historical Society, Febru:uy 1, 1866.] 

P:IIILADELPIDA, 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 sanitary commis­
sion. One communication frout them, addressed to the commander-in-<!hief of 
the insurgents, may properly be 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
pitals on M~ryland Heights and for the wounded in the battle whick took place 
between the forces of Lee and Meade. 

These oflice1'S were seized, their stores destroyed by their captors, and they 
themseh·es forced to undergo the horrors of 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 Confederat-e army, in charge of the sev­
eral hospitals now within the Union lines at and about Gettysburgh, beg leave to 
testify to our g·eneral-in-chief in favor of the United Stat-es Sanitary Commission 
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 soldiers on either side, it also necessarily exposes them to any re­
verse of fortune which may oblige them to ask protection from the successful 
party. 

"Thus, 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, as we learn, are detained a.s prisoners. ' 

"The names of the men are as follows, namely, Dr. Alexander McDonald, Rev. 
William G. Scandlin, Leonard Brink, Alfred Brengle, and negro boy Moses. 

"·we respectfully submit that as the above-named men were taken without 
arms and while in the employ of their charitable offices as almoners of the sani~ 
t-arycommission 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. 

"Respectfully submitted by yours, etc." 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
m~ndation that it do pass. 

ALLEN BLETHEN. 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. MoRRILL) was the bill (S. 2700) granting increase 
of pension to Allen Blethen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enaclecl, etc., 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 of $'24 
per month, in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) ~as read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2700) 

graoting an increase of p ension to Allen Blethen, submit the following report: 
The report of the Commit-tee 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, du.r ing a four years' service contracted chronic diarrhea and epileptic 
form of spasms, which have resulted in nervous prostration and general debil­
i ty, until the partial disability from which be bas suffered since the war has 
within the past few years, become total, and he is now physically and mentally 
incompetent for self-support. The claimant iii now in receipt of a pension ot 
$4 a month on account of chronic diarrhea, but the greater disability from 
which be suffer3 is not recognized. 

The committee are satisfied, from a careful examination of all the statements 
and testimony in the pension records and other evidence out...,.ide thereof, that 
the dread disease which has at last fastened itself upon the claimant is due to a 
pal"tinl 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 theeldestoffour brothers, of whom the three who 
were of proper age entered the service-one to die in hospital, another to sufl'er 
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, lR.Cked the years and strength to venture into war. 

Believing the claimant' s disabilities to be fairly chargeable to hia army ser­
,·ice, the committee report favorably upon the bill an<;l recommend it for passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that the order be changed, and that each 
member present be permitted fo 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 ca.ll up their cases. That works in­
justice to other gentle~en and to some meq1bers of the committee who 
stay here regularly and attend to the b~iness while others are absen~. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle­
man to the fact that the regular order is d,emanded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We can have the other way just as well and pass 
enough pension bills. I can say that I am disinterested in the matter 
as I have not a bill on the Calendar. . ' 

II. H. RuSSELL. 
The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 

was asked by Mr. FUNSTON) was the bill (S. 2909) granting a pension 
to H. H. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be. it enacted,_elc., That the Sec1·etary of the Interior 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 H. H. Russell , late of Company E 
Seventy-tifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. ' 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as foiTows: 
The_ Committ«::e on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2609) 

grantmg a pension to H. H. Russell, submit the following report: 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth fully the facts in 

this case and is hereby adopted, with the recomm.endation that the bill p ass. 

[Senate Report No. 986, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
Hiram H. Russell enlisted in Company E, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol­

unteers, November 20,1851, was promoted to sergeant of his company and was 
discharged from the service of the United States August 28, 1862. He subse­
quently served as assistant surgeon of the One hundred and thirty-eighth Ohio 
Volunteers _from June 11, 18~, to September 1, 1864, and from April7, 1865, to 
June 12, 1865, he served as a sststant surgeon of the One hundred and first Ohio 
Volunteers. It appears from the papers in the case that the claimant has made 
two a:pplica.tions f01· pension; in the first, filed 1\Iarch 30, 1872, he alleges that he 
was discharged on the ground that he had the chronic diarrhea, and that he was 
'vounded by a gunshot wound about June 10. 1862. In his second declaration 
filed l\Iay 14, 1m, he claims pension "for dise:tse of bladder, from exposur~ 
in West Virginia, in !\!arch, 1862." 

The Con;tmission_er o.f Pensions, June 30,1884, rejected the claim, after a thor­
ough speCial exammationt on the ground •• that tile disease of bladder for which 
pension is claimed existea prior to enlistment." 

The certificate of disability on which the soldier was discharged is a.s follows: 
"I certify hat ,I have carefullyexam~ed _the said Hiram H. Russell, of Captain 

James D. Fosters company, and find him mcapable ofperformin"' the duties of 
~ soldier because of chronic inflammation of the bladder of tw~ years' stand­
~~e t~u~t~t~~5~eclare my belief that said soldier will not again be able tore-

" S. LOVING, Surgeon." 
"Discharged this 28th day of August, 1862, at Columbus, Ohio. 

