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do not want to make any comparison on that line, but it seems 
to me that an expression of that sort is unparliamentary, unbe­
coming: and entirely out of place. That is parliamentary lan­
guage\ is it not? There is another set on that sjdeof the House, 
radiating out from the gentleman from Maine--

A ME~ER. What do you mean by a ' 'se t"? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Well,anothercorps; thatisbatter. The 

gentleman from Maine, when he r ises to speak, stands over 
there , looks over to this side of the House and says: '' Let us do 
this by the rules of common sense," a.ll the time insisting ths.t 
the Democra tic side of this House are without knowledge on the 
~ubject. And then some smaller men will rise and say tha t we 
are ignorant on the Democr .>.t ic side. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] made a discovery the ot her day. He found a 
decision of the Supreme Court that has been read i1_1 this House 
at least for ty times. He had just discovered i t, I presume; and 
he said the Democr a tic side was densely ignorant, and then he 
proceeded to read tha t decision of the Supreme Court, which 
had been frequently and ..ably discussed in the House, in order to 
infm·m this How~e what the Supreme Court had decided, and 
then remarked that gentlemen on the Democratic side seemed 
to be densely ignorant. And I must say that a numbar of gen­
tlemen on this Democrat ic side of the House, when the gentle­
man from Maine tells them that, stand about him taking it all 
in, and laughing with an expression of great admiration on 
their fa.ce. ' 

A MEMBER. How about Abram Hewitt? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, I suppose the gentle~'1n from Maine 

made a speech over there, and I suppo.::e Hewitt caught the in­
fection from the gentleman from Maine , and thought that as 
that gentleman had said something smart he would imitate. 

Mr. REED. Probablv both were pret ty accurate. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. ~I have no doubt the gentleman irom 

Maine thinks so; and if he can succeed in getting- a Democratic 
Speaker to count a quorum of this House his poor opinion of us 
would disappear; and then the gentleman from Maine would be 
enabled to decide a question which his mind has been poised 
upon for some time; and that is whether God made him or he 
made God. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this provision which the gentleman from 
Illinois wants to strike out is clearly a reduction of the expenses 
of the Government and within the province of tb.is committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope we shall now have a vote. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think this is a matter of so much impor­

tance that it ought to be a little more fully understood before the 
vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in order unless an­
other amendment be offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I wish to inquire' of the chairman of the committee, who 
is in charge of this bill (because I was ill when thetmatter was 
considered in the full committee), whether the appointments in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey are now made under civil-service 
rules? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not say whether they are or not. 
Mr. ENLOE. I do not think there is any law governing that 

matter. I never heard of any law that governed the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. SAYERS. One hundred and thirty-eight persons are au­
thorized to be employed; and the number who entered under 
the processes of the civil-service law for 1893 was 1 'i. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only 17 were appointed under civil-service 
rules't 

Mr. O'NEIL. Seventeen during the year 1893. 
Mr. SAYERS. There were 17 out of the whole force, as !un­

derstand, who were appointed under civil-service rules. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The question I have propounded will be recog­

nized, I think, as an exceedingly important one in regard to the 
effect of this amendment. 

If the effect of the amendment is practically to take from un­
der the operation of civil service rules all these appointments­
and they are now under civil-service rules except as to 'certain 
scientificappointments-the head of the Bureau and some others­
of course its effect may be far-reaching. I should like to know 
definitely, and I think the Committee of the Whole would also 
like to understand the situation of the Coast and Geodetic Sur­
vey in this respect. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not the object of this clause to inter­
fere with the civil-service law at all in this respect--

Mr. DINGLEY. I take it for granted it was not. 
Mr. SAYERS. And if the gentleman has any apprehension 

as to the effect of this clause upon those who are employed in the 
Coast Survey under civil-service rules, I am perfectly willing 
that he should suggest an amendment which will remove all 
doubt upon the subject. 

I wish to say further that, so far as lam concerned, my only ob-
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ject was to reduce the expenditures of the @fficeforce. I believe 
there are too many people there. For inst :mce, the Blue Book 
shows that there were as many as 11 messengers employed at· 
one time in that office. I thought tha t the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in connection with the Super intendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, might rearrange the force of this Bureau 
so as to red t: ce the cost $113 ,600. That was my only purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no doubt that the purpose of the 
chairman of the committee in this matter was exactly as he has 
shted; but my inquiry was as to what the effect might b.e; 
whether this legislation might not go much further than the 
chairman had in tended it should go. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would it not be the duty of the Secreta.ry of 
the Treasury, in rearranging his force, to observe the ci d l-serv­
ice rules? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 'l'hat was one of the inq uiries I proposed to -
mak e . 

Mr. SAYERS. lsbould think it would be. 
Mr . DINGLEY. On having my attention called to this rna~ 

ter - for as I have stated, I was absent on account of illness when 
the bill was being considered by the full committee-! telephoned 
a few moments ago to the head of the Coast and Geodeti 'J Sur­
vey asking how appointments are made; and I have this an­
swer : 

All the clerical force and m ost of the scientific are under civil service, 
That is the response of the head of the Bureau, I wish to say 

th3.t in iny judgment no greater misfortune could befall a scien':" 
tifi.c department like this than legislation which would tend to 
take it out of the nonpartisan position which it has heretofore 
held and place it under any circumstances in such a position that 
these appointments should be made for partisan reasons. 

Mr. ENLOE. May: I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ENLOE. In reference to the telephonic message which 

the ge.t;ttleman has justreceivedfrom the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey, does the gentleman know whether or not the Civil 
Service Commission has ever held any examination--

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not. 
Mr. ENLOE. For the establishment of any eligible list .with 

reference to this Bureau; or does he know whether there have 
been appointments made in the Coast and Geodetic Survey under 
civil-service rules? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no personal knowledge in the m1.tter 
at all. The onl:v information I have is contained in this answer 
to my telephonic inquiry. . 

Mr. ENLOE. My understanding is that the force over there 
has not been subject to civil-service rules; that the officers in 
charge have not been in the habit of consulting the Civil Serv­
ice Commission as to who should be appointed or who should 
be removed. I think the gentleman will find upon investiga­
tion that the employes of that Bureau have not been under the 
protection of the civil-service law, and that no regard has been· 
paid to that law in making changes there. . 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there must b9 some mistake in the 
message which the gentleman from Maine has just read, because 
the document from which the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
SAYERS] has quoted is a report made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the· joint commission under date of May 24last, in 
which he states that at that time only 17 employes out of 138 
were Uil;der ci vii-service rules. Now, if this report was correct, 
there must be some error in thestatementwhich the gentleman 
from Maine has just read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that while my 
telephone message was forwarded to Prof. Mendenhall, this an­
swer is not signed by him, and it may have come from some 
other person in that office. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not wish to be misunderstood about this 
matter, or to misrepresent anything. I have no doubt but that 
the clerical force is under the civil-service rules, but I do not 
believe that any other portion of the force of that office is under 
the civil-service rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This statement is th~t all the clerical force 
and most of the scientific are under the civil service. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not believe that. 
Mr. D09KERY. Their report to us is incorrect, if that is 

true. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DINGLEY. There was an understanding, Mr.Chairman, 

that when we r eached any of these important points there should 
be an opportunity for more general debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maine have ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know that I shall occupy all of the 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maine [Mr • 

/ 
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DINGLEY] be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. Is there ob­
jection? 

There was noobjection. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I simply desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that 

I am in entire harmony with any proposition to reduce the force 
in any of these bureaus or departments where it can be done 
without injury to the public service. Even the reduction that 
was made here 1 did not propose to antagonize, but my attention 
has been called to what might be the e tfect·of this amendment 
with reference to the appointment of these officials, and I sim­
ply desire to satisfy myself, and I presume the committee desire 
to be satisfied, as to whether in this legislation we were chang­
ing in any manner the mode of appointment of these officials in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 
Mr. SAYERS. I will agree, and I suppose the committee will 

agree, that the gentleman may insert a proviso that nothing in 
this provision shall affect the operation of the civil-service law 
upon that Bureau as it now operates. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A proviso of this kind: 

Provided, That appointments in the Coast and Geodetic Survey shall be 
made under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That would be extending 
the civil-service law to this Bureau. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer, of course, to those who come-within 
the provisions of the law, whose salaries are between $900 and 
$1,800. I simply want to be sure that we apply the civil-service 
rules to the Coast and Geode tie Survey. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentlemanif he contemplates, 
by the adoption of this amendment, if it should be adopted, 
that it will vacate all the positions in the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am not certa.in about that. 
Mr. ENLOE. I do not think it would. I think it would give 

power to reorganize, where not in conflict with the civil-service 
laws. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I supposed that was the intention. 
Mr. ENLOE. I think that is the effect of the amendment. 
Mt·. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible 

to hear wha.t gentlemen are saying. I ask that there may be 
order on the floor. 

Tha CHAIRMAN. The committee will be .in order. 
Mr. ENLOE. I do not think the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

DINGLEY] wishes to inco-rporn1ie anything into this legislation 
wMch would change the operations of the civil service law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at aJl. 
:Mr. ENLOE. Or which would place a construction upon this 

act that would require the Secretary, or even authorize him, to 
vaca te all these offices. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. I simply desire that, as to offi­
cers whose salaries bring them under the civil service rules, 
they shall be appointed under 'those rules. That is aJl ! .desire. 

Mr. SAYERS. I under!:Jtand that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HOPKINS] would like to speak, and I ask the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to allow him to address the commit­
tee while the gentleman ft·om Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] prepares 
his amendment, and then he can consume the remainder of the 
time which bas been accorded to him. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me a little 
time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Mr. Chairman, what I desire to 
ask the attention of the committee to, is the language of the bill 
itself, which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to reor­
ganize that office by the reduction of the office force, by there­
duction of the number or compensation, or both, of employes. 

Under existing law the officials in any of the great Depart­
ments who have charge of matters of that kind can reduce a 
clerk from a $1,200 position to a $1,000 position; but there is no 
warrant in the law that would permit the party who has this 
authority, whether it be the Secretary of the Treasury or one of 
his subordinates, to make a $1,200 position into a $1,000 position. 
That can only be d~ne by legislation .. 

Now, the obnoxiousfeatureof thisproposedlegislation isthis, 
that while there are some fifty or sixty positions under this bill 
with salaries ranging from $4,000 to $900, if this amendment of 
mine is voted down, and the bill as reported by the committee 
is adopted, it gives the Secretary of the Treasury the power of 
saying that a Government officer, who holds a position to-day 
where he draws a salary of $3,000 and has drawn that salary for 
·a number of year s, must perform all the duties of that office for 
$2,000; and that a person who holds a position under existing 
law: and draws a salary of $lt500, must hereafter perform the 
duties of that office for $1,000. 

This bill would permit the Secret3.ry of the Treasury to say 
that the salary of $5,000, which has just been voted by this 
House to the Superintendent of this Bureau, can be reduced to 
$3,000. Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman. that no such power 
as that should be given to any executive officer o! the Govern­
ment. 

When I used the word'' coward," as I did , to which exception 
was bken by the gentlemnn from Mississippi, it was in connec­
tion with this: that if this House desire to reduce the salaries 
of any of these officers in that Bureau, it is within the province of 
the members here, by their votes, to mak~ such reductions, and 
they should not shirk that responsibility by throwing it upon . 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the manner proposed in the 
pending bill. 

Now, I do not believe this leg i3lation is constitutional. As I 
stated to the gentleman who was in the chair when I made the 
point of order, under the Constitution of the United States the 
legislative department of the Government is vested in the House 
and theSenate,andinnootherbranchesof the Government. This 
legislation proposes to confer that power upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and I believe, if this should be adopted, and the 
Secretary of the Ti easury should undertake to reorganize this 
Bureau as contemplated here in the language which I seek to 
have stricken from the bill, that it would be impossible for him 
to do it, and that any of these officers who are drawing the sal­
aries voted to them to-day in this bill, by presenting their claims 
in the Court of Claims could collect their salaries from the Gov­
ernment, notwithstanding the action taken by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

And I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the Secretary of the 
Treasury should undertake to abolish any of these offices, such 
as the assistant superintendents, of whom there are a number 
drawing from two to four thousand dollars each, they would 
have the power to collect their salaries in the Court of Claims 
even if this language should be adopted, for the reasons that I 
have stated. 

Now, with this staring us in the face, it seems to me that the 
proper and reasonable and sensible thing to do is for this House 
to determine just what shall be done in the reorganization of 
this Bureau. If, as the gentleman who is in cha1·ge of this bill 
states, there are eleven messengers and only five are needed, then 
cut off six of these messengers by only making appropriations 
for five; and if there are any other offices that are .tilled that are 
not ·necessary for the proper discharge of the duties assigned to 
that Bureau, then let the chairman of this Committee on Appro­
priations, who has apparently investigated this subject, indicate 
which of these offices can be abolished with benefit to the Gov­
ernment and a saving to the Treasury, and let the House take 
that responsibility. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer an amendment, 
somewhat in the line suggested by the chairman of the commit­
tee [Mr. SAYERS], to come in on page 23, line 4, to be inserted 
after the word "ninety-five." 
- Mr. ENLOE. I reserve all points of order on that amend­
ment until I hear it read. 

The amendment offered by Mr. DINGLEY was read, as follows: 
Insert after the word "ninety-five," in line 4, on page 23, the following: 
"Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to affect the civil-service 

ru~es now applicable to the Coa.st and Geodetic Survey." · 

Mr. ENLOE. I shall make a point of order on that unless the 
gentleman modifies it so as to read "in so far as now applica­
ble." 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is just what it says. I have shown my 
amendment to the chairman of the committee. It simply pre­
serves the existing status of things with reference to the civil­
service laws. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood it to read" now applicable.:~ I 
ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 
Mr. ENLOE. I insist that the amendment should read "in so 

far. as now applicable." I do not propose to admit that they a1·e 
applicable. I do not know whether they are or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no objection to that. That does 
not change the meaning. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Does the amendment contemplate, if this 
bill passes, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to reduce 
this force; that if he shall find an entirely competent employe 
who, is not under the civil-service rules, and one who is incompe­
tent, who is under the civil-service rules, that he shall be required 
to retain the incompetent mn.n and discharge the competent one? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; the gentleman is well aware that 
under the civil-service rules the head of a DApartment may re­
move. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He can do it for qause· but where there 
is.a reduction of the force, can he remove employes who are 
under the civil-service rules, under that amendment? . .. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. If the force is not needed, there. is no re-
striction under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understand removals must be for cause. 
Mr. ENLOE. This will be c :1use enoug-h, if it passes. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. If the effect of this would be as I have 

suggested, then I would be in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois[Mr. HOPKIN.S]. 

.Me. ENLOE 1\ir. Chairman, the-amendment which the gen­
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has just offered, demon­
strates to the Hous~ the unwisdom of its course this morning 
in voting down an amendment which directed an investigation 
into the workin~s of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. Here are 
gentlemen coming up on all sides and confessing that they are 
absolutely ignorant of the rules and. laws that govern the exist­
ence of this Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

It is one of those sacred institutions that has grown up under 
the Government, one that is clothed about as with a garment of 
sanctity and science; and whenever you talk to a member of Con­
gress about science, he immediately retreats, because he is afraid 
he will be entrapped into a position where his ignorance on the 
subject will be demonstrated; and, therefore, rather than know 
anything about it, he will shut his eyes and close his ea.rs and 
refuse to hear or to know anything in regard to a scientific bu­
reau. 

There is not another bureau of this Government with refer­
ence to which there are not some members on this floor who 
can get up here and tell you all about its operations. 

Here is a Bureau about which there is such-dense ignorance 
that no member can be found who is rash enough to attempt to 
say what law governs it. 

The Committee on Appropriations confessedly knows nothing 
about it. This committee is trying to cut the appropriation in 
the dark. The Superintendent would not enlighten them, and 
the House refuses to turn on the light, so we are all in the dark 
as to details; and now the committee wants to shift the respon­
sibility of investigation and reorganization to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

When it comes to this Bureau, no gentlemn.n on this floo.r can 
tell you what law governs it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is the Treasury Depart­
ment rules of 1886 which govern this Bureau, as signed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and approved by the President. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand it is under the control of the 
Trea':lury Department, but I und•rstand furthermore that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has heretofore, in dealing with this 
Bureau, b .;en just about as impotent as Congress has been, and 
frequently as ignorant. 

To illustrate what a fraud it is, I will say that since this Ad­
ministration came into power naval officers have been denied 
the credit in the maps for the work they did. The Coast Sur­
vey not only denied the credit to the naval officers for the work 
they· did, but they im.puden tly placed on the maps or charts the 
work to the credit of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. The charts 
appeared to be the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
not the work of the naval officers who performed it. 

The naval officers objected-to this~ and the Secretary of the 
Navy protested to the Secretary of the Treasury against this 
frat:d, and the Secretary of the Treasury made an order that 
the rule heretofore governing in that Bureau should still con­
trol in the printing of the maps, and the credit for the work 
should be given to the naval officers who did the work, antl not 
to this fraudulent Co:tst Survey, which did not do the work, but 
which was attemptin~ to usurp the credit for it. 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. Mr. Chairman--
Mr . ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor, I believe. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I beg pardon. I thought the gen­

tleman had concluded. 
:t.1r. ENLOE. I have not quite concluded. I understand that 

not only was all this work that gentlemen talk about here done 
by the Navy during the last year, or nearly the entire hydro­
graphic work, but 1 under stand that 35 per cent of the officers 
of the line in the Navy have served in this Coast and Geodetic 
Survey and are familiar with this work. 

They are the men who are doing it to-da_y, and they are the 
men who·ough t to be authorized by law to do it. Instead of mak­
ing an a.ppropriation to the Coast Survey, with the pretense that 
it doos the work, and at the same time devolving the work on 
the naval officers, and taking a portion of the appropriation of 
tho NavyDep:trtment to do itwith, we ought to go at it directly 
and place it where it properly belongs, under the control of the 
Navy Department. I regret exceedingly that there should be 
any in. titution in this Government that can so hedge itself about, 
either with the fear of gentlemen that they may expose their 
ignorance if they inquire into it, or with its patronage, or in any 
other way, that the House of Representatives will vote down a 
proposition to investigate the methods of its operation. 

The work on the Coast Pilot is done by naval officers. The 
hydrographic work is done by naval officers. The topographic 
work along the shore h as been done as well and can be done as 
well by naval officers. The Coast Survey work in every civi­
lized country in the world except the United States and Portugal 
is done by naval officers. Our nav.a1 officers do this -work on all 
foreign coasts. Annapolis and Annapolis is turning out young 
men every year ready for this work. The Coast and Geodetic 
Survey has won this fight to-day, but this is not the end of it. 
It must go to the Navy Department where it belongs, and it will 
go there before this fight is ended. I expect to renew it next 
year and every year while I remain in Congress until this reform 
is accomplished. · 

[Here the hammer fell.l 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairm!lJl, so far I have taken 

no part in the discussion t:mching the appropriation for the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. I do not know that I should do so 
now, yet I will say a word. · 

I have discovered, in the m2.king of this bill, and in the _tem­
per that was displayed toward the. Coast Survey, especially in 
the Committee of the Whole., and generally in the atmosphere, 
that there was an intention upon the part of some gentlemen of 
the powers that be to reorganize this Survey. One step looking 
toward the reorganization was the reduction of the salary of the 
head of this Bureau from $6,000 to $5,000. 

I know the head of this Bureau slightly, having come in con­
tact with him when this bill was prepared during the Fifty-first 
Congress, and after there had been some. unfortunate scandals, 
~nd ~erhapssome reason therafor, some years prior to thattirpe, 
In this Bureau. But for a long time the salary has been $6!000~ 
and I have not any doubt th1.t it ought to be $6,000 for anybody 
who is competent to be at the head of this Bureau. The present 
head of the Bureau made the impression upon me that he is com­
petent to fill the position. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield W me 
for a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If this languacre which I seek to 

have stricken from the bill by the House shocld be adonted, is 
it not in the power of the Secretary o£ the Treasury to still fur­
ther reduce his salary from $5,000 to $3,000? 

Mr, CANN9N of Illinois. I suppose so. But I discovered as 
I th~ught a tendency to place this important Bureau, which·is 
chiefly instt'umental in making surveys of the coast, in makin(J" 
charts, and doing work th2.t is important to the lives and proP­
erty of our people engaged in the commerce and naviO"ation of 
our country, and that certain expenses were-- "' 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion? · 

Mr. CANNON of ·Illin.ois. Let me finish this sentence. I 
thought we discovered a tendency to take this Bureau, which 
ought to be a competent and scientific ·Bureau, and make it ' a 
mere political appendix; and from th'1t standpoint $6,000 is too . 
much for the head of the Bureau; $5,000 is too much if a mere 
politician is going to be at the head of the Bureau. If the head 
of the Bureau is not to be one competent for this work, I think 
$2,500 would be enough. So that if this policy is to be pursued 
teward this Bureau, why then let them bring it down to the 
compensation that somebody should have who 5imply seeks a 
plaDe. In my judgment, if the Bureau is not properly organ­
ized and properly conducted, with the best possible material to 
do this work necessary for the protection of tbe lives of our peo­
ple and the commerce of our country, not only of our Navy, but 
of the merchant marine also, then I would be glad to see it 
properly organized. In my judgment, the Bureau is doing 
pretty good work, and I think we should let it alone. But if the 
enemies of the Bureau are t.o have their way and the real effi­
ciency of the Bureau is to be impaired, then cut it all you please 
and make it as cheap as you can; and if you cut the salaries 
down to not more than $800 or $1,000 a year each, you will not 
do more than you ought. 
Mr~ HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, an amendment was pro­

posed the other day by the gentleman from Indiana to the gen­
eral appropriation bill which is solely new legislation, and which 
the gentleman himself admitted was subject to the point of 
order. That amendment was proposed to the act of March 3, 
1891, to the provision of which I invite the attention of the com­
mittee: 

All entries under the prei:mption, homestead, desert-land, or timber-cul­
ture laws, in which final proof and payment may have been made and cer­
t;Lficate issued, and to which there are no adverse claims originating prior 
to final entry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to the lst day 
of March, 1888, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers or incumbran­
cers, for a valuable consideration, shall, unless upon an investigation by a 
Government agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser has been found, be 
confirmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the Land 
Department of such sale or incumbrance. · 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under that law I wish to state to this 
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House a very large number of claims have been made in which 
the pS!rties have ' received their final receipts, ?>nd there are a 
great number of these claims that have passed to innocent third 
purchasers. A great many of these claims have had money 
loaned upon them, upon the faith of t.hat law, which is now 
sought to be amended; and the effect of which amendment will 
be to ab3olutely disturb, unsettle, and overturn the titles of hun­
dreds and thousands of p ieces of property in this country. Ire­
fer particularly to the town site of Great Falls, in the State from 
which I h ail. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the amendment which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] brings in on an ap­
propriation bill: 

ProvEded t ·u,·ther, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or a.ll'ect any ca.se where a. contest was pending in the 
Land Department prior to the passage of ths act of March 3, 1891, and any 
person who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon canc~l­
lation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the tract In­
volved under any of .the land laws of the (Jnite:i States in !or0e prior to the 
da.te of this act, if he was on 1\Ia.rch 3, 1891, legally qualified to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed. 

The effect of that amendment, Mr. Chairman, is simply this, 
that where final receipts have been given and the certificates 
issued for them where the parties have placed improvements 
upon them, where they have been sold to bona fide third pur­
chasers for value, where money has been loaned upon the 
strength o r their title, which is conferred in this act, all these 
titles will be unsettled; and ..in this very case that I refer to, and 
in the. case of Jasper, in the State of Minnesota, there are land­
grabbers standing ready to take them, and one of them is a man 
who has just been released from the penitentiaryforland frauds. 

The purpose is to give possession of these lands, held by these 
parties in good faith, by initiating a contest under the provi­
sions of this amendment. 1 do not know for what purpose it was 
done, or what inspired the introduction of that amendment in 
an appropriation bill. I make no reflection upon the distin­
guished gentleman from Indiana, for whom I have a great re­
gard; but certainly to change the hind legislation on an appro­
priation bill is highly inappropriate to the sub~ect-m3.tter 
contained in the bill. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I desire very briefly to call the at­
tention of the committee to something which was not presented 
to this committee, and which we had the right to have presented 
to us in the condideration-of that amendment. I want to say, 
furthermore, that had I known that this amendment was to be 
presented, I would have r aised the point of order, or had it 
r aised by some friend. I invite the attention of the committee 
to a letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, be::I.r­
ing date December 14, 1893, and a leater of the Secretary of_ the 
Interior, bearing date of December L5, 1893, in which those of­
ficers absolutely report against these two bills which contain 
substantially the provision contained in this amendment. Here 
are the letters, and with the permission o.f the committee, I will 
read them. 

The letters are as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Washington, IJ. 0., IJecember 1:1, 1893. 
The Honorable the Secretary of the Interior: 

Srn: I have the honor to acknowled~e the receipt, by your reference, for 
report thereon in duplicate of House bill No. 4458, present session, entitled 
"A bill to amend section 7 of 'An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes.' approved March 3, 1891." which bill was transmitted to you 
by the honorable the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, House 
of Repre!c'entatives, "with the request that you give * * * your opinion 
as to the propriety or passing the same, and inform the committee of the 
number of cases that would be covered by: the amendment." 

It is stated further in the letter transmitting the said bill that "the mover 
or it (Judge HoLMAN) introduced during the last session bill H. R. 3373 upon 
the same subject, but desires to inbist upon the 4458 instead of that," and the 
desire is expressed that "you will consider the two together." 

In regard. to H . R. 3373, last session, the same is also now before me by 
your reference for s1m1lar report, having previously been sent to you for re­
port thereon by the chairman of the House Commit Gee on Public Lands. 

Considering the two bllis together which have been referred, the intention 
of both appeara to be to conserve or effectuate the preference rights of con· 
testants under the act of May 14, 1880 (21 Stat., 140), so far as the same is or 
may be adversely affected by anything contained in the seventh section of 
the act of Mo.rch 3, 1891, or by any legal construction thereof. 

As to this purpose of the two bills it is respectfully submitted whether a 
law can now be enacted which would defeat a confirmation and right to 
patP.nt previously accruin5 to the entryman under the act of March 3, 1891, 
as held by the Department. (See 12 L. D., 571, Gerlach v. Kindler; 13 L. D .• 
292, Axford v. Shanks; 16 L. D., 4a, Nawrath v. Lyons et al.; 16 L. D., 78, United 
States v. Bullen.) I am of opinion that if either of the bills proposed should 
become a law, the ell'ect would be au attempt to defeat rights already con­
firmed undet· the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1891. In that view, I 
find the proposed legislation objectionable, and recommend that neither bill 
be enacted int o law. 

All papers are herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 

S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

DEPARTMENT OF THJ'f INTERIOR, 
Washington, IJecentbe?· 15, 1893. 

Sm: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Laud 
Offi.ce on House bill3373, '·declaring the construction of an act named therein,'' 
a.nd Bouse bill4!58 "to amend section 7 of An act to repeal timber·culttU'e 

laws, and for other pnrpooos,' approved March 3, 1891," which was referred 
to ba considered in connection with tl'le first· mentioned ):Jill. 

These two bills accomplish, substantially, the same purpose, which is to 
declare that nothing in section 7 of the act of March 3, 1891, shall be con­
strued to apply in its provisions or to a.ll'ect any case where a contest is 
pendingin the Land Department prior to the passage of the act of March 
3, 1891, and that any person who initiated a contest prior thereto shall have 
the right, upon cancellation of the prior entry, by virtue of his contest, to 
enter the tract involved under any of the land laws of the Unitetl States 
prior to the date of said act of March 3, 1~1. if he was legally qualified to 
malre said entry, a.s if said act had not been passed. 

The practical effect of the bllls is to declare that a contestant is an adverse 
claimant within the meaning of the 7th section of the ~ct of :M:a.r<'h 3, 1891. 
Said section provides as follows: 

"All entries under the preemption, homestea.d, desert-land, or timber-cul­
ture laws, in which final proo! or payment may have been made and cer­
tificate issued, and to which there are no adverse claims originating prior 
to final entry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to the 1st day 
of March, 1888, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers or incumbrancers, 
!or a valuable consideration, shall, unless upon an investigation by a Gov­
ernment agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser has been found, be con­
firmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the L;md De­
partment of such sale or incumbrance." 

In construing this section, it has been uniformly h eld by the Dep:1rtment 
that a m ere contest pending against an entry at the date or the act of March 
3, 18:H, where no priority is claimed, or any other right, except the prefer· 
ence right or entry that may be secured by the successful prosecution of the 
contest, is not such an adverse cla.im originating prior to fina.l entry as will 
defeat the confirmation of lihe entry, where the land has been sold or in­
cumbered prior to the 1st day of March. 1888, and after final entry to bona 
fide purchasers or incumbrancers, for a valuable consideration, anj where 
no fraud has been !onnd on the p:1rt of the purchaser. 

Under this ruling a. large number of cases have been held to b~ confirmed 
under the provisions of said act and have been patented. If the ruling of 
the Department is the true construvtion of the act, the cases that are sub­
ject to confirmation Wlluld not, in my judgment, be affected by the proposed 
legislation, which would be merely an attempt to defeat rights alre:1dy con­
firmed under said sect ion. 

I therefore concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office that the bill be not passed. 

Very respe-Jt!ully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary . . 

Ron. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
0/l,airman of Oommittee on. Public Lands, House of Rep1'esMtatives. 

During the reading of the foregoing the time of Mr. HART­
MAN expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I move to strike · out the last word of the 
pending section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose all the gentleman desires to do is 
to put those letters in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I should like to have the letter go into the 
RECORD; and I wish to state before I take my seat that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior absolutely repudiate these provisions which were 
presented the other day in the form o~ this amendment. I 
think that the committee is entitled to know that it has the 
condemnation of those officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask that the time of the gentlem:tn be ex-
tended for five minutes. 

Mr. WISE. I object. 
MI'. HARTMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle-

man on that motion. _ 
Mr. HARTMAN. I ask that the remainder of the letters m3.y 

be printed in the RECORD. 
There was no objec tion, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I rise to in· 

dorse the position o! my friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN]. 
In the five minutes allowed me I have only time to suggest a few 
considerations which I must be satisfied not to elaborate. 

The avowed purpose of ths amendment proposed by tho gen­
tlem'ln from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is to correct an error, to 
right a wrong. Theactsoughttobeamended was passedMarch 
3,1891. Had this amendment beenproposedMarch4, 1891, there 
would probably have been no objection toitspas!=!age. Butnow, 
more than three yeara later, the situation is different. It may 
have been a mistake not to include such a provision in the act 
on March 3, 1891, but to insert such an amendment now would be 
a much more sarious mistake. 

'.rh3.t act became operative immediately after its enactment. 
It was and is a shtute of repose. Under this act large sums of 
money have in good faith beeQ. invested in land. 

It is granted, Mr. Chairman, that there may be a conflict of 
equities in this matter. This being grantad, the question for 
us to determine which of equities is the greater and what action 
is most in accord with good public policy. On the one and we 
have the equity of the cont-estant, who frequently is a man whose 
only expenditure of time, money, or labor h as been that neces­
sary to pry into the record and ,find some technical defect in a 
title. 

On the othe;r hand, we have the equities of those who in good 
faith have put their money, as well as their time and talent, into 
the land and improvements. \.Ve must decide between equities 
that are merely prospective and those that are real and substan­
tial. 

As one illustration of the great wrong that may be done by the 
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passage of this amendment, I cite the instance of the village off adopted in·1887, long after the Civil -Service Commission went 
Jasper, in my district. The land upon which it stands contains into operation, this Bureau is not under the eivil service,-but,is 
valuable stone quarries. These have been developed at great under the rules and regulations made and approved by the 
expense. The men working in them have built their modest Treasury Department and the President of the United States. · 
homes. Numerous places of business have been erected. The Mr. ENLOE. What does the gentleman think, then; about 
village has a bright future. With the law as it now stands all that telephone mess:1ge which was read here by the gentleman 
will be well. from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]? ·- - ~ ' _ • 

But the addition of this amendment will bring a cloud over _ Mr. MAHON. I donotknowanythingaboutthat. I am talk: 
~very home; and for whom and what? For a man who, as I un- ing from the books and not from any mere ipse-dixit. The ·as­
derstand it, has done npthing to build up the town, and whose sistants and the subassistants are appointed by the Secretary of 
only claim to recognition is the allegation that he has found the Treasury. All the aids are appointed with his approval. 
somewhere back in the record a technical error or omission. They must be men not only well qualified physically for the 
By leaving the law as it is he loses nothing; while by passing places, but they must be men who have graduated at some scien­
the amendment we run the risk of taking away all the worldly , tific ·college such as prepares its graduates for the kind of work 
possessions of people who, placing full faith in the records and done in that Bureau. Where would you find a commission in 
decisions of this Government, have created the village of Jasper. the United States qualified to examine men for that intricate and 

This illustration, Mr. Chairman, is, I take it, typical. .hnd it delic:tte work unless you took the very men who have been 
seems to me that good public policy is against the amendment, trained in the Bureau? Now, Mr. Chairman, under this plan 
and I trust that when the matter comes up in the House it will thirty well-considered, carefully digested rules have been pr:e~ 
be defeated. scribed regulating the appointment, the pay, and the qualifica-

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, there seems to tions of all who are employed in that Bureau, from the Superin­
be considerable confusion and doub~ as to the wisdom of the tendent down, and -putting them under the control of the Presi-
amendmentproposed by the gentleman from Indiana. In his re- dent and the Secretary of the Treasury. . 
marks when the amendment was up for consideration he stated Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman understand that the clerical 
that it was approved by the Commissioner of the General Land force employed in that Bureau is not subject to the civil-service 
Office and the Secretary of the Interior. He understood at that rules? · - · ' 
time that it.would apply only to contests that had been initiated, Mr. MAHON. I am not talking about the clerical force; I am 
and that the repeal of the timber-culture act would leav:e those talking about the men employed in the scientific' work. 
people in a condition that they could not avail themselves of Mr. ENLOE. I agree with you about th.at. _ 
timber-culture entries. He also understood that it would affect Mr. MAHON. I make the assertion that this Bureau is open 
only about twent.y-five entrjes. Now, if the fact is as it appears to every member of Congress and to every citizen of the United 
to be, that it will affect a large number of entries throughout States who wishes to inspect it, and that it is as well conducted 
our Western country, are we to have any opportunity to recon- under these rules and regulations as any Bureau in the- city of 
sider? . Washington. Every dollar that it expends must be reported to 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be reconsidered. The only way the Auditor of the Treasury, who audits the accounts of the 
will be to vote it down in the House. Bureau and holds its officers to a strict account. Now, Mr. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. .Then, Mr. Chairman, I give Chairman, why disturb this Bureau in its present relations? It 
notice, if such notice is proper at this time, that when this propo- is to-day absolutely under the Treasury Department, and if any 
sition. comes up in t.he House .we shall as~ for a separate ~o~e gentlen:an will read tl;tese rules w_ith care, he will 'coi:ne. to ~he 
upon 1t. I do not w1sh to detam the comm1ttee now, but th1s 1s conclusiOn that there 1s no necess1ty for any further leg1s~atwn· 
a matter that ought to be looked into. If the gentleman from ·in reO'ai'd to this Bureau as to its work. in detail or its control. 
Indh.na were present we might_go on now and discuss it for ten Ther~fore I voted a()'ainst the amendment of the gentlemanfrom 
or fifteen minutes and perhaps come to a conclusion about it, but Tennessee on the information I had obtained from the books and 
as he is unavoi(iably ab3ent w~ can not do that. If we can not from the record of the Department. 
do better, we will ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall now have a 
in the House. vote. The amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DIN~ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say in justice to the gentleman LEY] comes first, being intended to perfect the text. 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who is not present at this moment, The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the matter which 
that I had a conversation with him in regard to this amend- the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] proposes to strike 
ment, and at that time be supposed it related to only a few en- out. · 
tries. The object of the amendment, as un_derstood by him at The Clerk read as follows:' 
the time, was merely to put the contestants in the condition in And the secretary of the Treasury shall reorganize the said ot'llce force by 
which they would have been if the repealing act bad not taken the reduction of their number or compensation, or both, so as to bring the 
effect, simply to remit them to the rights which they had be- whole of said compensation within the sum of :U25,000forthe1iscalyea.r 1895, 

fore that repealing act took effect. Now, it is possible and un- and he shall submit estimates in detail for the said offi.ce force, as reorgan· · i~d hereunder, in his annual estimates to Congress for the fiscal year 1896. 
doubtedly true, as stated here, that sipce that time, in view of 
the legislation and of the dismissal of those contests, other per- The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend-
sons have acquired rights, an~ hence the matter has become ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 
complicated. I _think~ 'therefore, it is well enough that at some The amendment was read, as follows: 
au bseq uen t time ·we shoul<:L. consider the question more fully. Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to atrect the civil service 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the effect of this amend- rules in so far as applicable to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. / 
ment will be to give the contestant a prior right of entry over The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from. 
the contestee? Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], which is intended to perfect the text, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The intention was simply to give these takes precedence of the amendment of the gentleman from lUi­
parties the rights they had before the repealing clause went into no is, which is to strike out . . 
effect. The question being t3.ken, the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY 

TheCHAIRM..AN. This amendment has been already passed was adopted. - -- ·. 
upon by the committee, and this debate is all out of order. The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reply of the gentleman from Illinois to strike out the paragraph. 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] The question was taken, and the Chairman-declared that the 
aboutthe "ignorance"ofme~berson thissidewhovotedagainst noes-seemed to have it. · 
his amendment. · Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not confine it to that The committee divided; and there were-ayes 51, noes 95. 
side. [Laughter.] Mr. REED. I think we ought to have a quorum on this. It 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course it is understood that all the app3ars to be a party measur~. 
intelligence and all the purity are concentrated in the gentle- The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
man from Tennessee. [Laughter.) _ , Chair will a·ppoint as tellecs the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

Mr. MAHON. I believe there are some men on the floor who - HOPKINS] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 
understand this subject quite a.s well as the gentleman from The committee again divided; but before the count was com-
Tennessee. Under the act of 1843 this Bureau was reorganized, pleted the following took place: 
and that law is in existence to-day. Under the plan of reorgan- The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the point 
ization the Treasury Department and the President of the ·of no quorum is withdrawn? 
United States established in 1887 a well-dige_sted set of rules, Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous 
which not only control the appointment in the Bureau but pre- consent that the vote on the consideration of- the motion that I 
scribe the qualifications which men must have who fill 'tboseap- have-made be postpone-a -until to-morrow morning. -
pointments, and my impression is t}tat those rules having been Mr. SAYERS. It is understood also,· Mr. Chairman, tt~t no 
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further debate shall be had upon this matter without unanimous I threatened to leave its channel and take a shoot do~n through these lakes. 
consent Congress was importuned, and by a system of rtprapping, at a ·cost ot '150,· 

• · 000, <;he channel was kept within its pro~er course. 
The C!IA.ffiMAN. Does the gentleman move that the com- The dikes put in five years a.go were not-permanent, .however, and a.s they 

mlttee rise? wore out, the big stream began working its way back into Missouri's shore. 
Mr SAY"WRS N · 1 · 1 u th· t th te ..,. th · When the ice went out of 'the riv-er a few weeks ago, the last one of the dik-es . . ~ · o, si:. Slmp Y a"'ree. a e VO cvn IS went with it. T.heriverthen m!!.d.B another break tot1reedom through the 

matter be postponed until to-morrow morning. Missouri lakes. Itmade a cut across the end of \he iBland., eating up the 
J\1r CULBERSON. What is the prppo3ition, Mr. Chair- land of Judge Horton, then atta.cked the farm or Mrs. James Fisk, in Mis· 

man'). souri. This lady had 160 acres, and all that is left now is 6 a.cr-es. Charles 
· _ .. .. . . Siler has lost 90 acres, and the houses ut all the farmers in the vicinity have 

The CHAIBMAN. The proposition lS that 'the vote on this been moved back severar tirn.es. Now the .river is within 200 feet or the 
matter be postponed until to-morrow morning., the p.oint of no Santa. Fe tracks at Pawpaw Junction. This station is used jointly by the 
quorum to be withdrawn · Santa Fe, Burlingt~n, a.nd Rock Island, a.nd the three roads ~re a~tivel~pre-

. . . . paring to move thell' tracks back to the bluff to escape the big M1ssoun. 
~M.r. REED. No. The .pomt 18 not withdrawn exce_pt for that The people of Winthrop, just opposite Atchison, have refused to pay their 

purpose. taxes this year. 'They say they will hold on to their money until they find 
· The CHA.IRll!lAN The point of no quorum is not with- ;thattheiJ.·land is secur-e. They do not believe in pa.ying taxes upon land in a ~ . 'the middle of the Missouri River. 
r~';~REED. Not except for tnat purpose. I am willing, as a Mr. BRODERICK. I no': ask tb.at my amendment be read. 

part of the unanimous consent, that this matter may go over The Clerk Tead as follows. 
until to-morrow morning_, .and that ,the :rest of the bill be now Insert arter line 1, ·pa,ge .tJ!, the following woras: .. Beventy-fi:ve thousand dollars of which, or so much thereof .a.s shall ba necessary to strengthen 
proceeded with. ba.nksand improve the river, -shall be used at .and near Atchison, Kans., and 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point is withdrawn tempora- at Leavenworth, Kans. · 
rily. Mr. BRODERICK. The clipping just read from the Clerk's 

:Mr. REED. It is temporarily withd~awn, for the _purpose .desk--
stated. Mr. S"AYERS. Mr~ Chairman, 1 reserve a point of order on 

The CHAIRMAN. The point ,of no .quorum is witndrawn on that amendment, as it changes existing law4 
condition that unanimous consent is given for the postponement Mr. BRODERICK. The clipping just read gives some idea 
oi the consideration of this question until the next legislative of the urgency which exists--
day. ~s there objection? The CHAIR~AN. The impression of the Chair is that dis· 

There was no objection., and it was so ordered. cussion upon the amendment had beg..un before the gentleman 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading .of the portion .from Texas rose to reserve the point. 

of the bill relating to tl;Le Coast and Geodetic Survey. Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman offered his amendment and 
'The C S:AIRMAN~ The next matter reserved is on page 6.3 wa.s proceeding to discuss it; but just as soon as 1 could -get the 

of the blll. ·Chair to recognize me I made my point. 
·Mr. SETTLE. I ask unanimous consent to offer an .amend- Mr. REED. The gentlemanfr.om Texas rose in time to make 

.ment to a paragraph on page'35. the point. I took notice of that fact . 
. Mr. SAYERS. I object. The CHAIRMAN. Had the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

· Mr. SETTLE. I will state to the committee that a't the time BRODERICK] proceeded to .discussing his amendment after he 
lihe part o.f the bill which I wish to amend was read in commit- had offered it'? .... 
tee., I was temporarily and unavoidably absent from the House; Mr. BRODERICK. _ I had the clipping read before offering 
otherwise I should have:asked to be beard at that time. the amendment. 