".t\ . B. DOD 
• "Captain Fifteen.U~ U. 8 . Infantry, Commanding the Post." 

In support of his claim the claimant bas produced the followinoo testimo~y· 
Dr. Charles L. Wilson, as istant surgeon, testifies to prior sound~ess. Claim~ 

ant was a. student in his office prior to enlistment, and affiant was his father's 
family physician. 

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. 
Th~ clai_mant (wh<? by the way is a regular practicing physician) swears to 

treatmg hrmself untll1867. 
Q~~s_Russell t~stifies to Claima!1t's returning home fJ"Om the Army sick. 
Wilham G. Russell swears that m June, 1862, claimant was sent home on fur­

loug:h to enable him to recover from cystitis, contracted by him while in the 
sel"Vlce; that he was treated by Dr. Day while at home, but failed to recover and 
was finally discharged. 

S_urg. Charles L. Wilson swears that iJ?- West Virginia. in 1862, early part, 
clarma.nt, after severe e:Lposureandmarchmg1 suffered from deranged digestive 
organs, and also had chronic inflammation ot the bladder. 

The. ~amining surgeon at Ce~tralia, Ill., rates him at one-fourth. total, and the 
ex~mlDIDg surgeo!l at Kansas C1ty, Mo., under date of May 11, 1881, makes same 
ratmg. The Pension Office concluded to have the case speciallyexanrined and 
Mr. A. Downing, s~cial examiner, concludes his report as follows: ' 

"From a. car~ful co~sid«::ration of the e~dence on ~le, I am of the opinion 
that the cla1m 1s a. mentor10us one, the evidence of priOr soundness being ap­
parently good, if not conclusive." 

John A.. Carr, special examiner, expresses the opinion-
" That th~ testimony taken is favorable to the claimant. but is not sufficient 

to overcome the adverse record. In the present incomplete condition of the 
claim, and the absence of any positive testimony to show that claimant was 
free fl"om a! leged disease of bladder at the time he enlisted, it is fair to presume 
the record 1s correct, and recommends further examination." 

J. F. Vinal, special examiner, recommends further exam.ination. 
A. F . Roush, special examiner, is of the opinon that the claim is without 

merit, but advises, in all justice to the claimant, further examination. 
Thomas F. Winthrop, special examiner, says the claim, in his opinion is 

"without merit, the testimony fairly showing that claimant's disability is ~ot 
due to the service, as alleged," a.nd recomm.ends further examination. 

H. C. Laforce, special examiner, thinks the claim meritorious and recom-
mends further examination. ' 

E. F. Johnson, special e:Laminer, concludes his report by sayinoo: 
"I. believe, the claiman~ was B;Ound pr~or to enlistment; that ""the disability 

specified was contracted 1n service and hneof duty, and when the evidence is 
completed the claim should be admitted." 

Your comnriltee 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 recom.mend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pa..."S. 

NATHAN B. RARICK. 
. 'l'he ?ext pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con­

sideratiOn by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (S. 2578) granting a pension 
to Nathan D. Rarick. 

The bill was read, as follows: · 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 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 na.me of Nathan B. Rarick, late a private of Company 
F, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
Th~ Comm.ittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was refened the bill (S. 2378} 

g1·antmg a pension to Nathau B. Rarick, submit the following report: 
The report of the Comm.ittee on Pensions of the Senate is hereby submitted 

setting forth the facts in lhis case, and the passage of the bill is reco=ended.' 

SENATE REPORT. 

Nat~an B. Rarick, the claimant under this bill, enlisted August 21 1861 and 
was.diScha~d ~ugust.5, 1863. He was a private in Company F, Thirty-~inth 
Reg~ent llJ.i?.ois. Vo_lunteers .. On January 20. 1864, he m ade application for 
penSion, allegmg m his declaration that, "at Folly Island, South Carolina April 
15, 1863, be contracted a. fever, which resulted in spinal irritation." The' claim 
was rejected 4-pril. ~· 1882, on. the gro~d "that tb~ alleged disability is not 
traceable to his military serVIce and ,h1s declared mability to furnish better 
proof." The c~ait;na~t su_b~equently filed an affidavit (March 8, 1882), in which 
~~}~ates that his disab1llty wns not developed so as to be recognized in serv-

The War Department reports "no record" of the alleged disability. 
It appears from an examination of the papers that tl.:e claimant wns discharged 

from the service, on a surgeon's certificate of d i ability, '' bcca.nse of gene1-ul de~ 
bi lity, ovel"age, and periodical attacks of diarrhea." 