Mr .. CANNON of illinois. What is the provision? The CHAIRMAN. The .point of order will be reserved. 
:Mr~ SETTLE. The provision I wish to amend is that which Mr. BRODERICK. M.r. Chairman, the clipping which has 

.appropriates $50,000 to the use of the Internal Revenue Depart- 'been read gives some idea of what has been going on at the ' 
ment for the purpose of detecting and punishingviolatorsofthe point referr.ed to. The Missouri Rive.r Commission has been 
internal-revenue laws. "The reason I desire to be heard on this -applied to to give some·relief; but the chairman of the commis· 
matter now is that the testimony on which this appropriation sion :says they have no means of giving relief without special 
was allowed by the COJD.mittee-- · • · legislation. Up to tbi.s time, at any rate, they decline to do any-

The CHAIR-MAN. Debate is not in order ,unless the gentle- thing .at .either Atchison or Leavenworth without special legis-
man gets 1man.imous consent. lation. 

Mr. SAYERS. When we come to 'the appropria-tions for the Now, the Missouri River, as is well-known oy most members 
judiciary I will give the gentleman a chance. from the West, is of very little use as a commercial highway. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I have an understanding with About all that can be done for it-and for that country is the pro­
the gentleman from Texas that when another portion of the bill tection of its banks and the preservation of its bridges, thereby 
is reached l shall be allowed an opportunity to be heard on this enabling the people living along that stream in the different 
matter. Hence I do not press it just now. States to carry on interstate commerce. There are very few 

The :CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his request steamers that go up the -stream, so few that when one is ex-
for unanimous consent? pected at Kansi:l.s City the fact is .advertised in advance, and I 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes, sir. understand the people of the city go down to the river's bank to 
The Clerk read as follows: Bee the steamer as a curiosity. 

UD.der Missouri River Commission: For Improving Missouri River from "Thus it will be seen that this river is comparatively worthless 
its Jllouth to Sioux City, Iowa, including salaries. clerical, office, traveling as a highway of commerce. The repair of these _places where 
~nd miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River Commission, surveys, the b3.D.ks are breaking and property is thus being destroyed is permanent bench marks and gauges, $7f)(),000, $50,000 of which may be used 
torremovalofsnagsandotherlikeobstructionsinthaMissouriRiverabova about all that the commission can do to aid the people along 
Sioux Oitv, Iowa, to be expended under the direction ot the Secretary of that stream. I hope the amendment will be adopted. For the 
War. information of some gentlemen who did not hear the amend-

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, when I asked the other ment read I wnl state that it does not ask for an additional ap­
day to have this item passed over, my objeot was to ascertain propriation: it does not increase expenses in any way; it only 
a fact which I had been unable to ascertain up to that time, and proposes to set aside $75,000 of the appropriation named in the 
to give the Committee on Rivers and Harbors opportunity to bill for worK: at the points named. 
consider a question which that Committee had then before it. .Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are ,not all these expenditures of 
~he Missouri River is one of the most treacherous and destrnc- money on the Missouri River made now under a law of Congress 
tive streams in this country. No one except those personally providing that the Missouri River shall be improved by stretches 
acquainted with the character of that stream can have the least or reaches, or whatever else the technical term may be? 
conception of the destruction and waste that is now going on Mr. BRODERIBK. I think that the commission may use a. 
there at some points. For the purpose of information I desire portion of the money at its discretion. Last fall there was soma 
to have read from the Clerk's desk a newspaper clipping which work done at St. Joseph. Under the law 25 per cent was to be 
does not in the least exaggerate the facts, which indeed does reserved from the continuing contracts. I underatand that a 
not state them as strongly as truth would warrant. port~on of that 25 per cent is now on hand, but most part of it 

The Clerk read as follows: has been expended at the points where the banks are being · 
INTO THE RIVER-JUDGE HORTON'S LAND HAS BEEN WASHED AWAY AT broken. But there is no place On the river where there iS SUCh 

.A.TCffiSON-THE BIG MUDDY IS NOW FAST ENCROACHING UPON THE TRACKS an emergency aS at Atchison and Leavenworth. 
f:c::~T:n!!;~!:!~~:~~~~ g~~ BIG BRIDGE AT [Here the hammer fell.] 
The Missouri River at Atchison is on another rampage. One of its latest Mr. MERCER obtained the floor. 

acts was to wash away 40 acres of valuable land belonging to Chief Justice Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
Horton, on what is known as Toftes Island, just above Atchison. But this from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] another question. 
is only a very small part of the .. Big Muddy's" depredations. Mr. MERCER. I will yield for that purpose. About 3 miles east of Atchison, in Buchanan County, Mo., is a chain of 
larkes. Five years ago the erratic river .showed signs o! uneasiness and Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman from Kansas 

' j 
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know anything of _a scheme being on foot to induce that Mis­
souri River Commission to spend money this-year up about St. 
Joseph and Leavenworth, instead of down at the mouth ol the 
river, where it ought to be spent. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I did not hear the whole of the gentle­
man's question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I' say, do you know anything of a 
scheme being on foot to divert the expenditure of the appropri­
ations for the improvement of the Missouri River thi.s year, 
from the lower portion of the river, from Jefferson City to its 
-mouth , and to expend the money in the neighborhood of St. 
Joseph and Leavenworth? , 

Mr. BRODERICK. I know of no scheme except to get the 
appropriation for these points where the river is cut ting the 
banks. That is all I am interested in. 

Mr. MERCER. I send to the desk an amendment in the form 
of a substitute for the paragraph. 

Mr . . SAYERS. My point of order is that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] changes existing 
law; and I presume before a substitute can be offered it will be 
necessary for the Chair to l·ule upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepointof ordercanstill be reserved. 
Mr. SAYERS. I reserve a point of order also on the propo­

sition of the gentleman from Nebraska fMr. MERCER]. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the text. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MER­

CER] has the floor. 
Mr. MERCER. I ask that the amendment I have sent to the 

desk be read. 
'l'he CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Str ike out the whole section referring to the Missouri Rivel: Commission, 

and substitute therefor the following: 
"Under Missouri River Commission: Forimproving Missouri River from 

its mout.h t o the south line of Sioux City, Iowa, including salaries, clerical, 
omce, traveling and miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri Commission 
surveys, permanent bench marks, and gauges, !7W,OOO; $50,000 o! which may 
be used for the removal of snags and other like obstructions in the Missouri 
River above Sioux City, Iowa., and from the south line thereof; to be ex­
pended under the direction ar the Secretary of War; and 1150,000 or which 
shall be expended in the construction, repair, maintenance, and extension 
of r evetments, dikes, and other works between the mouth o! the Platte 
River, in Nebraska, and Sioux City, Iowa." -

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, the people ofOlnaha.and Coun­
cil Bluffs have been buffeted from pillar to post by the Missouri 
River Commission and by the Committeeon RiversandHarbors 
for lo these many days, and we are very uncertain as to whether 
the relief so often prayed for will ever be granted. That these 
cities are entitled to assistance no one denies. The Commission 
and the committee are both profuse in sympathy, but very slow 
of action. There is a system of labor being performed by the 
Missour:i RiverCommission to-day which has passed beyond the 
comprehension of the average man who resides along the Mis­
souri Riv.er north of Jefferson City. It seems that there is a 
16-mile stretch near Jefferson City into which money has been 
poured for the last three or four years in enormous quantities; 
and during the next year I believe l}.large sum is to be expended 
upon this same reach. It is high time that other parts of the 
rive e receive some attention. At the present rate of work per­
formed Omaha will be reached in two hundred years. 

Now, members on this floor have informed me that the banks 
at t he mouth of the Missouri River need some improvement, 
that there is · damage being done there, and that something 
should be done by legislation for the protection of the banks of 
the river a t that point. I know that .the same condition of 
affairs exists at Omaha and Council Bluffs, and if the Govern­
ment is determined to expend so much money each year for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors this money should be spent 
where the greatest good wi~l be done to the greater number of 
people. 

I am told by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that it is 
the policy, a s adopted in the Fifty-first Congress and pursued 
since, that the Missouri River must be improved from its mouth 
up and toward its source. If that is so, why is not that policy 
pursued with reference to the mouth of the river, and why is a 

, jUIIlJ? of one hundred and twenty or one hundred and thirty miles 
north made t o one particular spot, o verlooking, as it were, in­
termediate territory? I take it, Mr. Chairman, that if the Mis­
souri River Commission has the discretion which the law says 
it h as, and il it desires to do justice to the commercial centers 
along the river, that Commission will see to it that the banks 
and property along the Missouri River at commercial points are 
protected, and not that one part or reach of the Missouri River 
should receive thousands and thousands of dollars, to the detri­
ment of other parts of the river. At the cities of Omaha and 
Council Bluffs there is $10,000,000 worth of property depending 
\lpon legisla tion favoring improvement of the Missouri River 
banks at these place&. The people of the::;e cities have expended 

' 

in times gone by in the neighborhcod. of $600,000 in improving 
the Missouri River banks. 

The Omaha Smelting Works have expended thousands of dol­
lars in -protecting the banks in front of their property. The 
Government has expended $120,000 at or near Council Bluffs; 
and if something is not done by this Congress through legisla­
tion to compell the Missouri River Cdmmission to protect this 
work at Council Bluffs it will be wiped out of existence, and that 
much money will be thrown away, 

Now, Mr. Chn,irman, what I desire is that this Congress shall 
recognize the fact that there are some places along the Missouri 
R~ver needing attention outside of that 16-mile reach, for which 
so much has already bean done. There is something at the 
mouth of the Missouri River that needs attention. Atchfson, 
St. Joseph, and Le3.venwor th need attention. Omaha and Coun­
cil Bluffs need attention, and Sioux City needs attention. Rec­
ognize the principal cit ies along this river in an equitable man­
ner, and complaints will-be few and far between_. If this can not 
be done we had better abolish all river commissions and deal with _ 
these troubles direct. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the point-of order 
that the gentleman raises, I desire to say that my substitute re­
duces this a-ppropriation $10,000. And again, the substitute lir 
perfectly germane to this section. I do not think the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is well 
taken, and I trust this House, in all fairness, will .see to it that 
the parts of the Missouri Ri verwhich most need protection shall 
be recognized in this bill, and at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of this HouSB to 
the following sbtement pertaining to this matter: 

CHICAGO, November 19, 1892. 

IMPROVEMEN~ OJI' THE YISSOURJ: RIVER. 
Omaha. reach-Florence to Union Pacific Railway bridge. 
The characteristics o! the Omaha reach are known from surveys !or the 

United States which have been maQ.e with more or less regularity since 
1817. These surveys show very fully the succession o! changes in shore lines 
and river bed, and the general surveys carried ove1.· the river in 1879 and 1890 
develop the charact-er of 1ihe rlver above and below. The last survey, made 
for the purpose of this report in October o! this year, shows the location of 
the river bed and o! the main shore lines as they now exist. 

The object sought. is the fixation of the river in a proper course on account 
of the very large and growing vroparty interests in the twin cities o! Omaha 
and Council Bluffs that would be mena.ced by any material change. 'l'he in­
terests of commerce are also coucern.ed in a permanent locat.ton at the 
bridge crossings. Such works as are required for these objects promote in 
the hlghest degree the naVigability o! this reach as a part of the genera.! im­
provement o! the Missouri River. 

The Omaha reach extends !rom Florence to the Union Pacific Rail way 
pridge, a distance o! 10 miles. Tne general or average width between the 
shore lines at ordinary high water is 2,200 feet, or about 800 feet in excess of 
the average width across low water and low bars. This general width, 
however, does not represent the proper width. of the river, or tha.t really 
necessary !or the flow of the stream, but rather the space oT"er which the 
stream has wandered in re~ent years, or during the time required for bars 
to build up, become covered with vegetation, oi a growth of willows and 
cottonwood, ana be regarded as fast land. On the whole, the changes due 
to the cut-off of 1877, just above the smelting works, have worked them­
selves out; and generally the course o! the river and its stability have 
steadily improved up to the time o! the October survey. Material changes 
from natural causes in the future are likely on the whole to be disadvan­
tageous to improvement, and highly detrimental to very import iollt inter­
ests that are adjusting themselves to the course the river is now shaping. 

The same favorable conditions do not obtain above or below. Above Flor­
ence the rapid cutting o! the point of the bend on the east shore throws the 
stream lower <lown against the bluffs, and thls action can not continue in­
defl.nitely without producing radical changes in the bend below Florence and 
altering the conditions at the northwestern dikes so as to greatly disturb 
the course below, the ultimate effect o! all of which can not be foretold. 
This danger is by no means remote, and the adoption of remedial measures 
should not be delayed. Below Omaha bridge such changes are occurring as 
indicate an uneasy disposition of the river, and between that point and 
Plattsmouth radical changes have occured in recent years and are now oc­
curring which. in the readjustment that must follow, are a serious menaee 
to the Omaha Reach. 

In 1879, prior to the St. Marys cut-otr above the mouth o! the Platte, the 
distance by the course o! the river from the Omaha bridge to Plattsmouth 
bridge was 33! miles. In 1890 this distance had shortened to 24t miles, a de­
crease in length or about Z7 per cent. During the same time no material 
change in length occurred in the river above !!rom Omaha to Blair. The 
general experience with the river is that notwithstanding cut-otrs and wan­
derings the length between fl.xed points, say 100 miles apart, will not in time 
show material alteration; in other words, that any shortening or other 
abrupt development is local and temporary. The river may wander and 
change its course, bnt the substantial length and average characteristics 
prevail. It is also believed that radical changes for the most part find their 
normal readjustment up stream. 

These lessons o! experience are in harmony with sound theory. It is ob­
vious that the energy o! the s tream or the work which it can do is measured 
by the fall in a given distance. The !all per mile between Omaha and Platts· 
mouth has been increased by over one-third, and this surplus o! energy will 
occasion wandering and spreading unt il sooner or later it works itself out 
in recovered length. 

If the conditions favored the recovery o! this length below Omaha, then 
the menace might not be serious to the Omaha;Rea.ch. They do not appear 
favorable, and no judgment can be formed :loS to whether the river will or 
will not, in the early future and in a brief season, take on comparative sta­
b1lity in the region of presentinstabilitywith a transfer of slope and unstable 
conditions up stream. Should this occur, itis a question as to whether the 
Omaha reach could stand the strain of t his surplus of energy until it had 
worked through to the river above, which is in a much more susceptible con­
dition. If the Omaha reach was well secured throughout in a fair course of 
moderat-e width, unquestionably the transfer o! any undesired conditions 
would be efl'ected without material local damage. 

-
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The Omaha reach bas not undergone recently other than the ordinary 
changes normal to the Missouri River as a result ot fiood seasons and the 
enormous amount or material shifted in its bed. At the present time the 
course as a whole, 1s very favorable to further improvement. The bend be­
low Florence is a proper shape for bank revetment. and certain dike work 
should be done on the left bank, opposite and below Florence, with a. view to 
better controlling the dh·ection of the stream into the bend and building up 
the low and broad bar, and which extends well down towards the north­
western dikes. The course at and above the northwestern dikes 1s favor­
able and should be made permanent in the present position. From this 
point down to the point of bend opposite Omnha, the Council Blutrs or left 
bank, has been revetted for a distance of 5 miles. This bend has a pocket 
which should be masked by a dike in order to insure stability of course be­
low in the 2t miles approaching Omaha, 

Aside from the holding of the concave banks in their present position. the 
situation reduces to a control of the run into the bend at and below Flor­
ence, fixation of the river at the northwest.ern dikes, and a masking of the 
pocket above the new railway bridge. It would be well also it in training 
the rlverthebend above the smelting works and in the approach to the high­
way bridge could be corrected by a course farther out and with less curva­
ture. Property interests would be materially served thereby, and no doubt 
of themselves will in time bring about an easier course. 

Tho question of allowable width is of importance, as a greater width than 
the proper requirements of the stream encourages wandering or chan~e of 
channel, and atrords better opportunity for unstable conditions to be effect­
ive. F'rom a pretty fUll consideration of the matter for the entire river and 
extending through several years, 817 feet was fixed between Sioux: City and 
Plattsmouth, and this may be safely adopted for any local requirement, and 
no doubt fixed banks that distance apart would be sumcient for the needs of 
the stream. This will seem to some who have not give any consideration to 
the matter of cross-section and scour as atYected by variations in stage of 
water, as very narrow, and the more conservative width of 1,000 feet at rul­
ing points will be entirely safe and probably more expedient. 

If the width is controlled and fixed ats ruling point it will usually take 
care of it-self in the bends ly~ between or require slight aid in building up 
the bars and reducing the sectwn to the normal width, and thus broad areas 
will be recovered from the wandering river course to become in time fast 
land. 

On the other hand, should nothing further be done to the Omaha. reach we 
may expect the following results: · · 

l. Changing conditions at Florence which will give rise to a shifting river 
in the bend below with heavy bank erosion and frequent bar changes. 

2. A dropping down of the river's course below the northwestern dike and 
such a. direct assault on the revetment as would probably destroy the same 
and confuse the course of the river below. 

3. Shifting into and out of the pocket above the new bridge with a corre­
sponding variation of the river in its approach to Omaha anddi1llcult control 
of the channel a.t the bridge site. · 

All these conditions are favorable as furnishing:{>oints of a.ttackin case of 
complication arising by which the unstable conditions below Omaha should 
be transfe~red into the Omaha reach. · 

It may be confidently stated that the Omaha reach is in better shape at 
this time than for many years past, and that future conditions and changes 
will be detrimental and possibly result in instability or a radical character. 
For these reasons it should at once be fully secured in a proper course by 
works of a substantial character. · 

The map of theOct.ober surveys shows.clearly the place of the stream, the 
height of bars, and the course of the main banks. It bears out fully the con­
clusion that the ruling points are at Florence, the northwestern dikes, and at 
the pocket, 2} miles above Omaha, the variations at these points being 
most largely responsible for the wandering channel and the varicose condi­
tions below. 

The matter of improvement will only be referred to in its general features, 
as the cost in advance of a. knowledge of what the specific conditions will be 
when the funds are actually available and the specific plan that should be 
applied at each locality can not be stated except in its limits. 

The several works will be referred to in what seems their natural order of 
development as a.trecting the several interests to be guarded. 

l. The Pocket.-This will require a substantial system of dykes and cross­
dykes. by which the pocket is to be recovered and a new shore line estab­
lished which will continue the bend above on a fair curve so that the river 
wm fol.low the Iowa shore to the vicinity of the new bridge, about three­
fourths of a mile below the pocket. ThelongitudinaldykefQrthe new shore 
line will have a length of4,000 to5,000 feet and about an equallengthofcross­
dyke will be required, all estimated to cost $75,000. 

2. Flm·ence Bend.-This should have a substantial revetment from Florence 
down for about 3 miles, and the present bank line seems to be very favorable. 
liow far the situation may be changed by another high water can not be told. 
This work should all be carried out in one season and will cost about $120,000. 

3. Northwestern Dikes.-The river should be here trained and secured in a 
definit-e course so as to give an easy run into the bend below without direct 
assault on the banks. How permanent the revetment below the dikes may 
be I can not say, but it would require to be of the most unusual character to 
withstand direct and changing assaults: The proper and easy control below 
demands a flx:ed course in this locality. Probably a mile wm require train­
ing and securing at an estimated cost of $60,000, although this estimate is 
subject to many contingencies. 

4. Flm•ence Dikes.-On the Iowa shore, opposite and belowFlorence, a mile 
of work may be judicious with a view to giving positive direction to the 
stream in Florence bend. The character and amount of work at this point 
is necessarily tentative in view of developments ab<JVe, but an estimate of 
$60,000 should be sutncient for the probable requirements. 

The foregoing aggregates $300,000. There may be incidental work which 
it would be judicious to undertake. These works, however, cover what is 
required to put the reach under control, though it might be well to increase 
the estimate to $350,000 to cover unforeseen contingencies. -

Other works may properly follow, but as they will be more local and of a 
character to fix: banks in more detail and build up bars, and must be pro­
jected in view or results that may follow the works outlined, no estimate is 
submitted. They will all be beneficial in more definitely fixing and ·secur­
ing the river and in determining its width and will be aided largely by the 
bank interests. 

The question of what :o;hould be done in the short bend above the smelting 
works has been alluded to, but no project is submitted, as this locality does 
not appear to be specially menaced. No doubt a material change could be 
made whlch would be beneficial to the river and of advantage to property 
interest, and the depth of the underlying rock would seem to favor a correc 
tion. It is a matter requiring more and special study in view of the prox­
imity to the two bridges. 

Very respectfully submitted, , 
- L. E. COOLEY, Consulting Jllnginee·r. 

To ARTHURS. POTTER, Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have arranged the questions 
of difference respecting the Coast and Geodetic Survey; and in 

order that that part of the bill may be closed up, I ask unani­
mous consent of the committee to return to it and to consider 
this amendment, which is entirely satisfactory to the Commit­
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it is satisfactory to both sides. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 

asks unanimous consent to return to the part of the bill with 
reference to the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask what becomes of this subject 
that we have under consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. We will immediately return to it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 

from Texas [~r. SAYERS] will first be reported, after which the 
Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerl:r read as follows: 

Strike out the words from the word "and," in line 24, page 2:3, to and in­
cluding the word "within," in line 2, on pa.ge ~. and insert the following: 

"And the Secretary of the Treasury shall reduce the number or compen­
sation, or both, of said omce force so as to make the whole of said compen­
sation equal to." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to recurring for the 
purpose of considering this amendment. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment which 

has just been read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. REED. Now the motion to strike out offered by the gen· 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] ought to be negatived. · 
:Mr. SAYERS. My understanding is tllat the unanimous con-

sent to consider this amendment disposed of that. 
Mr. REED. That is aU right if it is so understood. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 

PICKLER] was recognized. 
Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman fr·om Washington 

[Mr. WILSON]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 

WILSON] is recognized. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a day or two 

ago my esteemed friend from Mississippi took me somewhat to 
task in a kindly way-- · 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, just a moment-­
Mr. WILSON of Wa3hington. Mr. Chairman; if that matter 

is settled, and I have the f:l.oor, I would like to be advised of it. 
Mr. REED. It is not quite settled yet. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 

offered by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
was to take the place of the motion I made; and in view of its 
adoption I will withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman refer to? The 
pending amendment was offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this has reference to the Coast and Geo­
detic Survey. The language that has just been read is the lan­
guage that was agreed upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. · The amendment offered by the gentle­
man from Texas, ·by unanimous consent, was adopted. 

Mr. REED. And then the motion of the gentleman from Illi­
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] is withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought that amendment had 
been finished. 

Mr. SAYERS. It has. 
Mr. HOPKINS of IHinois. My motion was still pending as 

an amendment when this amendment was offered. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's motion for what? 
Mr. REED. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 

to strike out the paragraph; but the paragraph having been 
amended to suit him, he withdraws the motion to strike out, 
and that leaves it as the Ohair understands it, there remaining 
simply a technical difficulty that the Chairman has to get over. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do I understand that that matter is now 
closed up? I want it to go on record. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is. 
The CHAIRMAN. Wait a moment. Let the Chair see: 
Mr. SAYERS. It is closed;-. 
Mr. COGSWELL. I understand it is so, but the decision of 

the Chair would make me feel happier about it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Illinois with-· 

draws his motion to strike out? 
Mr. HOPKINS of lllinois. Yes. 
Mr. DOC:J;{ERY. That disposes of all that portion of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Information is given to the Chair that the 

gentleman from Illinois withdraws his motion to strike out the 
paragraph on pages 22 and 23. Is ther e objection to the request 
to withdraw that motion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
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Mr SAYERS. Now, that closes up the portion of the bill re­

lating to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. COGSWELL. And we do not return to the Coast and 

Geodetic Survey. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is all there is of it. The committee 

is now considering the Missouri River Commission. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a day or two 

ago my esteemed friend from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], 
in a kindly way, took me somewhat to task for exhibiting some 
little degree of sectionalism upon the floor of this House . I rise 
to assure the ~entleman from Mississippi that no member upon 
this floor is actuated with less --sectionalism than I am. I cer­
tainly wish, so far as I can, by my voice and by my vote, to con­
tribute in every way and in every manner possible to that which 
will bring prosperity and happiness to the people of his State 
and to all sections of the South; but I can not resist the tempta­
tioa to make a comparison between the twelve favored projects 
brought in upon this sundry Civil appropriation bill and the 
'Practical damage done to the people of the section I have the 
honor in part to represent. 

Now, sir, when we go before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to seek some appropriations for my State, with 1,900 
miles ot shore line with vast rivers and harbors, we are told to 
take our station at the end of the table and to be brief. We are 
then told, after we have made an argument, that we can only 
have one-fifth of the estimates recommended by the engineers 
of th~ United States; and yet when we come in with this bill on 
the floor of this House , what do we find? We find that the ap­
propriation recommended, not by the engin~ers of the United 
Sta.tes, but by civilians almost, men appointed for political rea­
sons, these projects receive what--5, 10,15 percent? No! They 
receive 100 per cent, or every dollar they have requested. I call 
the attention of the House and the committee to the report be­
fore the subcommittee which considered the sundry civil bill. 
It will make interesting reading when placed in the RECORD. 
At one point a major of the engineers testified as follows: 

Q. The amount asked !or Hay Lake is 1150,000. How much have you got 
on hand? 

A. Four hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 
And when the honorable chairman of this committee, think­

ing of the condition of the Treasury, and desiring to avoid mak­
ing appropriations that are unnecessary, asks-

Q. Why don't you use that amount? 
He goes on further and says: . 

A. Because it freezes in winter, and we can not work all the time. 
Will it not freeze next winter, gentlemen of the committee? 

.And so, I say, taking the MissisEippi River Commission for ex­
amlJle, when we came to the consideration of that in the com­
mittee we ascertained that there were no estimates before the 
committee for any appropriation; and this report says: 

Will you not very kindly send in an estimat<l !or the Mississippi Com­
mission ? 

Mr. Chai t>man, when you or I, or any other member of the 
House, goes before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, he 
knows if you have no estimates you can not have a single dollar; 
but you have kindly sent out and got an estimate, and the result 
is $2,000,000 appeopriations on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. I say, gentlemen, it is unfair; it is unjust. It i.s inequita­
ble to every other section of the country. I'ask that the portion 
of the country which I have the honor to represent shall be 
treated iu the same way and in the same manner as the section 
of every other member upon this floor is treated. If it is to be 
5 per cent, let us make it 5 per cent for all. Now, look at it for 
instance. Distinguished gentlemen come and say we are un­
generous to the South. They come in p reaching economy, they 
come in preaching reform, and yet here is a tabulated statement 
of the appropriations that have been made for rivers and har­
bors in the entire country from its organization. Up to 1890 
you appropriated $76,000,000 to the Mississippi and Missouri 
Rivers, and you added $20,000,000 and over for the Gulf States. 

[Here the hammer fe1l.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MERCER. I ask that the time of the g entleman from 

Washington be extended twenty minutes. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I only want three or four min­

utes more. 
Mr. LOUD. Is not the gent.leman speaking on the point of 

order, and is he not recognized for an hour? 
• The CHAIRMAN. The point of or.der bas been reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am always under obligations 

to my esteemed friend. Every day he p~ aces me undel' more ob­
ligation to him on this floor, and I - hope the time may come 

when I shall _have an opportunity in some small way to recip-ro­
mite the many obligations · that I am under to my distinguished 
friend from Texas. [Laughter.] · 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to print in the RECORD the 
testimony taken before the committee. Iwanttoplaceitin the 
RECORD to show the House, to show the country, that those who 
are standing here every day talking and preaching economy, by 
whom we are told every day we must cut down the expenditures 
of the Government, are bringing in appropriations for twelve· 
favored projects when large sums remain unexpended of the ap­
propriations made at the last session of Congress; and to say 
to you, sir, that you may talk about your low tariff, and talk 
about your high tariff, and talk about your tariff for revenue 
only, but so long as you gentlemencontinuetoappropriate $500,-
000,000 every year somebody has got to pay the fiddler while they 
do the dancing. [Laughter.] 

· This money comes out of the common people. What we con­
tend for is that while we are charged with these appropriations 
in the West, the only instance and the only time, the only place, 
the only eircumstance where you have ever cut down the ex­
penses of this Government in clerk hire in anv of the Depart­
ments was in th_e General Land Office, where we pay every dol­
lar of the expenditures by the fees and from the lands sold in 
our section. You cut down the force of the Land Office, and yet 
we gave you a net revenue of $4,000-,000 last year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And they were cut down on the recom­
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, they were cut down on 
the recommendation of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and the gentleman should have added that he was aRe­
publican. · 

I sa.y that you apply to my section of the country a rule which 
is unjust and unfair. We should be treated as others are treated. 
I propose to pla-ee in the RECORD, iE I can hav_e the consent of 
the committee, a tabulated a batement coming down to 1890, 
which will show just where the money has gone. Mr.'Chairmaii, 
these contracts ought to be abolished. I know it is the law, but 
I know, too, that when I go to my able friend, the chairman of 
the committee, and ask him for an increased appropriation for 
OlympiaHarbor,hewill say to me, and say veryproperly: "We 
h ave got to keep this bill down· we have got to keep it under 
ten millions. There are eight millions on the stindry civil 
bill chru;ged to this bill." So others ~rereceiving a hundred per 
cent while my colleagues and I are allowed only one-fifth of the 
Engineer's estimate. That is the unfairness of which we com­
plain. 

If the Rivers and Harbors Committee can not afford to give 
me over one-fifth of the estimate, then they can not afford to 
give over one-fifth to the Mississippi River. · W.e have poured out 
$75,000,000 there already, and I think the facts will show that it 
has accomplished little or nothing up to date. Again, these 
commissions ought to be under the Army of the United States. -
Let us take the civilians off these commissions and save these 
salaries of five or six thousand dollara a. year. I know of_a nian 
from Indiana who was appointed fifteen years ago on the Mis­
sissippi River Commission just because he had been defeated for 
Congress, and he is still there at five thousand a year . . 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Yes, an intelligent gentle-
man, too. · · 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, he is an intelligent gen­
tleman. But he is like a m an who came up from Virginia to 
look for an office, and who said he didn't know just what he 
wan ted, but he thought he would take a'' sinecure:" [Laughter.] 

Mr·. STOCKDALE. He is 'the mostefficient man on· the Com-
mission. ' 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. -very likely. But when you 
stand up here and vote to send Indian agents into my country 
from Alabama and Georgia· and Soiith _Caroli.na and Texas, you 
oug·bt to be willing to agree to give up these places and let the 
Army officers to do the work of -these commissions. Why, I am 
afraid they are going to ·depopulate Georgia before the · pres~nt 
honorable Secretary of the Interior gets through. [Laughter.] 
They will not appoint any Democrats belonging to my State to 
any little office, even as special agent to remove a few Indians. 

They sent us a gentleman only the other day, one from the -
State of Tennessee; and so it is all along the line, as far as the 
West is concerned. You are continually doing us great injus­
tice, gentlemen. We are weak now, we are powerless now, but 
the time will come when we shall have votes sufficient to do 
something in this House, and in that day-I, speaking for i:ny 
people, say that they will not be as unjust to your constituents as 
you are upon this bill and upon the river and harbor bill to the 
people that I r epresent. ·-

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there are many appropria­
tion bills reported to and passed by this House. Aside from the 
six or seven that come from the Appropriations Committee, we 

'/ 
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have large bills from the Comy;n.ittee on Rivers and Harbors, 
from the Indian Committee, and from the Committ.ee on Agri­
cultnre, and I think if my friend from Washington would show 
to this Houso what his section of the country has received in all 
those different bills he would then be unable to complain that. 
his constituents have been discriminated against. For instance­
and only as one case upon which I can lay my hand at this mo­
ment-! hav-e here a sta.tement of the appropriations for land 
surveys for eight years, including 1893. Out of a million and a 
half or dollars appropriated, to be divided among twenty-six 
States, how much do you think the gentleman got for his State? 

Mr. WILSON ef Washington. I know. 
Mr. COGSWELL. So dol. A littleover a million and ahalf 

of dollars was appropriated for twenty-six Staws, and the gen­
tleman's State got $250,000 of that-a quarter of a million dol­
lars. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. M~y I intereupt the gentle-. 
man a moment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not fol' a moment just now. [L!tughter.] 
Montana, Oregon, and Washington-! take these three Western 
States as my eye falls upon them-received out of that large ap­
propriation nearly $700,000. I do not say that they received too 
much, but when a man from a particular section gets up here 
and picks out a special item in this appropriation bill and com­
plains that his people have got nothing in it and that some other 
part of the country has got too much, I think it is proper to call 
attention to these other appropdations. The gentleman's state­
ment is not in.ir. Let him take accountof all the public moneys 
that are appropriated from the Treasury and see if he can then 
claim that it has been unfairly distributed. The gentleman says, 
"Give me my pro rata of this bill," but would he take it on the 
land bill? Not for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. I move to strike out 
the last word, Mr. Chail'man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
COGSWELL] has the floor. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have done. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say, in reply to the 

the gentleman from Massachusetts--
The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi LMr. 

CATCHINGS] is recognized. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I will get the floor an­

other time. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say a few words at the begin­

ning with regard to the amendment suggested concerning the 
appropriation for the Missouri River. I desire to make a longer 
statement than I can make in five minutes, and I should like to 
be allowed a little more time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Mississippi be permitted to speak without limit. 

There was no objection, and it was· so ordered. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chail'man, we have had under con­

sideration for quite a number of years a plan proposed by the 
Mis3ouri River Commission for the improvement oi that river. 
That Commission, in the very inception of the work, urged upon 
Congress the absolute necessity of doing it in a systematic man­
ner, beginning at the mouth of the river and working upwal'dj 
but the River and Harbor Committee in past years, yielding to 
the anxiety and the solicitations of members who were inter­
ested in·various localities on the river, declined to be governed 
by the recommendations of the Commission, and began to par­
cel out from the aggregate sum appropriated for the improve­
ment of the Missouri amounts to be expended at this, that, and 
the other point. 

As a matter of course, when one member of Congress suc­
ceeded in securing the designation of a specific sum for some 
particular locality in his district, it was but natural that other 
Representatives along the river should come and clamor for spe­
cific apprppriations for locaiities in their districts. If you will 
turn to the river and harbor bill for 1888 you-will find that the 
whole sum of $1,000,000 carried . by that bill for the Missouri 
River was parceled out to the different localities upon that river 
without leaving the slightest discretion in the Commission or 
leaving one sine-le dollar to be expended in pursuance of their 
general plan. When the work had reached this stage it became 
manifest to gentlemen interested in the river, and to the mem­
bers of the River a.nd Harbor Committee, that a halt had to be 
called. It must be remembered that while the Missouri is a 
great stream, pouring annually an immense volume of water 
into the Mississippi, it is yet a stream substantially without 
commerce. 

There are so few boats navigating that river that they are 
scarcely worth mentioning in a discussion of this kind. Now, 
thE> scheme that Congress had entered upon was to so harness 
and control the \vatel.'s of that angry stream RS to adapt it to the 
needs of navigation: but we had departed entirely from that 

scheme and our operations had degenerated into a system which 
was an appeal to Congress not to make the stream navigable for 
steamboats but to protect private property along its banks. 
For, Mr. Chairman, it was not contended nor can it be con­
tended, that the de&ignation of particular sums contained in the 
bill of 1888 bad any otht.r purpose than to protect private prop­
el.'ty on the banks of the river, leaving the river itself utterly 
without commerce. 

So we had reached a point in the history of that work when 
we were obliged to do one of two things-either to abandon this 
system of appropriating the money specifically to localities and 
leave the Commission the right to use it for the improvement of 
the navigation of the river, or else to strike the M1ssouri River 
from the river and harbor bill. And when we had reached that 
point we invited every gentleman in Congress who was at all 
concerned in that river to attend the meeting of the River and 
Harbor Committee and listen to the suggestions which we made 
in that direction. And after aiull consultation the statement 
there made was accepted as true by those members , that we 
must either do one of two things-strike that river entirely 
from the bill, or cease this -practice into which we had fallen of 
stripping the rive!.' commission of all authority and discretion 
and devoting money speci.fi.callv to the preservation of private 
property. 

In pursuance of the agreement then and there entered into, 
we provided in the act of 1890 for the appropriation of a general 
sum to be expended by the Missouri Rive!.' Commission in its 
own discretion, leaving that Commission, howevel', by the ex­
press terms of the law, the power, if it chose to exercise it, to 
expend certain portions of the money at the harbors and locali­
ties on that river. And the act of 1892followed in precisely simi­
lar language, appropriating a specific sum of money, with no 
direction or mandate whatever to that Commission, but at the 
same time leaving it the power, if it should chose to exercise it, 
to protect localities along the bank of that river. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, in 
order that I may fully understand the thread of his argument. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 
Mr. LOUD. Is 1t understood that this money may now be de­

voted to the purpose of protecting private property from the in­
roads of the river? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Missouri River Commission, in its 
discretion, having in view that the purpose is to improve the 
navigation of the river , may expend certain portions of thls 
money at different localities or at different harbors, but al­
ways--

Mr. LOUD. That does not answer my question. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I thought I answered it-always having 

in view that the object is to improve the navigation of the 
river. 

Mr. LOUD. Still it is discretionary with the Commission 
whether they shall use this money ultimately for the protection 
of private property, is it not? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is not to be assumed, Mr. Chairman, 
that they would exercise that discretion for any other purpose 
than to improve the navigation of the river. 

Mr. LOUD. Then it is merely an assumption, is it? There is 
no law that makes any prohibition as to their use of this money. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. None at all. 
Mr. LOUD. The m atter, then, is entirely in the discretion 

of the Commission? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. But of course, Mr. Chail.'man, we must 

credit that Commission with the same purpose which actuates 
all of us-to discharge public duties faithfully and to carry out 
the spirit as well as the letter of the law. 

Mr. LOUD. I simply wanted to get at the fact of the matter. 
Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

CATCHINGS] explain more definitely what he means by protect­
ing private property? Does he mean rectifying the banks at 
cities? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. !mean this: Of course, when you improve 
the navigation of the river, you do protect pl'ivate property; 
but that is an incident of the work, not the main object of it. 
These appropriations, however, had been so parceled out that 
the navigation of the river had been lost sig-ht of; and the 
money was confessedly and avowedly expended with no other 
object than to protect private property. At that period in the 
history of the work which I have mentioned we made the change 
I h ave described, and it has been carded on down to the pres­
ent time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if these amendments which my go<ld 
friends here have suggested are to be adopted, we simply, by 
our own act, revert to that condition or chaos into which this 
work had fallen in 1890; and this presents a serious question for 
the House to consider. lam su1'e that this House would not for 
one moment entertain the proposition of making so radical a 
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change with regard to the manner in which this stream shall be 
dealt with without the most careful and earnest consideration. 
So that even if these amendments were not subject to the point 
of order, I would say to the House that it would do well to pro­
ceed slowly and cautiously before reembarking upon a. scheme 
which wrecked itself in the manner I have explained, because if 
we are to go back to the old system of permitting the whole ap­
propriation to be expended at specific localities under the direc­
tion of Congress, we shall have lost sight of the only constitu­
tional power that we h ave to expend one dollar of money upon 
that river, that is for the purpose of making it useful as an ar­
tery of commerce. 

:Mr. MERCER. If the Missouri River Commission is pursu­
ing the system which the gentleman indicates in his line of 
argument, why is it that the repairs needed to-day at the mouth 
of the river can not be made? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can only answer that upon a supposi­
tion· for I have not consulted any member of that Commission 
as to the motives which have prompted them to spend a dollar 
here or a dollar there. _ I can only answer upon the assumption 
that they have seen proper to utilize a considerable portion of 
this money in the preservation of works which had already been 
constructed at certain localities approximating the mouth of 
that river. 