The testimony showing prior soundness is as follows: 
It. L. Whitney •• worked with him before service; was then and had been 

throughout acquaintance with him strong and robust." 
T. R. Heald swears he was "specially free from spinal irritation." 
On·in L. Mann swears "claimant was able-bodied and in good health." 
Capt. Amasa Kennicorta swears "that iu the service claimant was always 

able for ~uty between August, 1 61, and August, 1862," which is corroborated 
also by Lieutenant Mann, who swea.t·s "he was discharged for disability." 

After his discharge, R. L. Whitney swears that he came hon::e feeble ancLdis­
qual!tied for manual labor. When first met after discharge claimant was under 
medwal treatment. The physician (nowdead) toldaffiantthatcln.imant'sdeath 
wa caOJsed by overexertion and exposure. . 

T . R. Healdswe:ns to an intimate acquaintance with claimant from discharge 
to October 31, 1881, and has "personal knowledge that he was suftering with 
some spinal affection at date of retru·n from service and has been ever since." 

The claimant swears that 11 the physician§ who treated him for his disability 
are dead except Dr. Goucher, who is now mentally incapacitated as well as 
physically, and therefol"e unable to testify; that his disability was only de,.·el­
oped as spinal disease after discharge, and that his neighbors know nothing of 
his ca e only as he has told them. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the Honse with the recommendation that it do puss. 

WILLIAM B. STOKES. 
:Mr. HOUK. I want this House to hear me for half a minute. 
Several MElli.BERS. Regular order. 
1\Ir. HOUK. I want to cqll up a bill for the benefit of an olcl ex­

member of this body, a man who was here for ten years. He was a 
colonel in the Federal .Army, and be is now lying at the point of death 
in poverty aud distress. I mean Col. William B. Stokes. of Ten­
nessee. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be taken up and passed 
at this time. It will not be reached on the Calendar, and as the old 
man is in poor circumstances and on the verge of the grave, I hope no 
objection will be made. 

HENBY CROTSLEY. 
1\Ir. LANE. I call up House bill 8617, granting a pension to Henry 

Crotsley, which-bas been heretofore passed over. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi01· be, and he is hereby au­
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provi~ions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Crotsley, late pr.ivate of 
Company H, FifteenLh Regim.ent New Jersey Volunteers. 

The report (by 1\fr. 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 report: 

Henry Crotsley sel."Ved as private of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New 
Jer ey Volunteers, from August 7, 1862, to June 22, 1865. He alleges that he con­
tracted rhelllll.ll.tism in the service, but hi~ claim has been rejected because the 
evidence is not deemed sufficient by the Pension Office to connect the disability 
with the service. -

By medical and other evidence it is clearly shown that'hla.imn.ntwas free from 
rheumatism at the date of his enlistment. At the time of the incurrence oflhe 
disability, during General Burnside's famous "mud march,'' the soldier was 
on detached duty as brigade teamster, and continued on thts duty nearly his 
entire term of servi~e. 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. 

It is also shown by competent testimony that claimant suffered from rheu­
matism at discharge. Medical examinations show disease of heart, which the 
examining surgeons sav is due to rheumatic diathesis. 

The writerof this report is personally acquainted with the beneficiary named 
in the bill, flS well as the witnesses in his behalf, and from his knowledge of the 
parties and of the disabled condition of claimant, he has every reason to be­
lieve that the same is due to the exposure incident to nearly three years' 
active field service. 

The committee therefore I"eport favorably on the accompanying hill, and ask 
that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ANDREW MUCKLIN . 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera­

tion by M:r. PmcocK) was the bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to 
Andrew Mncklin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 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 Battery 
0, Fifth Regiment United States Artillery. 



1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-===HOUSEo 6955 

The report (by Mr. PIDCOCK} was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

5232) granting a pension to Andrew Macklin, have had the same under consid­
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report : 

.1\Iucldin served as a private in Company C,Fifth United States Artillery, from 
.January 22, 1862, to January 22, 1855. He alleges that in action at Bull Run, 
August 30, 1862, he was wounded in right leg aud abdomen. The claim bas been 
rejected because the evidence is not deemed sufficient to show incurrence of 
wound of leg in service, al'ld medical examinatiqn fails to show any disability 
from wound of abdomen. 

The record of the War Departm·ent 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 
later for rheumatism. The record, howe\er, 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 are not positive as to the nature of the wound received, tkey seem 
to recollect of an inj nry of that character in the service, but differ as to the loc~ 
tion of the same. 

Joseph Huns burger, shown by the special examiner to be a credible witness, 
testifies that while in Washington in the winter of 1863, looking after his son, he 
found claimant at a Geoq;etown hospital, who was then walking lame and 
showed affiant the wound of leg. 