Now, I sympathize very deeply with my friends on this floor 
who are inter ested in this river, and especially with my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. I wish it were in our power to 
give a sufficient sum of money for th"6 purpose which he advo­
cates. I think it would be wise on the part of that Commission 
to divert a portion of the money at its disposal in meeting the 
imminent danger which is now threatening at Leavenworth and 
Atchison. So believing, I yesterday, with the consent of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, telegraphed to the pres~derit 
of that Commission, saying that it was the judgment and wish of 
the Committee on Rivers .and Harbors that this danger should 
be averted if it could be done, and calling his attention to the 
very serious change threatened in the channel of the river. 

Mr. MERCER. Are matters worse there than at Omaha and 
Council Bluffs? -

Mr. CATCHINGS. Very much so, I think. 
Mr. MERCER. I know that is not so. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I will hasten on with my remarks, be­

cause I do not wish to detain the committee too long. 
Mr. PICKLER. What was the answer of the president of the 

Commission? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. He answered that the Commission had 

no monev under its control which it could expend for this pur­
pose. And if you w;ill turn to the report of the Missouri River 
Commission you will find that on the lstday of January last the 
Commission had expended every doilar we had appropriated 
except the sum of $78,000, which I presume they are retaining 
with a v1ew to contingencies which are liable to arise in the 
prosecution of a great work like this. So the president of the 
Commission telegraphed back that the Commission had no money 
to devote to the purpose mentioned, but very clearly intimat­
ing his desire that Congress should put the Commission in pos­
session of funds that this work might be done. 

B ut, Mr. Chairman, if the Committee of the Whole should 
vote down these amendments, supposing that they do not go out 
upon the point of order, this question is still to be considered by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and if after more mature 
consideration and reflection we feel that we can or ought to 
make such a recommendation, we will insert a provision to that 
effect in the river and harbor bill which we expect shortly to 
report. I do not state this for the purpose of having my young 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. MERcERl who now stands before me, 
as handsome a picture as I ever beheld-- [Laughtel'.] 

Mr. MERCER. Thank you. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Not for the purpose of inducing him to 

yield a particle of his right to press this amendment; but I state 
it frankly and candidly because it is the simple truth, as every 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors knows. 

Mr. PICKLER. ' Will the gentleman repeat his statement as 
to the disposition of the River and Harbor Committee? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I said thatthecommitteeproposes to take 
under consideration carefully the propriety of undoing even in 
a sma.ll degree the work which we thought we had finally set­
tled by the appropriation act of 1890, to the extent of permitting 
a di ersion of some part of this fund at thia locality and per­
haps others. 

My friend from Washington [Mr. WILSON], to whom I always 
listen with pleasure, has I think rather unjustly created the 
imp1 ession here, or tried to do so, that so far as these particular 
works are concerned, there has been some unfairness, which has 
result~d in undue benefit to the southern section of this country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 

• I 

an interruption right there? I think he must have misunder­
stood me. The thing I was declaiming against was that an un­
due discrimination is made, so that while yon get 100 per cent 
we get but 20 per cent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will take up that matter also; but it may 
not be amiss while we are on this question--

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not wa.nt•you to charge 
Oregon to -me. ~ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not charge it at all. I do not charge 
anything to you. I am simply trying to make a frank and ab­
lutely candid statement to the House as far as I ~can do so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would not assume for a sin­
gle moment that the gentleman would do otherwise. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not intend to make any statement 
which is not absolutely and strictly oorrect; and of course I 
know that no gentleman here would suspect me of desiring to 
do otherwise. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have served upon the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors for many years. My distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], who sits just on the other side 
of this aisle, has served on that committee from the day of its 
creation until now, and it has been a source of constant care and 
and thought to us how we might deal, with some show of econ­
omy, with the great works which were pressing for improve-
ment. • 

It has become manifest to us after reading the reports of the 
engineers from year to year, that this Government, under the 
system which had theretofore prevailed, had been made annually 
to lose many millions of dollars, and that the commerce of this 
country had been made to suffer by the undue pos~ponement of 
the completion of the greater projects which were demanding 
recognition at the hands of Congress. 

And so we set our minds to the solution of the problem as to 
how we might expedite the completion of these great works, 
and at the same time exercise an economy which would be felt, 
which would manifest itself in the saving of millions of dollars 
to the Treasury. We came to t-he conclusion in that committee, 
Mr. Chairman, without a single dissentient vote, that it could be 
accomplished--

Mr. HENDERSON of illinois. Mr. Chairl:IWtn, if my friend 
will allow me a simple suggestion, I would say that Senator 
~RYE (if I may speak of the Senate) was the first 1to suggest this 
system. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is true. Itgivesmegreatpleasure, 
Mr. Chairman, to pay that tribute to the distinguished Senator 
whole name has been mentioned. He has to my personal knowl­
edge been one of the most useful members of the Committee on 
Commerce for many years. And we have always had not only 
his active and earnest, but his unusually intelligentcooperation 
in the management of these great works. 

The suggestion did come from him, and it was carefully con-
·sidered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and we came, 
as I stated, to the conclusion, without one dissentient vote, that 
it could only be accomplished by doing it in a business-like way, 
by having these great works constructed as a man would under­
take to construct a great private work] on his own account; and 
so we provided, Mr. Chairman, that within the limits of the 
cost of the work it should be lawful_for this Government to make 
contracts for the continuation and completion of the work in ad­
vance of a~propriations. That is why these works are spoken 
of as contract works. . 

For instance, in the bill of 1890 we took on, under this sys· 
tem, the harbors of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Galveston, and 
the improvement of the St. Marys and Hay Lake Channels in 
the Great Lakes. We appropriated for all of these places in the 
bill of 1890 the sum of $2,340,000, and conferred upon the Sec­
retary of War the right to make contracts for the completion 
of every one of these works, to be paid fo:r by future appropria­
tions, to be made by Congress. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. And every one of those came 
from the Senate. 

JY.J.r. CATCHINGS. Every one of those came from the Sen­
ate. The work was inaugurated in the Senate, under the mas­
terful leadership of my distinguished friend, Senator FRYE. 

In 1892, Mr. Chairman, the beneficial result of that system 
had so manifested itself that again, without a dissentient voice, 
in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, we placed under the 
contract system twelve other of the great works, Point Judith 
in Rhode Island, the Hudson River, the Missouri River, the Up­
per Mississippi, by which I mean the river from Cairo north, 
the harbors of Charleston, Savannah, and .Mobile, the Lower 
Mississippi, by which I mean the river from Cairo to the Gulf, 
St. Johns in Florida, Humboldt in California, the Cascades on 
the Colum-bia River, a ship channel running through the Great 
Lakes from end to end, and the Great Kanawha in West Virginia.. 

'. 
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Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield foraquestion relating 
to the Mississippi Valley? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. lam coming to that. 
Mr. LOUD. The last appropriation contained $16,030,000 for 

the Mississippi River and its tributariei>. That is continuous. 
Now, the question I desire to ask is this: I brought ov.tthepoint 
heretofore that much of this money is being used ultimately for 
the purpose of protecting private property; that is, to prevent 
the river from breaking in over the banks. -

Now, we could possibly stand $16,030,000 if that could possibly 
insure the completion of the improvements on the Mississippi 
River under this system of contracts, but we know that from the 
condition of the b.mks of that river these improvements must 
continue forevermore so long as the river flows to the sea. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwillresumewberemyfriendinterrupted 
my remarks; but I will pause to say that I do riot understand 
what he me::1ns by saying it will take $16,000,000 for the improve· 
ments of the ~1.h:ssissippi River. 

Mr. LOUD. Do not the continuous contracts, covering four 
years, call for an expenditure of $16,000,000 for the Mississippi 
River improvements"? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. 
Mr. LOUD. How much? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. My recollection is, and I do not under­

take to say that I am positive about the amount, that the appro­
priations for the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf amount 
to $10,000,000. 

Mr. LOUD. Taking the whole Mississippi River? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Taking the whole Mississippi River, pos­

sibly you are correct. 
Mr. LOUD. I took it from the bill at that time. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Possibly you are correct in that stat-e­

ment. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, let me go along in the line of remarks I 

was about to make, and I will revert presently to the question 
of my friend. Taking on these twelve new projects, as I have 
sJ.id, in 1892 and we appropriated for them in thtl bill for that 
year the sum of $5,952,500; and we vested the Secretary of War 
with power to makecontractsforthecontinuanca of thosewor!r.s, 
to be p::1id for by appropriations thereafter to be made; and the 
appropriations cont9;ined in the sundry civil appropriation bill 
are appropriations made to cover contracts which had been 
made by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the power con­
ferred upon him. And there is the reason, Mr. Chairman, even 
if we were disposed to economize upon these contracts, why it 
could not be done without unduly postponing the settlement of 
obligations which have been imposed upon the Government by 
the Secretary of War in pursuance of authority conferred upon 
him. 

I rep ?at that these appropriations upon the sundry civil bill 
are made for the purpose of enabling this Government to dis­
charge obligations incurred in pursuance of authority expressly 
conferred by law. · · 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one result of this new departure in the 
. improvement of rivers and harbors has been that the improve­

ment of the harbor of Humboldt, California, has been completed. 
So far as appropriations are con9erned · and under the contract 
entered into it will soon be finished in fact. The great work at 
the Cas()adescalled foralargesum, ~hichhasbeenappropriated, 
though not entirely expended. It will shortly be completed 
withoutfurther appropriation. The great channel throu?,h the 
lakes, known in river and harbor phraseology as the 'ship 
channel ," has been completed. The improvement at St. Johns 
River is approaching completion, and now asks for no appro­
priation. And the same 'may be sa.id as to the great works on 
the Kanawha. Baltimore Harbor has been actually completed 
for one or two years. · 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. What the gentleman means is 
that some of this work has not been completed, but the contracts 
have been made and the appropriations have been made which 
will complete them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I mean to say that some of them have 
had sufficient appropriations to complete them, and some of 
them have actually been completed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is there a member within the sound of 
my voice who \vill hesitate to give his adhesion to the correct­
ness and safeness of a principle that permits Congress to place 
these great works under contracts? If they had been continued 
under the old practice, many yeara would have elapsed befora 
they could have bl3en completed, and in the meantime the inter­
ests of commerce would have suffered and the Treasury would 
have been put to much g ceater expense; bec~use it must be borne 
in mind, Mr. Chairman, that with a single solitary exception , 
and that is the work at the mouth of the Columbia River, not one 
of th; greater p rojects which Congress has undertaken to accom­
plish in the way of river and harbor improvement, certainly 

since I have been a member of Congress, has been completed 
Within the estimates originally made. The cost, wherever they 
have reached completion, has gone many thousands of dollars 
beyond the original estimate. '!'hat is simply accounted for, 
because we only made appropriations for rivers and harbors 
once in two years; and great plants were organized, required to 
carry on the work; and when the appropriations failed these 
plants were broken up, employes were scattered, the boats and 
dredges beoame of no further use; and all this was done neces­
sarily at a very great oost. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will permit me to inter­
rupt him right there, merely to emphasize the point he was mak­
ing in favor of the contract system, I will say acon~ractwas made 
for the improvement at the mouth of the Columbia Riyer and by 
that means a sum almost equal to $2,000 was saved on the orig-inal 
estimate and a depth of water from 17 to 30 feet was obtained and 
is now maintained. 

Mr. CA-TCHINGS. That strongly corroborates the theory 
which pervades this contract system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another result has been that every soli­
tary one of these works which we have placed undercontracthas 
been completed, or will be completed, as is shown byastatement 
which I hold in my hand furnished to me by Gen. Casey, the 
Chief or Engineers, within the original e .:;timates, while many 
of them have been or will be completed at a very great saving 
upon the original estimate . For instance, the Baltimore work 
was done at 15t per cent less than the average prices paid prior 
to placing it under contract. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In one moment. If gentlemen will turn 
to Humboldt ·say ·in California they will find that the whole 
work there has · been done for $740,660, which it was expected 
would cost $1,715,115. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman may possibly be misleading him­
self, or he may mislead the House, when he speaks of these 
works being" done." He has spoken of the work in Humboldt 
Harbor. I am, of course, familiar with that . . The gentleman 
undflrstands, I suppose, that the work there has not been _com­
pleted. 

Mr. CATCHING~. I simply mean that the whole work has 
been contracted for. I do not mean, in any case where I speak 
of these works being "done," to produce the impression that 
they have actually been completed, that the last lick of work 
has been done. I simply mean that the contracts have been 
made for the completed work and the total cost ascertained. 

Turn to the Hay Lake Channel, one of the most important 
points in the chain of navigation of the Great La.kes, and ~Tou 
find that the work there was done for $900,000 less than the origi­
nal, esti~ate. Again, if you turn to the ship channel in the 
Great Lakes, you find that it is to be completed for $1,304,000, 
al though it was expected and estimated to cost $3,340,000; so 
there is a saving of two millions upon that work alone. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the gentlem?.n a question bearing 
upon these savings under the contract system. How are tliese 
wild estimates accounted for? The gentleman has mentioned an 
estimate of $3 where an ·actual expenditure of $1 was found suf­
ficient. How CJ.n that be explained? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I can explain, !think, to the distinguished 
gentleman from New Hampshire why it is that we accomplish 
the work in this way for so much less money th3.n wa s originally 
estimated. Under the old system it was perfectly understood 
that we passed but one river and h arbor bill in two years and 
the people who contracted to do this work made their bids with 
the knowledge of that fact, and the engineer was compelled to 
make his estimates with a view to the character of bids which 
he knawirom experience he would receive. But now, since we 
go on so continuously that the contractor can utilize every mo­
ment of the year in which he can work at all, when he knows 
that when he once assembles his plant he can keep it in contin­
uous use, he can afford to bid at a much lower rate, and there· 
ports show that the change has begotten a great crop of bidders, 
because these works have become very de3ieable for contractors, 
and competition is much greater than under the old system. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman makes the 
point that there is a saving of expense under this contract sys­
tem. Now, take Olympia Harboe, in my State, for which you 
have made appropriation. It is a fact that upon that coas t, north 
of S:tn Francisco, there is but one great dredg-er, and Wfl had to 
bring that around by Portland to Olympia Harbor. The engi­
neera of the United St:ttes, who ssem to me to be as capable of 
making an estimate as any of the gentlemen who have made es­
timates for these twel >e favored projects--

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. They were engineers. 
Mr. WILSON of Washin.,;ton. The engineers of the United 

States estimated for Olympl:1 Harbor that they could use ad van-



. 
..... . 

, ( 

1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 3037 
tageously $150,000 and complete that work while the dredger 
was at Olympia. Now, what I am complaining of is that we get 
only 20 per cent of that amount, $30,000, and the result will be 
that we will do that much work and then stop, and that work 
will not count, and we shall have to begin all over again. If it 
is a good thing to put these twelve favored works under the con­
tract system in your State, or in any other State, why is it not a 
good thing to p :1t such works under contracts in our section. 

:Mr. CATCHINGS. I can only say to the gentleman that if I 
had my way about it, if I were absolute master of the situation 
and there were no other factors to be considered, I would place 
every one of these works that were worthy of being done at all, 
under the contract system. It would result not only in great ex­
pedition, but in most abundant response to the demands of com­
merce, and an enormous saving to the Treasury. But, Mr. 
Chairman, we are a practic::U people and we must act as practical 
men when we know that we can not do these things in that 
way. For instance, we know that when we had $22,000,000 in 
the river and harbor bill, a year or two ago, there was an enor­
mous clamor all over the country that we were" boodlers," that 
we were robbing the Treasury. I say, sir, that if that bill had 
carried $50,00J,003 it would not have carried a dollar too much. 

Therefore we have to adopt this system by degrees. But I 
will say to the gentleman that when. we shall have completed 
thes~ works, which we shall probably do by the next Congress, 
I t elwve that we can then t:tke twelve or fifteen other works 
and push them to completion under the contract system. 

Mr. WILSON of W ashington. I trust that the gentleman 
will not forget me at that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We will try to remember the gentleman. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I havo a statement here which I will ask 

leave, it being a matter of considerable interest, to print as a 
part of my remarks. It is a statement made for me by the Chief 
of Engineers: and I am sure that gentleman will bo interested 
in reading it. 

The st::Ltement is as follows: 
MEMORANDUM PERTAINING TO CONTINUOUS CONTRACTS. 

Point Judith Breakwater: Estimated cost, $1,100,000; amount of contract, 
f1,100,000. -

Hudson River, Coxsackie to Troy: 'Estimated cost, $2,477,900; amount of 
contracts. $2,152,642.50; other work needed, $50.000; leaving a balance for 
contingencies, etc., or $242,263.5!>. So that the work has been let well within 
the estimated cost. 

Philade.lphia Harbor: Estimated ~st,$3,500,000. The first contract failed; 
under t!l1s contract work was done to the amount or ~94,084.18. New con­
nact was let tor the amount or 153,403,780; of this $3~,000 was tor work or­
dered. by yon,gress "~?ut not included in the original estimate, and $H2,000 for 
a change m tne proJect, also ordered by Congress. Under this contract the 
price for dredging is 14.2 cents per yard, less than half the average price 
r:!~ed~~a;~~ ten years on the ~elaware for similar dredging preceding 

Bal timore Harbor: This work is now complet-e. The price in the continu­
ing contract was 15! per cent less than the average prices paid in the pre­
ceding ten years under the system or annual contra-cts. 

Chn.rleston Harbor: Estimated cost to complete, !2, 178,000; amount of con­
tract, $1,884,000; leaving for contingencies, e294,000; so that the work has 
been let well within the estimated cost. 

Savannah Harbor: Estimated cost to complete, $:!,150,000; amount of con­
tracts, $2,906,00:>; therefore, inclusive of cont!ngencies, safely within the es-
timaw. , 

St.. Johns River, Fla.: Estimatedcosttocomplete, $397,000; contract tor the 
entire amount, 

Mobile Harbor, Ala.: The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts aggre­
gating $1,393.800; the same being $50,000 less than the estimate for comple­
tion. One contract for the entire work has been made at the low price of 
7{n cents per cubic yard, 8 per cent less than the price under the preceding 
contract, with an appropriation oU350,000, and 14 per cent less than the price 
nnderwhich work was performed at the time the estimate was made. 

Humboldt Bay, Cal.: The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts tcr com­
plete to the aggregate amount of $1,715,115; that being the estimated cost. 
One contract for the whole amo_unt of work estimat-ed as required has been 
let at prices which will agjp"egate for that amount of work the sum only of 
1740,660; which, with contingencies and repairs during the time of construc­
tion, will probably amount to about half or the estimated cost to complete. 

Cascades Canal: The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to the 
amount of $1,746,500; the estimate for completion. A contract for the entire 
work has been made, aggregating for the es tim:J.ted quantities the total of 
!~~~~~~:~~t~nftet~~d~~e work will, under that contract, be completed 

St. Marys Falls Canal: The act of September 19, 1890, authorized contracts 
to be entered into to complete the work. Several contracts have so far been 
made, but several more are to be entered into and advertised for, and there­
fore a summary statement of the whole can not yet be made. The prices so 
~ft~~~e~s~r~~~- portions let indicate that the work will be performed 

Hay Lake Channel, St. Marys River: The act of September 19, 1890 au­
thm·ized the making of contracts to complete the entire work. Contracts 
have been made for all the work, and it is expected that the work will be 
completed for a sum fully $900,000within the estimated cost of the work. 

Galveston, Tex.: The act of September 19, 1800,-authorized contracts for 
the whole work. At one letting the lowest bidder failed to enter into con­
t~act-. The work was again adve~·tised, and operations are now being car­
ned on under a contract made Wlth the lowest bidder. The ultimate coS"t 
will depend on the length to which it may be found necessary to extend the 
je~ties; but. the loss by partial contracts would be large in quantity, in 
pnces, and 1n the measure of success. 

Ship channel in the Great Lakes: The project was estimated to cost $3-
340.000, and the act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to be entered intO 
for that amount. Contracts are now made for the whole and they aagre­
ga.te for the estimated quantities the sum total of only $1,304,434.38. so"'that · 
the estimated quantity of work will be done for about one-hal! the estimate 
inclusive of contingencies. ' 

The saving in cost of a continuous contract to complete a given work over 
par tial intermittent cuntracts can not be estimated. simply by a comparison 
of figures obtained for units of material or of work. The great saving in 
cost arises in regard t-o items which can not be estimated. In many cases 
the actual quantities will be less for the former method. For instance, in 
constructing a jetty out into the sea, there will alwaj"S be scour at the outer 
end. If the work be carried on slowly and interrupted at recurring inter­
vals of time. the work will always be carried on in deeper water and more 
material will be needed. 

Again, work left incomplet.ed is always more subject to injury than com­
pleted. work. Repairs are then needed, and it will be needful, too, to replace 
work carried away by exposure to the elements, s~orms, currents, etc. Then, 
again, the interrupted metho:i is less fruitful in results. The measure of 
success which the jetties at the m outh of the Mississippi has had has been 
due to the fact that they were carried out rapidly to the bar which permitted 
the current to excavate a channel through the same, which has since per­
sisted, notwithstanding that the outer slope of the bar has continued to 
progress seaward and will continue to do so always with continuing decrease 
of depth until the advance of the slope furnishes a foundation for the bar to 
form upon. 

Had the worlt. been carried on slowly or intermittingly, the same maxi­
mum result would not have been reached except at greater expense, and in­
deed the work might have been carried on so slowly that the bar would pro­
gress about as rapidly as the work did and would cost ultimately the same 
amount of money with little improvement in channel depths to show for it. 
Still further, as a business m atter, the interest account previous to paying 
results is a matter of no small amount. 

Under the system of continuing contracts it is judged that the works will 
be completed in one-half the time which would be required were the works 
to depend on biennial appropriations and a consequent succession of con­
tracts. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will the gentleman please state just 
what he means by the contract systein? That has not clearly ap­
peared so far in his statement. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What I meant to say I will put in the 
form of an illustration. In 1890, for instance, we had before us 
certain work which was to be done in the harbor of Philadel­
phia, which, as I now recollect, was to cost something like 
$3,000,000, though I may be in error as to that. 

Mr. REYBURN. That is correct. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. We appropriated in the billof 1890,$200,-

000 for the continuation of that ·work; and at the same time we 
provided that the Secretary of War might make contracts for 
thewholeamountrequired to complete that work, the contractor, 
however, to wait for payment out of future appropriations. That 
system enables the contractor to go ahea{f with the work from 
one yeat• to another, and with-the knowledge that he will be al­
lowed to do the whole work. He therefore arranges his plant 
with a view to com{lleting the whole work, instead of a paet only 
as under the old system. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I am very much obliged to the gentle­
man for his explanation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
now for a motion that the committee rise? It is now nearly 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will yield for that purpose. 
Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re· 

sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER, from theCommitteeof'the Whole 
on the state of the Union, reported that they ha{fhad under con­
sideration a bill (H. R. 5575), the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re­

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 
bill (H. R. 4956) directing the coinage of the silver bullion held 4 

i~ the Treasury, and for other purposes; when the Speaker 
s1gned the same. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. M~RCER. I ask unanimous consent to publish with my 

remarks m the RECORD a statement of one of the consulting en­
gineers with reference to the work at Omaha. 

There was no objection. 
WITHDRAWAL OF :!;' APERS. 

Mr. McKAIG, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with­
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of John T. Vincent, Fifty-second Con(Tress, no ad-
verse report having been made thereon. o 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was gran ted as follows: 
To Mr. COVERT, for four days, on account of important busi· 

ness. 
To Mr. HEPBURN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 

family. 
To Mr. ALLEN, for ten days, on a~count of sickness. 
To Mr. SICKLES, for fi ve days, on account of important busi­

ness. 
To Mr. JONES, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. PICKLER, for the session of this evenino-, on account 

of important business. "' 
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To Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, for the evening session. 
To Mr. COBB of Alabama, for the evening session. 
To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for one day, on account of im­

portant business. . 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALUMET RIVER. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S.1424) to 
amend section 8 oi an act to authorize tb.e construction of a 
bridge across the Calumet River, approved March 1,1893, be re­
committed to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com­
merc3. 

There being no objection,· it was ordered accordingly. 
Mr. SA YER.S. I ask unanimous consent that the House now 

take its recass until 8 o'clock. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the recess Will be taken 

now instead oi' waiting until 5 o'clock. The evening session will 
be devoted to business under the rule for Friday nights. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the 
duties of the ohah·. The House will now takes its recess till 8 
o'clock. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 
p.m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 
pro ternpm·e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3, ol 
Rule :XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
3. The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock -p.m .• take a. recess until 

8 o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration or 
private bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, to bills !or tb.e removal of political disabilities, and 
billsramovin~ charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend 
beyo:J.d 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
_ into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 

The motion wa-s agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole, :Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois in the chair. 
ADDISON M. · COPEN. 

The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 1868) for the re­
lief of Addison M. Copen. 

Mr. MARTIN --of Indiana. Unless the gentleman in charge of 
this bill is here, I ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr . TERRY. ·Mr. Chairman, last Friday night, when I was 
lin,avoidably absent, a bill which I had introduced was laid aside. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may bring it up now. 

M r . MAR·TIN of Indiana. Let me say to my friend from Ar­
kaus::LS that, while I shall not interpose an absolute objection to 
this request, I do not believe it is bast to begin to t3.ke up bills 
by preference--

M t· . TERRY. I would state to my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
MARriNj that he perhaps does not understand the attitude of 
this case. It-was rea"ched at the last Friday night session and 
owing to my unavoidable absence it had to be laid aside. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. · Wbat bill is it? 
Mr. TERRY. It is the bill H.R. 2561, reported fr6mtheCom­

mitt3e on Pensions ... 
The CHAil{.MAN. The Chair wijl state -to the gentleman 

from Arkansas that he is informed by the Clerk that the bill is 
likely to be reached in its regular order. 

Mr._STALLINGS. We did not do any work last Friday night 
because tqe point of no quorum was made. I think it would be 
better to have the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. If the bill is likely to be reached, I will not 
press my request that it be taken up out of its order. 

DOLLIE E. VEDDER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

4320) for the relief of Dollie E. Vedder. 
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 the name of Dollie E. Vedder, widow of the 
late Capt. Simon .0. Vedder, of the Nineteenth Regiment, United States 
:::Jo~~~~:i~:~sion roll, at the rata of $30 per month, in lieu of the amount 

Ml·. STALLINGS. I call for the re::tding of the report on that 
bill. 

The report (by .Mr. MoSES) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. -R. 4320) 

granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Dollie E. Vedder, having had the 
same tmder consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mra. Vedder is t.he widow of the late Simon C. Vedder, who at the time of 
hls de:.tth, December 5, 1892, was a captain of infantry on the retired list. 
_ The soldier was appoinood captain of volunteers on June 22, 1864, .and be-

fore his muster out on June 14., 1865, attained the rank of brevet major United 
States Volunteers. During his volunteer service he was stationed at Alex-
andria, Va. · -
~- Vedder accepted ap~ointm~nt as second lieptenant Twenty-eighth 

U~nted States Infantry Aprilll, 1867, and was promoted to be first lieutenant 
Nmeteenth Infantry on March 18, 1878. He was retired from active service 
February 20, 1891, as a captain of infantry, on account of disability from or· 
ganic disease of heart arising in line of duty. 

Capt. Vedder served with his regiment in Arkansas, Colorado, and L rmisi­
~na; <?nsignal duo/ at Fort ~hippl~, Va..; in charge of military telegr auh 
lines m New Me:nco; with his regiment in Washington Territory and in 
'Kansa::;, and finally in charge of the construction of public buildings a.t San 
Antonia, Tex. 

.Mrs. Vedd~r ma!ried the soldier on November 25, 1863, and has remained 
his widow smce hiS death. On December 10, 1892, she filed an application at 
the Pe~sion Bureau, which was allowed Janu_ary 18, 1893, at $17 per month, 
that bemg the rate allowed by the general laws t o the widow of a fi1'3t lieu· 
tenant. 

I t is rali~bly shown in the testimony which was filed with the bill that Mr.;;. 
Vedder is ill delicate health, with but lit t le, if any, means of support aside 
from her small pension, and that what little mea.ns she had were used in 
paying of!' her husband's debts. 

In vjew ~r the soldier's long and arduous sarvlces, and in the light of 
the Wldow_s necessitous circumstances, the pa.ssa.~e of the bill is r ecom­
mended, Wlth an amendment fixing the rate of pension ali $25 p~r month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee 
that this bill was amended in the Committ'3e of the Whole la3t 
Friday night, as the Chair is informed, and the amount was re­
duce~ to $20 per mont~. The question now is upon laying aside 
the bill as amended with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re­
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MOSES W. CARPENTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 

2561) for ti:e relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson County, 
Ark., Mexican war veteran. ' 

The bill was r~ad, as follows; 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here :JY, 

authorized and directed to place upon the pension r911 subject to tho Dl'()· 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name oi M03es W. Carpe!l­
ter, of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran, at $15 a month. 

The report (by Mr . .MOSES) was read, as follows: 
Th~ Cofllmittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 25~1) in· 

creasillg the pension of Moses W. Carpenter, have had the same under cou­
sideration and respectfully report as follows: 
M~. Carpenter served from June 30, 1846, to September 15, 1846, in Company 

C, -Fll'st Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, and he is now receiv­
ing a pension at $8 per month on account of said se.rvice. 

'l'he testimony accompa:nying the bill shows that Mr. Ca.ryenter 1s 7i years 
old. unable to labor, and ill great need. He and his invalid wl!e are living 
alone, a.n!l have no childre~ to whom they can look tor support. 

In tb.e light of the foregomg facts your eommittee believe that the blllis 
a. meritorious one and its passage is recommended wttb an amend men:; 
striking out the word "fifteen," in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof th9 
word "twelve;" so as to allow a. pension of ~12 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment reported bv the Clerk 
was agreed to last Friday evening, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state in that connection that the bill 
was r~ported. to th;e last Congress by the committee, who thor­
ougl1ly examined mto the matter, at $15 per month. I think it 
is a case the circumstances of which entitle the man to $15. He 
is now verging on 80 years of age. I believe it is stated that he 
is 77. He is res.lly older .than that, and he is in a helpless con· 
dition. He has an invalid wife, who iS-unable to dress herself, 
and these two old-people live there by themselves, and have no 
property, r .:ml or personal. I understand the neighbors often 
have to go there and look after them. Fifteen dollars a month 
is a very small amount in such 'a case, and I think that the chair­
man of the committee which reported the bill is perfectly will­
ing that it should pass at $15 per month-. I hope that amount 
will stand. -

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is. this man a survivor of 
t}le Mexican war or of the Indian war? 

Mr. TERRY. The Mexican war. He served in a reO'iment 
of mounted volunteers, from Arkans3.8. ., 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRYl understand that the Committee of the Whole on last 
Friday night adopted an amendment reducing the amount to 
$12 per month? 

Mr. TERRY. No; I understood on last Friday niO'ht the com-
mittee laid the bill aside. o 

The CH.c\IRMAN. That was done after the amendment which 
reduces the amount to $12 had been agreed to. The Chair is in­
formed by the Clerk that the bill was amended, and the RECORD 
shows that it was. By that amendment the amount was reduced 
to $12 per month. The question now is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation, as amended. On last Friday 
night objection was raised, and it was passed over in that condi­
tion. 

Mr. TERRY. I would mo"\l"e to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was agreed to; but I suppose that can not be 
done in Committee of the Whole. lt might be done by unani­
mous consent, and I ask una.ni.mous consent. 

.Mr. STALLINGS. As I understand, by the amendment which 
we adopted we fixed the amount in the committee at $12 per 

/ 
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month. Is there not a general law on the statute books which 
will allow that man $12 per month as a Mexican :veteran? 

Mr. TERRY. I understn.nd that he might make application 
and get $12 per month; but I think that $15 is small enollgh 
under ..the circumst::mces. It might take the man five or six 
month&, in the present crowded state of affairs in the Pension 
Office, to g-et his claim allowed in that way if he should make 
application now. I do not think$12 is a sufficient sum under the 
circumstances. 

Mr.'STALLINGS. I would like to state to my friend that I 
got ?. bill th1·ough in three weeks. 

Mr. TERRY. You are a rapid man. 
Mr. STALLINGS. You ought to be just as rapid. 
M~·. TERRY. I can not do as well as that without a better 

start. 
Mr. STALL INGS. I do not see why this bill should pass here. 

There is a statute which gives this man $12 a month already. 
Mr. TERRY. I submit that under the circumstances of this 

case 812 is not a sufficient sum, because this man is very old-­
Mr. STALLINGS. But the Committee of the Whole did not 

seem to agree with the gentleman. 
M r . TERRY. This man is in a helpless condition, and so is 

his wire. They have no property whatever, and under the tes­
timony I think if there is any casein whicha manoughttohave 
$15, this is suchacase. Iaskunanimousconsentthattheamount 
in the bill be fixed at $15. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As I understand, the committee have al-
readi recommended $12 per month. - _ 

Th ) CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Pensions recommend 
$12 per month. 

M t· . STALLINGS. I mean the Committee of the Whole. I 
understand that there has been an amendment agreed to by the 
Committee of the Whole fixing the amount at $U per month. I 
understand that was done at the last Friday night session. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the first instance the Committee on 
Pensions r ecommend an amendment striking out "$15 " and in­
serting "$12," and that amendment was agreed to in the Com­
mittee of the Whole last Friday night. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is what I understand. 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

TERRY] asks unanimous consent to substitute $15 instead of $12. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I can not give unanimous 

con3ent to the passage of a bill here when there is already a 
stat-.lte on the books which provides for the very thing that this 
bill pr·ovides !or. 

The CHAIRMAN. A mere objection is sufficient to prevent 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for $15. There is no statute that allows 
that. 

Mr. STALLINGS. We are not going to let you get $15. 
Mr. TERRY. That_ is what I want to get, and ii we can get 

back to that point then we will see whether the H ouse will let 
me have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will say to the gentleman that this ~Iex­
ican war vetel'd.n in your district is no more needy than the 
Mexican war -veteran who resldes in my State, for whom I got 
$12. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS]. The question is on laying aside the 
bill as amended, with a favorable recommendation. In the ab­
sence of objection, it will be done. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not consent to that. 
T he CHAIRMAN. Theu the question is on laying aside the 

bill with a favorable recommendation. 
The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 

aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

WASHINGTON HISLOP. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5020) granting 
a pension to Washing'ton Hislop. 

The bill was read , as·follows:-
B e it enacted, etc., That th9 Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 

a.uthorized a~d i~structed to pla~ on the pension r oll, subject to the condi: 
tions and limltat.wns 9.-f t.lle penswnlaws, the name of Washington Hislop 
late of the Maren~o Light Guards. Indiana. Legion, the said Hislop having 
recei>ed injuries in the l\:Io:rga.n raid. · 

The amendment report -3d by the committee was read, as fol­
lows : 

St1·Le out all after the word ·• Legion," in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words "at a rate proportionate to the degree of disability from such 
gunshot wound or the forat.ea.d as may be shown to the s atisfaction of the 
Secrtltary of the Interior to h a.vo bean incurred in an eni!:aaement with the 
enemy during the Morgan raid." - ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask if that is nota claim 

that comes over from last Friday night? 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill was considered last Friday night. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As I remember, it is the 
claim of a man who received a wound during Morgan·s raid 
through his country, and who wa.s never in the regular service. 
He was just called out to meet Morgan's men, and he was hurt 
by his horse falling down, or he was dodging in the bushes and 
a steay bullet hit him, or something of that sort. 

Mr. Chairm:m, that claim, I think, was decided upon la;3t 
Friday evening, when the committee ag-reed to report the bill 
unfavorably, and I think that they did right. I therefore move 
that the committee make an unfavorable r ep ort on that claim. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from South Carolina will yield to me--

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly, sir. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state that this bill was up 

for consideration on Friday night last, and would have been re­
ported favorably ·had the p Jint of no quo.cum not been made. 
The gentleme1n who introduced the bill is not present to-night. 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman from Indiana will per­
mit me, I think I made objection, and the bill went over with­
out prejudice and it was laid aside; and Mr. BRErz asked me to 
let it go over until he came b::LCk from Indiana. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But my colleague came to me to­
day and asked me to present it at this evening's session. 

&Mr. STALLINGS. I do not think that it ought to go through. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why not? 
Mr. STALLINGS. I think the point of no quorum was made. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indin.na. That is just what I was saying. 
Mr. STALLINGS. And the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

BRETZ] was asked to withdraw it. 
Mr. 'l'ALBERT of South Carolina. I do not think there was 

any evidence to prove that this man was really in an engage­
ment against Morgan's men. It seems to me that the evidence 
was uncertain, and nobody could tell where he was, and what 
he was doing, or whether he was shot in the hea-d or somewhere 
else. 

Mr. MARTIN of Inuiana. The bill was in th'3 course of con­
sideration when it was suggested that we were going beyond 
the line of precedents. I have a bunch 'of bills before me here 
to-night, running b :wk .for some years, showing th::tt it is di­
rectly within the line of precedents; and all that this bill-pro­
poses to do is this, _to gi V'e the man a chance to prove that he 
was injured in a pension::tble degrae in the engagement wlth 
Morgan's men. If he can not do that he gets nothing. If he 
can, he will get what he wouhl be entitled to under the general 
law. It is a CJ.Se oi gunshot wound received in actual battle; 
and let me say to my friend from South Carolina t.bat it is nota 
new departl,lre at all. It has been the rule of this committee 
from year to year where a man was injured in b3.ttle, wounded 
in battle, to give him the pension to which he would be en-
~~. . . 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But it seems that this man 
was not wounded in battle. He did not belong to any arm ol the 
service at all. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He belonged to the Indiana Le­
gion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It seemed that Morgan 
p assed through that country, and he seems to have been shot 
somehow; possibly trying to get away. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Somebody was liable to get shot 
while Morgan was around. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He belonged to the Indiana Legion, 
a regula.r_military organization of that State, but not mustered 
into the service of the United States . . He was called out as a 
member of that organization and was actually wounded in bat­
tle; and all this bill proposes to do is to give ·him a chance to 
make that proof. , 

:Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But it seems that he did 
not go to the battle. Possibly the battle came to him. 

A MEMBER. I have ha-0 the battle come to me. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It reached him all the same. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was shot in the head, all_ the 

same. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I think that this is a case 

that ought not t-o pass. -
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If my friend will permit me, there is a 

very large number of precedents v;:hich, as the lawyers say, are 
on all fours with this case. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Car olina. Then they are very bad 
ones, I think. . 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. When a man belongs to a military 
organization of a State, and where a military force was invading 
the State, as 1_Iorgan's force was coming into Indiana, and he 
volunteered his services in this military organization to resist 
the incoming of troops and <lestruction o.f property .and every­
thing of that sort, and was inJured, it seems to me that he ought 
to be pensioned. 

I 

j 
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Mr. "TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no evidence to 
show whether he shot himself or was shot by anybody, or hurt 
himself in endeavoring to get away. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. But this is to give the man an oppor­
tunity to show whether he was wounded in battle. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is that the whole object 
of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 
· Mr. TALBERT of South Ca.rolina. Is he simply asking the 
right to apply? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Yes. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then he ought to have 

the oppoTtunity to show that he has n. right to apply. The 
trouble is they might give it to him, and he ought not to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the evidence in this case show how 
lonJ· this man ser ~·ed when he was in the militia? I believe he 
never was in the ragular Army. · 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It is a case of a citizen who belonged to 
this Indiana Legion, who were organized for the purpose of pro­
tecting the homes of the citizens there. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understand that full well; but how long 
did he serve in that legion? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If there had been no invading army he 
perhaps would p.ot have 'been called into engagement at all. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me ask you this further question: 
Did you propose to put him in this bill as if he had served in the 
a !'my of the United States? Now, under the act of 1890 he could 
not qraw a pension unless he served ninety days. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. No. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Then, how can he obtain pension? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. · Let me say this, if you will per­

mit--
Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If he had been in the Federal serv· 

ice, if he had served only fifteen minutes he would have been 
entitled to a pension. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I know that. Does this bill put this man 
under the act of 1890? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 
Mr. SWANSON. Why did he not prove his claim under the 

n.ct of 1874, under which those who were wounded in the service 
could make the proof; and if they could make the proof. that 
they were wounded they were entitled to pension? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not. So far as my experi­
ence goes in Congress-and it has not been very long, as this 
is only the third term-all these Indiana militia who have 
come in at all came in simply upon the ground that they were 
wounded in battle, and upon no other ground. Now the Com­
mittee on Invalid Pensions have brought it down to this fine 
point, for we do not give a ma:n a pension of $6, $8, $10, or $12, or 
any other amount, but we simply give him a chance to prove 
that he was actually wounded; to prove to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Buraau of Pensions that 
he was actually wounded in battle with the enemy to a pensiona­
ble degree. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like to ask the gentleman from In­
diana by what rule they would determine the rate of pension 
this man would receive? Would it be under the act of 1890, 
limited to $1.2? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 
Mr. HULICK. Would it be limited by any law? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It would not be limited at all ex­

cepting by general law. 
Mr. HULICK. Then he might be so wounded as to receive 

$72 a month. . · 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He might; but there is no such 

probability. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Does not the gentleman think it would be 

better to withdraw this bill and let it go over until the gentle­
man from Indiana [Mr. BRETZl returns? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETZ] submitted this matter to me this morning, and asked me 
to c3ll it before the House to-night and to ask that it be passed. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I have no objection to the gentleman call­
ing it up, but I think it would be best to pass it over without 
prejudice. I ob~ected to it. 