RobertJ. Reimen likewise testifies to having seen the soldier in Mount Pleas­
ant Hospital about December, 1862, and that he was then suffering u:om a 
wound. • 
It is further shown that for three years or more after discharge claimant was 

treated for the wound by Dr. Klinefelter, now deceased, and that he was com­
pelled to walk with a cane. 

1\Iedica.l ex11.minations show gunshot wound of right leg, middle third., en­
trance just outside oftibia, course backward, and lodged near posterioroftibia; 
small splinter of tibia removed, tenderness and slight atrophy of muscles. 

Upon a careful examination of all f.he evidence, your committee are of opin­
ion that evidence furnished, taken in connection wit.h the record of the \Var 
Department and the finding of the ex:atnination by the surgeons of the Pension 
Bureau, shows beyoncl 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 examiner, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
ask that it do p:~Ss. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN LEARY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called np for considera­
tion by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to the 
widow of John Leary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be i: enacted, etc., 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 Leary, lale a first sergeant in Battery F, Third Artillery, United States 
Army, in the war of the rebellion, and pay her at the rate of $20 per month from 
and aft-er the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER} was read as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referrecl the bill (S. 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
riage, was, at the time of the death of her first husband, the wife of John Leary, 
deceased, late a private or sergeant, :rated as "in gene raJ service ot the United 
States Army." 

"The said John 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 26, 
1859, and was assigned to Battery F, Third Artillery; served in the war of the 
rebellion; was slightly wounded at battle of Malv-ern Hill, July 1, 1862; was 
discharged for disability 1\iarch 25, 1863, at Baltimore, 1\Id. He again enlisted 
in the general service in the Adjutant-General's Office in Washington, April 7, 
1863, whence he was dischnrged .Ai;>ril1, 1864. He was in the service in all about 
ten years. 

"'l'he soldier died on December 8, 1872. He left surviving him the claimant, 
as widow,and four children. All of these except one are now over pensionable 
age. Their claim for pension was rejected. The widow afterward 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. 

"We 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 suffering from lung troubles, appeared consumptive, was treated for 
the same, and we think it most probable t~at he died from the effects and re­
sults of disease incurred while in the service. 

"The widow is now over forty years old, very poor, dependent upon her 
daily labor for support. 

"We 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. 

LUCY A. JORDAN. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar ( cal!ed 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, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby au­

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucy A. Jordan, 
widow of James "\V. Jordan, late of Company C, Fourth New Hampshire Vol­
unteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
Th~ Committ":e on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9463) 

grantmg a penSlon to Lucy A. Jordan, have had the same under consideration 
and beg leav-e 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, Feb~uary 18 
1866. .Jordan died of phthisis pulmonalia June 30,1887, being at that date a pen: 
sioner for said disease at the rate of$1.6 per month. 

It appears that after his death it came to the knowledge of the widow that the 
soldier was previously married, in April.l863; that he lived with his former 
wife for about three months, when she deserted him and again married. .As 
the claimant can not,Prove that the soldier obtained a divorce from the first wife 
before her marriage with him she has no legal status before the Pension Bureau • 

She innocently entered into marria~e relation with the soldier, lived with 
him, performing her wifely duties and believing- herself to be his legal 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 basin similar cases 
granted relief to this unfortunate class of claimants, your committee al'e of 
opinion that like relief should be extended to this claimant, and therefore re­
port favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, how­
ever. by striking out the word "fourth," in line 6, and insert thea:ein instead the 
word "fifth." 

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 p~nsion business on the Private Calendar (called np for con­
sidemtion by-yr. DINGLEY) was the bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pen­
sion t,o Mra. Helen B. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows; 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- · 

i:r:ed and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the oension laws, the 
name of Mrs. Helen B. Brown, widow of George H. Brown, deceased:late a 
private of Company B, First Maine Cavalry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGlrn) was read, as follows : 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9697) 

granting a pension 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 serviee. he suffered from · 
an alleged injm·y to the back from a fall from his horse, eauaing kidney and 
hear~ trouble, and was also severally wounded at the battle of Spottsylvania., for 
which he was pensioned. The papers on file show that soldier was never strong 
after discharge from the Army, and that he died January 10, 1887. The widow 
filf'cd a claim for pension, which was finally submitted foP special examination 
at Augusta, Me. 