Mr. DANIELS. The instance referred to by the gentleman 
from South Carolina,.... as being similar to this bill was a bill 
merely allo wing persons who were in the Indian war in Ore~on 
to be placed upon the pension roll, and the party was in the vol­
unteer service of the State or Territory when he was wounded. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not hear the gentleman. 
Mr. DANIELS. The party referred, to was in the service of 

the Terri'tory or State of Oregon, and was wounded in the In­
dian war, and he \vas allowed to be put upon the pension roll: or 
his application was authorized, just as in the case of this man, 

and 'certainly that is a decided precedent for the case of this ap­
plicant. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why, certainly. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will ask if this claim is 

upon the Calendar? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What is the number on 

the Calendar? 
Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. It is No. 93 on the Calendar. page 14. 
Mr. SWANSON. What has been the legislation with reP"ard 

to those men who were not mustered into the Army? o 

Ml'. MARTIN of Indiana. It has been in line with this . 
Mr. SWANSON. That they have been given pensions only 

by special legislation? · 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. By special legislation. 
Mr. SWANSON. There bas never been any ~eneral statute 

allowing people who were not mustered into the Army, but who 
were in the militia, to draw pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to answer th:.tt qu9s· 
tion broadly in the negative, but within my present recoltection 
there has not been any such general legislation. 

Mr. SWANSON. I was informed that there was a general 
law by which they were given the privilege up to 1874 of CQJD.­
ing in and obtaining pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That referred to the Missouri 
militia. 

Mr. DANIELS. The early soldiers of the Revolutionary war 
were not regularly mustered in, yet they received pensions. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was ag eeed to. 
The question being taken on laying the bill aside with a favor­

able recommendation, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed w have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 50, noes 4. 
Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 

point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] and the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS]. 

The tellers took their places. but before the count began, 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by unanimous con­

sent I will withdraw this bill on account of the absence of my 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ], with the understanding 
that the bill shall ba passed over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama with-
draw the point of no quorum? • 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman withdraws the bill I do. 
[would state, Mr. Chairman, in connection with this bill, that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] told me that he was 
going home; that there were some facts in connection with this 
case that he would collect while he was there, and would bring 
them back and let me see them, and I told him that if he did 
that I would be perfectly satisfied; and the bill went over in 
that way. 

MARILLA TENNEY. 
The next business o'n the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney. 
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 upon the pension roll the name or Marilla 
Tenney, as wtdow of Elisha C. Tenney, late a private in Company A of the 
Forty-seventh Regiment or Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. LANE. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney, submit the following report: 
Marilla Tenney is tb.e widow of Elisha <J. Tenney, late a private in Com­

pany A, Forty-seventh Iowa Infantry, who served as such soldier from 
March 11, 1,.81?4-, to. September 28, 1864, when he was honorably mustered out 
of service w1th b.is company, as shown by discharge paper on file. 

This claimant, the widow of said soldier, can not receive relie! through 
the Pension Bureau for the reason that she is unable to prove absolutely 
the date or fact of her late husband's death. 

'l'he evidence is conclusive, consisting or affidavits of numerous neighbors 
and acquaintances, that this soldier left his home at Volga City. Iowa, in 
1879, and went to the Black Hills country in Dakota to look for work. Se· 
curing work, he wrote frequently to his family and sent money regularly for 
their support until 1882, when his letters ceased, and said soldier has not 
been heard from since, except by a mere rumor that he was dead. This 
claimant, as well as her friends. has made every etrort to learn or his where­
abouts if living, but to no v.urpose. Letters have been dispatched t<> all the 
post-offices or the Black Hills country, but no news of him has been secured. 
•.rne family then communicated with the Pension Bureau to ascertain 11 said 
soldier had ever made applica.t.ion fur a pension, but no such application has 
ever been filed to the present time. 

Thus, by every possible means, this claimant has endeavored to ascertain 
1f her late husband werl:l living, but has been compelled to accept his death 
as certain. The common law presumes death under such conditions, but the 
Pension Bureau requires very positive proof in such cases. 

It is also conclusively shown that this claimant is wholly dependent on 
her own labor for support. Many of the soldier's letters and the marriage 
certificate are on file. 
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Your committee therefore report the bill with the recommendation that 

it be amended by striking out the word "t~elve," in the eighth line of eaid 
}>ill and inserting in its stead the word "eight;" so that it shall read" $8 per 
inonth," and, as so amended, that the bill pass. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee report that bill unfavorably. It was up on 
last Friday night, and I: took the ground that it was a bad prec­
edent to make a favorable report on such a bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think the gentleman from South Caro­
lina is mistaken about this case. I think we made a favorable 
report upon the bill, with the amendment providing that if the 
husband should be found to be alive, then the pension to the 
wife should cease. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I think we had 
better kill it certainly this time, so that it will not get alive 
again. 
'Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I think there was an 

amendment adopted to that bill on last Friday evening, provid­
ing that the pension shot1ld cease U it should be discovered that 
the husband was alive. I think that amendment was adopted 
on the sug gestion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions tMr. MARTIN of Indiana]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in order that there 
may be no mistake about it, I move to add at the close of the bill 
a provision that if the husband shall be found to be alive, this 
pension shall at once cease. . 

Mr. COX. I do not think that is necessary. If he had been 
alive he would have been on the pension roll long ago. [Laugh­

. ter.] 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, Mr. Chairman, let 

the committee vote down my amendment, if they think proper. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT of 

South Carolina, it was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside 

with the recommendation that it do pass. [A pause.] 
Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker--
The CHAIRMAN.- The ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside 

to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. . 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask for a division. 
The CHAIRMAN. The demand comes too late. The Clerk 

will report the next bill. 
· Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I asked·for a division in 
time. I claim that I was in time, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not rise and call for a 
division until aftet• the Chair announced the result and declared 
the bill laid aside. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I will be in time 
the next time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ro!le before the division was called for, 
but was not recognized by the Chair. I simply wished to ask 
whether the amendment adopted last Friday night is in the 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment reducing the 
amount to $8 a month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. There was, I think, another amendment 
providing that the pension to the wife should cease in case the 
hqsband was found to be alive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that that is not in 
the bill. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. It can be put in by unanimous consent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment about which the gentle· 

man from Alabama asks was not in the bill when it was laid 
aside. There is only one amendment, the one reducing the pen­
sion to $8. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I askunanimousconsentthat the amend­
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], 
providing that in the event of the husband being found alive the 
pension to the wife shall cease, be inserted in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment 
will be inserted. · 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina ob 

jects. 
W. H. COHORN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
479) to relieve W . . H. Cohorn from the charge of desertion. 

The bill wa.s read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the charge ef desertion now appearing a~ainst W. 

H. Cohorn is hereby removed, and the said W. H. Cohorn be, and 18 hereby, 
relieved from the charge of desertion; a.nd that he be~ and is hereby, restored 
to all rights to which he would have been entitled haa he never deserted and 
as it no record showing desertion had been made. 

Mr. LANE. I ask tha.t the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BOWERS of California) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military .A.I!airs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
'~) to relieve w. H. Co horn from the charge of desertion, ha. ve had the same 
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under consic:tera.tion, and find that the report of the War Department, which 
is submitted herewith, shows mest conclusively that this bill ought to pass1 
that the soldier was in no respect guilty of the charge of desertion as marked 
on the rolls of the company at one time; that he was sick and in hospital 
with leave, on furlough; that he returned to his regiment a.s soon as he wa.s 
able to do so, and sooner; that he served with his company, and was honor­
ably mustered out with his company at the expiration of the time of his en­
listment. His commanding om.cer, the colonel of the regiment, testifies tha.~ 
the soldier was not in any fault. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend that the bill do pass, with the fol· 
lowing amendment: 

".Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any kind shall become 
du~ or payable by reason of the pa.s'3age of this blli." 

Oase of W. H. Oohorn. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 

War .Department, October a, 1893. 
William H. Cohorn was enrolled as a private in Company F. Eighteentll 

Kentucky Volunteers, to serve three years, and mustered into service July 7, 
1862, and appears to have been present with his command· or otherwise 
properly accounted for up to October3l, 186'2, when he is reported "absent," 
without remark. The roll for November and December, 186Z, reports him 
"deserted November 12, 1862, from Paris, Ky.," and his name 1s dropped 
from succeeding rolls to April30, 1864, when he is reported "absent sick at 
Chattanooga., Tenn., gained from desertion, stop 130 for apprehension." 

Subsequent to the date mentioned he is reported on.!:olls as follows: May 
and June, 1864, "absent sicki Chattanooga, Tenn., a. deserter"; July and 
August, 1864, ·~ present awaitmg court-martial"; September and October, 
1864, "absent awaiting court-martial, sick at Atlanta."; November and De­
cember, 1864, "absent sick at Louisvllle since October 3, 18M, awaiting court­
martial"; and he is so reported on the succeeding roll, dated February 29, 
1865; rolls tor March and April and May and June, 1865, report him "pres­
ent awaiting court-martial." 

The company muster-out roll, dated July 18, 1865, shows him mustered out 
of service with the organization on that date; remark, "deserted October 
10: 1862, returned to duty March 24, 1864-charges preferred for desertion, 
awaiting trial." 

Other records show him, "desert.ed December -, 1862 at Paris, Ky.; ar­
rested March 15, 1864, by provost-marshal, seventh distrlct, Kentucky, and 
delivered same date at military post, Lexington, Ky." 

Following is· a copy of r.he charge of desertion preferred against him by 
Lieut. John M. Poston, of Company F, as shown by company and regimental 
books: 

"CHARGE 1.-Desertion. 
"Spec~ttcation 1.-In this, that he did on or about t~e 1st day of November, 

1862, while camped at or near Paris, Ky., absent himself without leave by 
proper authority, and did remain absentuntil he was arrested and returned 
to his regiment at Nashville, Tenn., on or about the 28th day of March, 1864." 

The records do not furnish any evidence of the soldier's trial on this charge 
or of his restoration to duty. 

The medical records report him as follows: As William Cohorn, private, 
CompanyF,EighteenthKentuckyVolunteers, admitted to general field hos­
pital, Chattanooga, Tenn., April 9, 1863, with mumps, and tra.n.sferred May4, 
1864; admitted to No. 3 general hospital, Lookout Mountain, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., July 1, 1864, with syphilis, and returned to duty·August 3, 1864, as-­
Cohorn (rank notsta.ted), ComnanyF, Eighteenth Kentucky, treatedinregi­
mental hospital September 20 to October 3, 18M, (diagnosis not shown), and 
transferred to hospital at Atlanta October 3, 1864. as William Cohorn, pri­
vate, Company F, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers, admitted to Cumber­
land general hospital, Nashville, Tenn., November 2, 1864, with pneumonia, 
and transferred November10, 1864, and admitted to Joe Holt general hospital~ 
Jeffer10onvtile, Ind., November 11,1864, with secondary syphilis, and returnea 
to dutv November 24, 1864. 

There is no evidence of his having been granted a furlough at any period 
of his term of enlistment. 

Under date August 12, 1883, the soldier made application for removal of the 
charge of desertion under the provisions of the act of August 7, 1882, and on 
the 24th October following was called upon for a statement under oath giv­
ing the authority under which he left his command and bis whereabouts 
during his absence. 

On the 28th October 1884, he submitted the following testimony: 
In an arll.davit bearhig tbe above date, the soldier stated that in October, 

1862, while in the service of the United States, he wa.e taken sick and was 
sent home on sick furlough by .Capt. Littlejohn, and that he remained at 
home sick until March, 1864, when he returned to his regiment, though still 
in bad health, and reported to Capt. Posten, who was then captain of his 
company; that he was thereupon sent to hospital and remained there about 
two months and was then sent to the convalescent camp, where he remained 
three or four months, and was then sent back to his regiment and returned 
to duty, remaining with his command until he was discharged. He further 
stated that he was furloughed "until fit for duty," but returned to his regi­
ment before he was fit tor duty, and declares that during his absence from 
hiS command he was at home sick and confined to his bed "nearly all the 
time." 

David Trout, in an afildavit made the same day, stated that he knew the 
soldier at the time he enlisted; that he came home in the fall of 1862 on sick 
furlough, and that ae he1 atnant;lived close to him, he "went after Drs. 
Ford and Green for him,' and visited him often during his sickness; that 
Drs. Green and Ford gave him up to die; and he was then treated by Dr. 
Prior, under whose care he improved somewhat so as to be able to go about; 
that in the spring of 1864, he returned to tbe Army, althouch he had notre­
covered, and " looked badly;" that prior to his enlistment he was a. sound, 
healthy man, but that since his discharge he had had frequent spells of sick­
ness. Amant added that he had never heard of claimant's deserting, and 
that he went ba.ck of his own accord before he was well; and that he had 
never hP.ard of any person coming after him. 

In an am.davit, of same date, Windle Trout declared tha.thewas acquainted 
with the applicant at the time of his enlistment and recollected his coming 
home on sick furlough in the fall of 1862; that on the night of his return he, 
affiant, went for the soldier's brother to come a d wait on him; that tAle sol­
dier cont inued sick all the winter, confined to hie bed most of the time, af­
fiant being with him for the most part during the whole winter, engaged i1;l 
cutting and hauling wood, makin~ fires a.nd waiting upon him, at which 
time claimant was under the care of Drs. Green, Ford, and Prior; and that 
he returned to his regiment in the spring of 1864, though not then entirely 
well. Amant further declared that he never heard of claimant's bein~ a de· 
serter, and stated that he returned to his re~ment of his own accord, and 
before he had recovered; that he never heard of any person coming after 
him; and that he had not got entirely well at date of amant's statement. 

Henry I. Newton, in an afilda.vit of same date, stated that he was ac­
quainted with Cohorn at the time of his enlistment; that the soldier came 
home in the fall of 1862 on sick furlough, and remained at home for a con­
siderable time, sick 1n bed a greater part of the time; that he, amant, was 

'· 
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~
t cl.a.im.a,nt's house frequently, and knew that h-e was at home sick untilthe a large number of men who never hesitated to serve thei~ 
;pring of 1164, when he returned to his regiment, though not well; and that country and who never turned their backs on +he foes o.., thl. e never heard of Cohorn's des.erting. 'Or of any person coming Ior him-or ~ 1 

looking a.fter him as a. deserter. Government. F amiliar as I .am with the circumstances that 
Under date September28, 1885, the applicant was informed that the .provi- surround .many of these cases, I rise here to -night and in th~ 

sions of the act of Congress of July 5· 18134· did not-cover his case, inasmuch n ame of my comrades and for the honor o·f th1·"' country, I say I a.s he did not volunt.arily-return to hia command. · "' 
On thet5thof February, 1!86,Hon. WILLIAM C. P.BRECKINRIDGEaddressed do not believe that motions like these ~ould be ba cked by the 