The testimony taken by the special examiner was all f'a"'."orable to the <!la.im­
ant, except that of the surgeons oftb.e general hospital of Portland, 1\Ie. It ap­
pears that in July, 1886, sol{\ier received a severe injury, for which he was 
treated at said hospital 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 injury. That soldier did receive this injury is undoubted, but that 
it was the real cause of his death is a. matter of extreme doubt. In illustration 
of this may be cited the fact that the special e.x:a.miner 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 despaired of, and that he was a constant 
sufferer from said diseases. After a thorough and conscientious investigation 
of the case, the examiner made a full report, and after calling a.ttention to the 
fact t.hat the hospital surgeons simply looked upon the case as one of injury 
without apparently considering the diseases and complications existing prior 
thereto, closes in these words: 

"In equity, if not in law, I think the·widowhas ajnst claim. * • * Soldier 
was a man of exemplary habits, which may in part account for him surprising 
the local physicians by rallying almost from death's door before he received the 
accident which was the final complieation in his disabilities. • * * I believ-e 
the claim is meritorious. I respectfully recommend furtherexaminationofDr. 
Galen .T. Tribon, of )Vashington, .1\le., 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 (.Tuly 20, 1886), and there­
fore does noli affect the status of the case, and my opinion remains unaltered, 
namely, that in equity the clai:m of the widow should be admitted .. " 

Notwithstanding the opinion of the medical examiner, the claim was rejected 
on technical medical grounds; but your committee, agreeing with the special 
examiner, that the equities are in favo-r of the claimant, who is an invalid widow 
of a good soldier, report the bill back favorably and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 

PATRICK FRAWLEY. 

Mr. CARUTH. On page 68 of the C'a.lendar there is a bill that has 
been passed over which I desire to call up. It is the bill (S. 2656) 
granting a pension to the widow and minor children of Patrick Frawley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted., de., That the Secretary orthe Interior be, and he is he?eby, au­

thorized and direct-ed to place npon ~he pension-roll the names of the widow 
smd 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 biii (S. 2656) 

g-ranting a pension t-o t-he widow and minor children of Pn.trick Frawley, have 
had the same nuder consideration, and adopt the Senate favorab-le report as 
their own, and which report is as follows: 

"That the claimants are tbe widow and children of Patrick Frawley, deceased, 
late-a private in Company C, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the 
war of 1851. 

"The soldier enlisted September 23, 1863, and served until February ll, 1864, 
when he was discharged upon account of disability incurred by a wound by 
gunshot in left arm, received at the battle of Perryville. He died at his home, 
in Cincinnati, 1\Iarch 26, 1883, of pulmonary consumption. The Pension Bureau 
rejected the claim of the }Vi.dow for the reason that his disease and death were 
not traceable to his military service. 

''The soldier was a. pensioner at the time of his death, at the rate of SlO per 
month, upon account of his said wound. His personal acquaintances testify 
that up to and at the time of his enlistm.ent 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 cough. which was induced by was~e o.f the ays-
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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 medi~·al testimony is to the same effect, nnd his condition grew worse 
until he died . . The physician in his last illness 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 necessitous circumstances, 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 thut it do pass. 

LYDIA HAWKINS. 
1\fr. CARUTH. I desire to call up also the next bill on the Calen­

dar, heretofore passed over, the bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia 
Hawkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be {t enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ~e is hereby, au­

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations 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: 
Th~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 1·eport a.s follows: 

"The claimant is the widow of Richard Hawkins, deceased, late a. corporal in 
Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 
1861. 

"The soldier enlisted December 1, 1861, and served until July 29,1863, when 
he was discharged as not tit for service, and unable for duty even upon the In­
valid Corps. He died at his home in Cincinnati, August 20, 1866. 

"The claim Wl).S reject~d 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 
ln April, 1862, he was attacked with what afterwards pt·oved 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 
always unwell, was discharged for disability. 

"His neighbors ~tify that upon his return 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-J uly of that year-he treated him once every four 
or six weeks, until he died, for chronic diarrhea; that he died of Asiatic cholera, 
nuperinduced by the diarrhea, from which he had suffered a 'long time pte­
vi.ous 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 b{U." 

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. WICKHAM) was the bill (H. R. 7717) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed. 

The bill was r~d, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Tha~ 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 Mrs. Catharine Reed, widow 
of Eben P. S. Reed, late of Company DP 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: ' 
Mrs. Catharine Reed is the widow of Eben P. S. Reed, late a private in Com­

pa.ny D, of the One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Volunteeri.nfantry. He 
was pensioned on or about August 18, 1879, at one-half ($4) per month for left 
inguinal hernia, and at one-quarter (S2) per month for lung disease from De­
cember 17, 1&62, to March 23, 1878, and thereafter at one-half {S4), or aggregat­
ing S8 total. 

On tbe 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 employed, 
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 applied for a. pension on the 7th day of February followi.ng, al­
leging that her husband died from the vitiated and weakened condition of his 
physical system, the result of his army exposure and lung disease. Her claim 
was rejected November 15,1881, on the ground that the immediate death cause­
the injury caused by a board thrown 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 ex.aminer, who made the following recommendation: 

"The evidence in this case shows that soldier while working in a saw-mill 
received a. wound in the righ~ groin. Erysipelas appeared in the wound, and 
two days later the soldier died. While the chance of recovery might have been 
better had 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 a.ccepting death as the re­
sult of disabilities for which pensioned." 

To which the medical referee added the followiug opinion: 
•• Death cause due to the injury and results thereof; not to pensioned disa­

bilities." 
Dr. George Mitchell, in an affidavit dated February 3,1881, says: 
"I was assistantsurgeon of the One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Vol­

unteer Infantry and knew Eben P. S. Reed, a private of Company 0, of said 
regiment, 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 JuJy,l865, and since then have been his medical adviser the major par~ 
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 effects of the sickness he 
had in the Army, and that his system has been vitiated and weakened by the 

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. 

"I also declare that on the 23d of November, 1880, the said Eben P. S. Reed 
was struck in the right groin by a small board that was 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, expected a speedy 
recovery, not considering the wound one of a. serious nature. I saw him on the 

. 24th about twenty-four hours after the reception of the wound, and erysipelas 
had then developed. I visited him again on the 25th with Dr. Patterson, and 
despite all exertions we could make he sank rapidly and died that afternoon. 
The vitiated and weakened condition of his physical system, the r esult 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 Feb1·uary, 1681, 
say~: . 

"On the afternoon of November 23, 1880, I was requested to visit the said 
Eben P. S. 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 found a cut through the in­
tegument of about 3 inches in length, in the right groin. No considerable con­
t.using beneath was apparent; no shock. Seemed cheerful, though suffering 
some pain. I approximated the lips of the wound with a few int~rruptecl sut­
ures, and sent him home. His family physician, Dr. George Mitchell, saw him 
on the next day. 

"I 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, 
1880. I examined his lungs at this last visit, and found them fast tilling up. I 
have no doubt the disabilities incurred during his service in the United States 
Volunteer Army, and for which he wns pensioned, rendered him an easy victim 
to the injury which was the immediate cause of his death." 
It will be ob~ed that while the medical examiner says that "it is not 

thought that the office would be warranted in accepting death as a result of 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." It will be noticed, also, that he ()nly claims that the wound con­
tributed to the death, and not that it was the sole cause of the death. Tliis 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 UpGn the theory that if the disability for which the sol­

dier was pensioned only contributed to the death, and was not the sole cause of 
it, the pension ought not to be granted. This may be a safe rule for the Pen­
sion Office to adopt, but it does not seem to us to~ be the one that Congress should 
act upon. It seems to your committ~e that if the disability incurred in the 
service contributed materially to the death, U should be considered as the cause 
of the death, so far at least as the granting of pensions is concerned. A very 
apt illustmtion of this principle is found in the common law rule that a person 
contributing dizectly 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 aW:nit 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· 
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 "vitiated and weakened" by the 
s1ckness he had in the Army "to such an extent that he was unable to with­
stand the e.ffect 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 exposure and disease, invited the erysipelatous 
inflammation which he was unable to endure." 

There is no clajm by the examiner nor by the referee that the pensioned dis­
ability could not have resulted pathologically in such "vitiated and weakened 
condition." 

In the light of the evidence in this case, your committee are clearly of the 
opinion t-hat a pension should be granted to this widow, who is very poor and 
needy, and they do therefore recomQJ.end the passage 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. 

:M:r. WASHINGTON. I move that the committee rise and report to 
the House the bills acted on this evening. 

The motion was agreed t.o; there being-ayes 17, noes 8. 
The committee accordingly rose; and M:r. ANDERSON, of illinois, hav­

ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 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. 

HOU~ BILLS 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 Longsharw, 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 0. Robb; 
A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to M:rs. Nancy E. Spencer; 
A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 
A bill {H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 
A 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, the amend­
ments coucnrred 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; 
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A bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane; of Peck, 

Salinac 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 to read: ''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 insertmg "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 (S. 2449)'granting a pension to James W. Bowman; 
A bill (S. 2124) granting a pension to John Bush; 
A bill (8. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin· A. Burtram; 
A bill (8. 2448) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade; 
A bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to James White; 
A bill (S. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Curtin; 
A bill (S. 5) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher; 
A bill (S. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker; 
A bill (8. 1575) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 

Young; 
A bill (S. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Hein; 
A bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Chase; 
A _bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to 1\Irs. Emeline Anderson; 
A bill (S. 2830) grantinganincreaseofpension toEhiraM. Dorman; 
A bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin; 
A bill {S. 2700) granting au increase of pension to Allen Gletben; 
A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell; . 
A bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick; 
A bill (S. 1076) granting n peDBion to the widow orJohn Leary, de­

ceased; 
A bill (S. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor children 

of Patrick Frawley; and 
A bill (S. 2655) granting a pension t.o Lydia Hawkins. · 
Mr. MAT.SON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the bills 

reported from the Committee of the Whole Honse were passed; 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 that the 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. 
lYir. LAWLER. I desire to make a proposition. 
Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I rise 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. AIATSON. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 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. I move, by unanimous consent, that the House 

discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill--

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order of business, which cuts 
off all requests for unanimous consent. I insist upon my motion that 
the Honse 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. -
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

Honse, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the Calendar. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. A number of gentlemen have come here night 

after night to assist others in getting through pension bills, bnt so far 
have had themselves no recognition whatever. In behalf of these 
gentlemen I ask they be allowed the court-esy of recognition by unan-
imous consent. . 

.M:r. MATSON. I demand the regular order of business. 
.A.Ll\IERON J. PATCHIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration ofw hich 
was requested by Mr. PERKINs) was the bill (H. R. 8912) granting 
an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin; which was read, as fol­
lows: 

Be i t enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby au­
thorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin, 

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; 

8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin, submit the follow­
ing report: 

This soldier is now receiving a pensioa of $30 per month for gunshot wound 
in right arm, received July 2:7,1864, in front of .Atlanta. Th~ wound was a. se­
vere one, and necessitated the resection of 31 inches of the humerus, rendering 
the arm and hand useless. 

Dr. N. S. Newlan, in describing 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, a t times coming through to the surface, causing chills and epilepsy and a 
loss of mind p a rtially, and rendering an attendant constantly necessary to pre-
vent injury to himself in the fits." • 

The -act of August, 1886, w bile it increases the pension for loss of arm at shoul­
der-joint, made no provision for equivalent disability, and the Pension Office 
can therefore afford no relief unless it can be shown that the epilepsy is there­
sult of the wound, and that the regular aid and attendance of another is re­
quired. It is evident that t.he results of the wound are equal if not worse than 
a healthy amputation at the shoulder would be. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage 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; be can not. 
Mr. MORRILL. · It is a peculiar caseandonewhich 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, but is compelled 
to come to Congress. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I withdraw my objection. 
~he amendment was agreed to; · and the bill as amended was laid 

aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
p~. . 

Mr. LAWLER moved that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ANDERSON, oflllinois, hav­

ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House bad had under consideration 
the Private Calendar under the special order, and particularly the bill 
(H. R. 8912) 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 ofpension to Almeron J. 
Patchin was taken np, 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. 

Ur. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vot-e by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to.-
The hour of 10.30 o'clock p. m. having arrived, in a{lcordance with 

the previous order, the Honse adjourned. 

PRIV .ATE 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 ofWar t.o causeareport to be made ofthe pradicability 
and necessity of a winter bridge across the DetroitRiver-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 p-ansion to James Calnon-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11010) t.o restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Almon R. Blodgett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\!r. 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, dece2Sed-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) granting a pension to 
.John Adams. . 

By Mr~ NELSON: A bill (H. R. 11018) forthereliefofL. 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 .a pension to Amos Baccus-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension 
of Charles Hahneman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHJYELY: A bill (H. R. 11022) granting a pension to Ben­
jamin F. Bevier-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STO~TE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11023j 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 Affairs. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. _11024) to place the nameofMaryR 
l!IidP"', widow of Michael ~·1ider, on the _pension-roll-to the Commit­
tee OL. in-valid Pensions. 

, PE TITIONS. ETC. 
The following petitions and papel"S 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 copies of the argument of John Pope Hodnett-to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. J. 1\f • .ALLEN: Petition of P. N. Shields, of Matilda Reid, 
and of Mrs. M. L. Kennon and Joby .Bonsall, heirs of John H. Joby, 
of Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims-to 
the Committ-ee 011 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 pen~?ion 
John K. Ferguson-to the Committee 011 Pensions. 

By Mr. DELANO: Petition of James W. Glover, of Oxford, N.Y., 
for relief-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MoRAE: 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 Ouachita, 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 execntor 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 compensation of fourth-class 
JlOStmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads: 

By Mr. J. llf. 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 1\IEl\IORIALS. 

'Ur. WILSON, of Iowa. I ha-ve had placed in my hana for-presenta­
tion to the Senate by the secretary of the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of 
the American Peace Society, a memorial praying for such legislationas 
will lead to the establishment of a system of arbitration, especially be­
tween this country and Great Britain, for the settlement of .all disputes 
without a resort to war. 

\V e have heard so much of late about -the J>Topriety of _practicing •the 
old maxim, "in peace prepare for war," -that this seems a fitting state­
ment of a different practice, in peace Jlrepare for its perpetuation. 

Tbe 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 committee of five appointed bythe governor of Penn­
sylvania, a committee representing the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the 
American Peace Society, by three ex-go-vernors of the State of Penn­
sylvania, and numerous other citizens prominent in the business affairs 
of the country. 

I ask that the memorial may be printed in the RECORD and referred 
o the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. May! inguirewbat the:purportofthememorial is? 
.M:r. WILSON, of Iowa. 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 Iowa. 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 RECORD, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the "United States: 

The undersigned citizens of Pennsylvania. have been appointed, five of them 
by the governor of the State and five by the Pennsylvania. Branch 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 pf 
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 t-he evidences, de­
rived from scores of successful experiments, and covering half a century, that 
war can be prevented by a rbitration, 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 moro and more 
appreciated and followed as the years pass by. It is eminently fitting that this 
industrial, commercial, and professedly Christian country should be the pioneer 
in this movement, so becoming the nineteenth century and so consonant with 
the teachings of the Prince of Peace; and in our opinion it is more appropriate 
that she should take the initiative in the present forward ste9 in favor of a per­
manent treaty of arbitration than that any other nation should. 
It has been ur~ed by way of objection that there is no necessity for this be­

tween the United States and the Unit.ed Kingdom. But' two disastrous wars 
have occurred between those natioru1 since the middle of the last centur.y, and 
there have been at least two narrow escapes from war between them within 
the last quarter of a century. It is also significant-that these were both averted 
by arbitration. 

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 reasonable hope of success. 

It would be most ungracious, and would present the appearance of unfriend· 
liness on the part ot this country, if a proposition so commendable on general 
grounds, advocated by so considerable a portion of the British Parliament, a 
number of whom crossed the ocean as a d eputation..for the express purpose 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 pre!er war, with all its train of 
losses, woes, and death, and its unspeakable demoralizations, to a pacific sol u­
tion of any difficulty that m ay arise, which would allow the happiness of a great 
people to remain uninterrupted, the course of commerce to flow on in its accus­
tomed channels, and wealth and population to increase, unchecked by wanton 
waste and destruction. 

For these reasons, fortified by the experience of the past and enforced by our 
hopes of the future prosperity of this country, we cordially support the propo­
sition of the British deputation and entreat Congress to pass a joint resolutiOn 
instructing our Government to negotiate with the Government of Great Britain 
a treaty providing for the settling by arbitration of all differences whatever be· 
tween the two countries which tail to reach a satisfactory solution throu~:h 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 governor of 
Pennsylvania; Philip C. Garrett, George Dana Boardman, Rich­
ard Wood, T. P. Stevenson, W. F. Sadler, per order committee 
appointed by the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the American Pe!l-ce 
Society. I am in sympathy with the movement above re· 
ferredto: James A. Beaver. We cordially unite in the foregoing 
petition: Jas. Pollock, J. F. Hartranft, Heney 1\I, Hoyt, ex­
governorsot Pennsylvania; Edwin H. Fitler, mayor of Philadel­
phia; Daniel M. Fox, W. 8. Stokley, Samuel G. King, ex-mayors 
of Philadelphia; John Cadwalader, collector of the port; Louis 
Wagner, director public works; Robert P. Dechert, city con­
tJ.·oller; Henry Clay, receiver of ta.xes; Frank F. Bell, city treas­
urer; GeorgeS. Graham, district attorney; C. H. Krumbahar, 
high sheriff; B. B. Comegys, president Philadelphia. Na­
tional Bank, 4205 Walnut street, Philadelphia; Geo. H. Stuart, 
president Merchant-s' National Bank; George Philler, president 
First National Bank; L. D. Brown, president Seventh National 
Bank; Lindley Smyth. president Pennsylvania. Annuity and 
Insnmnce Company; T. L. Erringer, president Philadelphia 
Trust and Safe Deposit Company; Sam R. Singley, president 
Provident Life and Trust Company; S. A. Caldwe~ president 
Fidelity Trust and Safe Deposit Company; Thomas Coch­
ran, president Guarantee Trust Company; Wm. Brockie, 
president Investment Company of Philadelphia; G. lU. Trout­
man, president Central National Bank; Arthur 1\:t. Burton, 
Elliston P. :Morris, Thomas L. Gillespie, Geo. 8. Ranis, Jay 
Cooke, J. Simpson (Africa) president Union Trust Company; 
.Eugene Delano, of Brown Bros. & Co.; B. K. Jamison, banker ; 
Wm. Henry Larned (Larned, Haas & Handy); E. C. Knir.bt; Ed­
ward H. Coates (Edward H. Coates & Co.); Francis B. eeeves, 
(Reeves,J>a.rvin&Co.); William W.Justice (Justice, Bateman & 
Co.); James Whitall (Whitall, Tatum & Co.); William Waterall 
(William WateraU & Co.); J. C. Strawbridge (Strawbridge & 
Clothier); Geo. D. 1\!eCreary, vice president Market SLreet 
Bank; .Joel J. Baily (Joel J. Baily & Co). 

PHILADELPHIA, Jtcne 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. 

EEPORTS OF OO:ID\fiTTEES. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining­
debris 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 nrbitm­
tion or commission for settling controversies and difl:erences between 
railroad corporations and other common carriers engaged in interstate 
and Territorial transportation of property or passengers and their em­
ployes, reported it without amendment. 
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