the Deparment, requesting to be informed as to the:l'lta.tus of Cohorn's ap- men w ho wore the gray and met us on the field of honorable 
plication, and on the 27t.h of the same month wa.s informed that in view of b ttl 
the fact that the soldier did not voluntarily return to his command, butwa.s a e. · 
arr sted,1lis case did not come within the provisions of thea.ctof July5, 1S84c, I HJD here to say that there is too much chivalry; that there 
tndtha.tasiliw&sheldbyth.eDepa.rtmentthattheeha.r&"eo.fdeser"'uionwasnot is too much of the spirit of the soldier, even in the men who bore 
~~~~~usly made there was no provision of law under which i t could be·re- arms against this Government, for them to be guilty of insist-

Under da.te April12, 1886, "Mr. BRECKINRIDGE transmitted the following ing on leaving a stain on the character of any man who served 
additiona.l testimony in support of the soldier's application: this Governm ent when it is shown positively and conclusively 

The cla.iman.t, in an a.mdavit dated March 2i, 1886, d~clared that he was th t 1.. a·d d t I tr h h' . l a fnr.loughed October. 13152, on account of sickness, being unfit for duty; that a _ile ·never l eser · ust t at t lS motion wil 'be vote 
he reported to his comma.nd in March, 18M, at Na.lihville, Tenn .. and upon down, as it ought to b e, and 'that gentlemen will cease to com6 
examination, being still found unfit for duty. was returned to the hospital here ana in a epirit of petulance stand on this floor and cavU 
a.t Cha.tta.nooga.. He further stated that the furl.ough granted him was is- b t t• tt · f · h d 11 sued by C&pt. Littlejohn and was without limit, and that upon his return to a ou gran mg pe Y penswns o seven or e1g t or ten o a.rs a 
his command Capt. Littlejohn had resigned and been succeeded by Capt. montn, while they vote liberally, zs this Con~ess does vote,.ex­
~r-wlt~~io~!.!~~.:;_.~~~ that he returned to his command-voluntarily tra salaries to clerks and an extra month's p &y t o the employe~? 

David Trout. a. tormer amant, in an a.flidavi1i dated March 24, 11186, stated of this House-to which I do not object-.and millions to riverS 
that Cohorn wa.s not arrested as a. deserter, but returned to his -command of and h arbors simply because there is a job for some fellow a t the 
his own fr&e will, and that he appeared .anxious to go, saying he wanted 'to bottom of nearly all of it. 
fi~~%:~;g~!"Iornfer a.m.ant, in a.n affidavit made April 2, 1886, gave These men who 'r eceive the bounty of this Government in the 

, testimony identical with tha.~ of David Trout, last preceding. :form of pensions never" whack ·up," if the committee will par-
Henry J. Newton, a. former amant, m a.n a.mda.vit made .March 25, 1886, de- don -a common expression, and consequep.tly it is a popular 

cla.red tha.t the.cla.ima.nt was furloughed by Capt. William Littlejohn, at thing to come in here and assail men who are defenseless, if, 
Paris, in October, 1862, and that he voluntarily .returned to .his command a't 

~ Nashville. in March, 18M. forsooth, this committee will liSten to gentlemen who seem sO 
William B. Newton, in an aflldavit dated March 2:1, 1886, -stated that claim- anxious to make a reputa tion by saving a dollar where that dol· 

ant returned to his comm:~.nd voluntarily. · 1 · · tl d d t th t' · 1 Dr. William Pryor, in an.amdavit executed March 24, 1888, stated tha.t.in ar IS JUS Y ue, 2-n a e same lffie so amuous to eave a. 
1862 he treated the claimant as a. :furloughed soldier o:f Company r. Eight- stain on the name of a man who never did violate the military 
~enthKentucky Infantry, and continued to treat him from October, 1862, to law of his country~ Mr. Chairman, I do not care to say more on 
Ma.rch, 186-1, when he returned to .his command, taking with him a. state- th · b · :t t th · ti d [ nld t 11 1 [A ment that he was not a.ble for duty. He added that the soldier's furlough 18 su JeC a IS me, an .co no we say ess. p-
was signed by Capt. William Littlejohn, Paris, Ky., and that his return to . plause on the Republican side.] 
hiiJ.~~:~~~~;;;~~~~~$86, Hon.Mr.BRECKINRIDG:Ewas1nformed,w.ith · Mr. TALBERT of South Caro11na. Mr. Chairman, I say iTJ. a 
.reference to the application ot Cohorn, tha.t the official recm:ds showed that spirit of fairness and justice, in reply to what the gentleman has 
~he soldier deserted October 10. 1itl2. and-was arrested :March 15, 1864, by the just said, that I happened to be one of those .men who wore the 
:provost marshal o:f the seventh district of Kentucky, a.nd inasmuch a.s he gray-- ' 
.did not voluntarily return, but was arrested, his case did not come within · Mr. McKEIGHAN. So much the worse for the gray. the provi1ions of the act of Congress approved JUly 5, 1884, and that it had 
been decided that no relief could be ,granted in the case under existinglltws, Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And I happened to be one 
un the te5timony presented. o1 those who met the men who wore the blue; and 'since the war 

Underdate March 2·6• 1887• Col. ,John ·B. Castleman, acting adjutant-gen- has closed I have been in or(Y'anizations and meetings and con-era! State of Kentucky. addressed the Departmetrt on b~halt of Co hom, stat- e 
ing that Col. H. K. :Milward, who commanded the Ei~hteenth Kentucky In- V.Emtions where the men who wore the gray and the men who 
f'an.try, of which Cohorn was a. member, requested that tha la.tter be .JtiTen wore the blue met together-men who had opposed ea.ch other 
~J'flc0~!~~Y to prove tha.t the ~ha.-r:e 01 dese-rtion in his case was unjust in th~ red blaze of battle, stood with clasped hands stretched 

.Mr. Cohorn, Col. Castleman -proceeded to state, was absent on a. turfough a.cross tbe bloody chasm in order to bury the bloody shirt with 
granted for an indefinite penod by C~pt. W. H. Littlejohn at Paris, .Ky., the prayer upon their lips that upon the grave mi~ht be -pla.nte1 
October to, 1!62, and upon ..his return 'found Capt . .John M. Poston in eom- .th h·t lil f h. h ld db f h f • ma.nd. Coho:r:n stated that he was in ·poor h.a.lth 'during his absence, and e w 1 e Y o peace, w lC wou ~row an · r g oTt ru1 
when sumciently improved reported to Provost-Mars-hal Lon~:, a.t George- to the up building and the nrosperi ty of this ~reat country of ours. 
town,Ky.,ofhisol'hl accord-notha.~beena.rrested-sho-w-edhiafurlough, .And I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McKEI-
and on that was gtven transportation to hla reiPJnent; that upon ll.is return, ] th t 1 t d h d ted · t th xtr d th March 2i, 115i, he was at once ordered. by his re,;imenta.l su-r~eon, Dr. Pyth- GHAN a s oo ere an vo agalns , e e a pay an e 
1a.n, to the hospital a.t SummerSTille, Lookout Mountain, Cha.tta.no~Jga, Tenn., extra mileage. My vote is rec'orded against those propositions. t 
a.ndstayed there tvromonth.s, a.fte.rwhich he wa.s ordered to -convalescent have raised my voice against every approhriation that Ithoug.ht 
camp, where he remained about a.mon.th, a.n.d wa.s then-gi-ven transporta- A d I th b k · t t th f 4-h tl tion to his regiment a.nd assigned to duty; that the captain woo gave him was unnecessary. n row ac lll e ee o "' e gen e-
hisfurlo~h resignedin.his abiienca, without having explained the ca. use of man any insinuation that he D;lay throw at me of attem-pting to 
his absence, and 1ihat..he never recetve.d a. 1iria.l, but "Was granted a.n hono-r a- .make a little reputation by bringing up motions in opposition 
'ble discharge. t th 1 · 

On the 9th A-pril. 1887, the a.djutant-g&nGr.al of the State of Kentucky was 0 ese C alms. 
Wormed, with referene& to this case, that the charge o.f desertion against I would like to caU the attention o1 the gentleman to a speech 
:r:ohoru ha.d not been removed and could not bs remowd..irom h ts record that was made by Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin~ the com.lll.ander of 
un~';;~~~~o~r';iron. M-r . .BREcKINRIDG:E;datedFebruary4 , 1892,Te- the "Iron Brigade," upon this very question of pensions-a 
terred to this Department by him, the<q>plica.nt stated -that he was enrolled speech made in this Hall, in which, if I mistake not, he .said that 
.and mustered into ser'Vice July7, 1862, as a. private :in Company F. Ei~ht- in '1865, or just about the time the war was closing, there were 
eenth Kentucky VolunteeTs, to serve three years, a.nil was mustered out of over 200,000 men mustered into the service from the gro01Y-sho~~ service at Louisville, Ky., July 18,1865. 

The status or the case has :not been -changed sin.ce 'the aate c1aimant's and from the jails-bounty-jumpers and substitutes for men w 6 
-application was last denied, no new'testimony having been submitted or did not· want to go into the war-and that 13,000 or 14,000 of thos~ 
legislation had warranting .a reversal of such adverse decision. men were deserters and ought to be hanged. Yet they are draw· 

Veryre.spe.cttully, F. C. AINSWORTH, , ing pensions to-day! 
CVlone'l , 'United. 'States bmy, Chief of Ojfice. 1 standhere to say that I am willing to cast my vote openly -anq 

'Tue SECRETARY oF WJJJ.. above board for any honest soldier, any brave man who metmd 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move .and my comrades in battle and fought like an ho.nest, bra-ve m a.n· 

that bill be l:iiid aside to be reported adversely to the House. but I am opposed to giving a pension to a deserter, a bummer oJ 
Mr. McKEIGHAN. Mr . ..Chairman being somewhat familiar camp-follower, or a.ny man of that description; and every other 

with the circumstances, often ,bey-ond the control of the soldier, brave man must be in favor of this position, a;nd will -vote againsl; 
which places him on the records of the War Department with a any such proposition. 
stain on hisname.,Iieel thatinjusticetomycomradeslivinga.nd That, Mr. Chairman,ls why! have made the motion to report 
:dead and their families, I oug-nt'to rise here and now ·and -protest unfavorably upon this deserter's claim. I insist upon the mQ­
-agab).stthismoti.on. Everyone.atall TamiliarwithasoldieJ·'s life tion; and.l will see that it ·does notget through without the vote 
knows tnat from time to time wh-en the military organization to of a majority . .If the gentleman f.rom Nebraska, .or whatever 
which he belongs ·is ordered to move;he may be -sick in-the hos- other State he may be from, does not like- this he -can make the 
pital,orhemayhavebeenexami.n.edby-aphysicianandsenttoth~ mostof it. _ • 
rear, and the comrades ·oinis companynaving n.o knowledge .of Mr- MdKEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say .to this 
his whereabouts, that .night he is re-ported as absent -withou--t Rouse that 'I made no such charge personally against t.he gentle­
ieave, and a lew m.ore day.s of such reports-ana :he is marked ·on man ashe assumes that ] made. I did saythatthisHousehasbeen 
the .roll of his company as a deserter. liberal. But now if it comes to a question oi a deserter drawing 

H any gentleman wiil :examine the -recurds u-f -:the War De- .a pension, I challenge the gentleman to produce a single .case 
partment, as ;prep.ared and ke:pt in -ad:rnir..able sha-pe by Col. where any aeserter in this country is drawing a pension. · 
.A1n.sworth1 ne will find -a ,charge of desertlan s.tand4I_g ..ag.ains.t .Mr~ TALBEHT .of .South Carolina. r can produce -the .speech 

. .... 
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that Gen. 'Bragg madeupon the floor of this House in which he I_ Mr: LACEY .. But this con~ction by a c"ou~t-martialleaves.a. 
said that there were thirteen or fourteen thousand o.f them. AnQ. blem1sh upon h1m. Back of h1s honorable d1schar.ge there 1s 
here is a case of a deserter that vou are standing here to .defend still this charge against him-a blight on his record. He wants 
to-niD'ht. ~ to have that removed~ and he has come bafore the Committee 

Mr: McKEIGHAN. I say it is no such thing. I am here to on Military Affairs for that purpose. 
say that I m u.de no such charge against the .gentleman person- Mr. HUDSON. He is somewhat in the same position that 
ally; and it is very cheap bravery that vents itl::lelf in florid ora- Fitz-John Porter was. 
tory on the ftoor of this Honse because I: ha-ve asserted that Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to know why the honorable 
ConCTress has been liberal. I want to say here and now that I discharge does not clear his record. I understand that the sol­
hav; never turned my back on a friend or a foe and I do not in- dier already has an honorable discharge from the Army? 

- tend to do it now. [Applause.] I am here to denounce the spirit Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 
that leads a man on the floor of this House_ to assail every old Mr. STALLINGS. You do not know whether he draws a 
soldier, even to the extent of preventing men from having the pension or not; but that is not the question. . 
stain of desertion removed, when the Committee on Military Mr. LACEY. · There is nothing to prevent his doing so at any 
Affairs composed of members as honest and intelligent as the rate. 
gentleman have said that there is no question about the justice Mr. STALLINGS. Has not this honorable discharge from 
of r emoving this stain. the Army wiped out the stain upon his record? 

Now, it maybe that men have "shakenhandsacrossthebloody Mr. LACEY. Not at all. It stands there upon the judgment 
chasm," and that they are very desirous to see the" white lily of the court-martial. 
of peace" bloom. For myself it shall never bloomsolong as you Mr. STALLINGS. Then how can Congres.s wipe it out? We 
stab the defenders of my country. [Applause.] _ do not know more about the matter than the officers that sat 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say-that I deny upon the court-martial. 
>HDY such charge; and if the gentleman means to say I have Mr. LACEY. We do, for this reason--
" stabbed" any old soldier or anything of that sort, I sa.y it is Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How can we go behind 
utterly false. the "returning board?" 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. I want t<> say if the shoe fits the gentle- Mr. LACEY. The Military Committee has examined all the 
man-he will have to wear it. He seems to insist on wearing it. evidence taken before th~ court-martial and all the additional 
[Laughter and applause.] testimonyw hich explains the case. They have gonB through the 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment re- matter carefully and made an elaborate report, reciting the facts 
ported by the committee. · and stating as a part of their conclusion that the evidence shows 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman from that this man at the time he was charged with desertion was ab-
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] a question. sent on account of sickness and unable to return; that he did re-

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly. turn as promptly as he could, and wasthenhonarabl_ydischarged 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What is your abjection to this and mustered out. But this charge which was made against him 

bill? It involves no pension, no bounty, no back pay. has ne er been erased from his record, and could not be except 
Mr. ·rALBERT of South Carolina. Well, J have stated my by act of Con&rress. 

objection in the few remarks that I have made-that -there is a Mr. STALLINGS. I just wanted to know the facts. 
charge of desertion Testing here-against this man and I am op- Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Iowa 
posed to giving any deserter a pension. rMr. LACEY] will-pardon me for making this suggestion, asl un-

Mr. MARTlN oi In!iiana. This is not a bill to pension him derstandtherewerenoso-called "honorable"dischargesgranted 
:at all, but simply to wipe out this stain on his uecord. from the late-war. The word" honorable" whie,h used to be in 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. li will.lead :to-a. pension, every discharge _granted to a soldier is left out, as I understand 
and that is the object. . it, from every discharge, so that while the soldier was discharge.d 

Mr . MARTIN of Indiana. No. from the se-rvice, the word "honorable" was left out and each 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina . . The ·object is simply to man is left to .his record as it stands in the Adjutant-General's 

get in an entering ·wedge . . When you -make this start there Office. , 
·will be no stopping it. Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He does not g-et any discharge .at · 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, I .ask the Clerk to -read as a all! 
part of my remarks the amendment which has been reported by ll1r. HENDERSON ·of Illinois. He is discharged from the 
the committee, and as I underatand .adopted by the Committee service, but the word" honorable," which use.d to be in the cer-
of the Whole. tificate of discharge, is omifited. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to .ask the gentleman from Mr. LACEY. The report says he was honorably musteJJed 
Indiana a question, if it will no~t interrupt him. out with his company . 

.Mr.-MARTIN of Indiana. I yield with -pleasure. Mr. NORTHWAY. But it does not say hB was honorably 
Mr. STALLINGS. Is it not a factthatwhenaman has a good discharged. 

case of this sort there is a general law under which he ·can goto Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Suppose he had. a discharge, 
the War Department and have the charge against him removed? would that record of his having been court-martialed as a de-

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, yes. serter stand in the way of his getting another copy of his dis-
Mr. STALLINGS. Then why ·does not this man do it? charge, if he lost it? 
Mr. LACEY. The-difficultly in this case-- Mr. LACEY. Not at all. T.his is more a sentimental bill 
Mr. STALLINGS. I do not believe in -passin·g specia-l laws of than anything else. 

this kind when we have a general law on the statute book that Mr. KYLE. Is there anything now to prevent this man from 
covers such cases. drawing a pension? 

Mr. LACEY. The report shows formal-proceedings against Mr. LACEY. Not .on the face of the report. 
this man by court-martial; and they can not be wiped out by an Mr. KYLE. Is there, as a matter of fact. 
order of the War Department. The committee of this House · Mr. LACEY. I do not know. 
has mad~ an examination of the case: going through the evi- Mr. KYLE. The point I want to get at is whether this p~op­
de~ce grven before th~ court-ma-rtial and also the additional osition is simply to relieve this man from this charge of des.et'­
eyidenc~ furnished t? the committee; and they believe the deci- tion without putting him on the pension roll? 
SlO? agamst the sold1er was erroneous. They simply propose to Mr. HUDSON. That is all there is in the bill. 
str1ke from the record the .charge of desertion. The man al- Mr. KYLE. l understood that this was simply a direction 
ready holds an honorable d1scharge. This doe.s not change his that the charCTe of dese-rtion be ·stricken from the roll and that 
status in any respect except in removing from his record what his record be "'corrected in that respect. - ' 
appears to the committee to be an unjust charge. Mr. CUMMINGS. I should like to say to the-gentleman tha't 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What will prevent this if he could draw a pension now he could not draw it after this 
~a:n from a..pplying for a pension after this charge o1 desertion bill is passed, as the bill now stands. · 
IS removed. . . _ · Mr. HUDSON. As I underst:m.d, the gentleman from 1\:lissis-
~r. LACEY. ~here 18 nothmg now to'pre_vent him from ap- si-ppi [Mr. KYLE] wishes to know whether this is a bill to pen­

plymg fo~ -a pens1on.. He. has an honorable discharge. - He may sion him now or simply to clear up his military record? 
be _a penswner,Jor all I know. . Mr. KYLE. No, that is Dot it. I understand the statement 

lV.U·. TALBERT of South Carolina. He may be one of those is that there is nothing in the way of this man drawing a pen· 
13,COO ,of the "ir.on brigade." sion· in otheTwords that if he could draw a p"'nsion after the 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps he is the who1e 13,000. [Laughter.] pass~e of-the bill, h~ could draw it now just as"' well. In othet' 
Mr. LANE. The gentleman states, as I understand, -that this words, that this bill does· not f'.id him te·ward getting a pension. 

man has now an h0nor.able discharge. Does not that clear his Mr. CUMMINGS. As I under-stand, this bill stops him from 
record? getting .a pension. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No; it does not. 
Mr. WANGER. As I understand the report of the commit­

teo, it show·s that this man was not in fact a deserter, and that 
the r ecord of desertion against him is an unjust and erroneous 
one. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the fact. 
M r . W A NGER . Now, why should we say anything about a 

pension in discussing this bill? -
Mr. NORTHWAY . . He ought to have his record corrected. 
Mr. BOW ERS of California. That is all. 
Mr. WANGER. It seems to me that if he does not deserve to 

have tbis stigma at t ached to his name, that it ought not to be 
attached . 

Mr. COX. As I understand, this man was marked on the roll 
as a deserter, and was then tried by a court-martial? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 
Mr. COX. And he was found by the court-martial to be a 

deser ter? 
, Mr. WANGER. Yes. 
Mr. LACEY. lithe gentleman will permit me, I want to make 

a correction as to that. The gentleman is misinformed. 
Mr. COX. I want_to get at the fact as to how that is. 
Mr. LACEY. In a hasty examination of this report I find 

that there was no trial upon the charge of desertion. Charges 
were preferred, but no trial was had upon the charges; -but the 
cha rges st ill remain there, undisposed of. · 

Mr. COX. You are satisfied that there was no trial? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. There was no trial at all. The 

man was sick, and the evidence presented to the committee 
shows conclusively that he was not a deserter. 

Mr. COX. rrhis bill is simply to wipe out these charges that 
remain there undisposed of. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. We have the evidence of 
three physicians who attended him for two years, and the evi­
dence shows that before he was able he returned voluntarily to 
the regiment, and that he was in no sense a deserter. 

Mr. COX. If I understand the bill, itissimply to provide that 
these charges be wiped out? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It is simply to correct a false 
record. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I thank the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BOWERS] for the explanation which he has 
made, and it would have been in very much better gra{}e for the 
gentlemn.n from Nebraska [Mr. McKEIGHAN] while he was hurl­
ing all that abuse at me to have made that simple explanation 

. instead. It would have satisfied me, and if the fact is as stated 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] I have no fur­
ther opposition. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. We gave the question a very 
thorough examination, and I state to the gentleman that that is 
the fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If that is the case, I am 
glad the gentlem~ has made the explanation. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Tha t is the real fact. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If the man is not a real 

deserter , I have nothing against him; but I still do claim that I 
do not love deserters. 
_ Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, the question was asked of the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether or not 
this applicant could, with the charge of desertion remaining 
against him, obtain a pension. I have not heard the chairman 
of the committee give any answer to that question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr . Chairman, I wari.tto say right 
here th&.t this is a bill which does not come from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. It comes from the Military Committee, of 
which the gentlema,n from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] is chair­
man. 

The reason that I speak at all upon this matter is because the 
question of a pension came up. It seems to me that the passage 
of this bill or the failure to pass it has no bearing whatever on 
the question of the right of the man to a pension. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understand that; but there hasbeenaplain 
question asked, and I ask if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN] is in charge of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, I am not in charge of this 
bill. . 

Mr. ROBBINS. You are advocating the bill, and the ques­
tion has b0en asked whether or not this man can drawapension 
with this charge of desertion remaining there against him, or 
if the ob~ect of this bill is to enable him to get on the pension 
roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I say to you frankly that I cannot 
answer that question, except to say this: The amendment that 
is put onto this bill provides specifically that it shall give him 
no rights that he does not now possess. 

Mr. ROBBINS. What is the object of this bill, then? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Just simply that these charges 

were preferred against him. There never was a trial, and still 
there is a charge standing against him on his military record, 
of which record he has a right to be proud, and he simply wants 
that to be cleared up by a special bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. :As I understand the law there is a method 
of procedure by which he can go before the War Department 
and have this charge removed. That being so, what is the 
necessity of this special bill to relieve him from this cha rge? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No. he can not do that under 
the law. · 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman from 

California, who is a member of the Committee on Milita.ry Af­
fairs. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This is one of the cases not }>ro­
vided by law; and the War Departmentcannot relieve him from 
this charge under the law. 
~r. ROBBINS. Why? · 
Mr. BOWERS ofCalifornia(continuing). And, therefore, fol­

lowing the action of the committee in other bills, we have re­
ported this bill favorably. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Because the War Department 

have only their own. records to go on, and they are not allow~d 
under the law to relieve a man from a charge of desertion under 
such circumstances as are presented in this case. They are 
confined to their rule. · 

Mr. LANE. What rule? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. They can not go beyond it; and 

they never have gone beyond their rule. 
Mr. ROBBINS. What rule excludes this man from getting 

the charge of desertion removed? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. The rule is that t:b.e Department 

can not restore a man against their own records showing that 
he was a deserter. The law does not allow any Department to 
do that; and Congress must do it. 

Mr. LANE. You are wrong about that . 
Mr. ROBBINS. The gentleman does not seem to know the 

law. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Laws have been passed author­

izing the War Departmenttoremovethecharge of desertion. It 
is probable this case does not come within the limitation. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why can not this man go to the War De­
partment and have this charge of desertion removed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am trying to tell you. These 
laws pres~ribe that he must not hav.e been away from his com­
mand more than a certain period. In this case the absence may 
have exceeded the period, and I presume that is the difficulty 
in this case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. You presume! You do not know that that 
is the case? · 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I can ascertain by read­
ing the report. I have sent for a copy. · 

Mr. ROBBINS. How many will it require to answer this 
simple question? I will yjeld to just as many as try to ant~wer 
the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will answer you and say that 
g eneral laws have been passed authorizing the War Department 
to remove charges of deser tion within certain limitations, and 
this case does not come within those limitations. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think in this case the man 

may have been..absen t longer than the period prescribed, or pos­
sibly some other reason--

Mr. ROBBINS. The gentleman says he thinks. Does he 
know the facts.in connection with this case? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. I see he was absentmore 
than the time prescribed. That is sufficient; but I find there 
are other reasons. · · 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to see so much 
captious objection to this case. It seems to me that it is not a 
question of whether a man will or will not get a pension. If the 
facts be true as reported by that committee, and if it be true 
that this was an .honorable and gallant soldier, that he fought 
during the war, and he finds this charge was made against him, 
and this stigma was resting on his character, I donotthinkthat 
the question as to whether he shall receive this paltry sum of 
pension should be raised. I hope, therefore, there will be no 
objection to the passage of the bill. This man was an honest 
and gallant soldier who was honorably discharged. He fought 
like a man, and the question of whether he will or will not get a 
pension is no reason why this Congress should refuse to remove 
that stigma from his character. We have had a committee ex­
amine the case, and they have iound the state of facts that he 
was a gallant, brave, honest soldier who fought through the war 
and thathe is met with this charge of desertion. 

1 think it comes with poor grace from any man when a man 
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has fought for his flag to say this man. should not be allowed the I am confident there would ·not be any opposition to the bill if 
right to draw· a pension when they allow men who served ninety all tlie facts were understood. 
days to receive them. It is not a question of pension. I think Mr. BOWERS of California. Let it be remembered that this 
that we should move cautiously when removing charges of de- man was discharged with his regiment. 
sertion. I think when these charges of desertion are removed Mr. ROBBINS. I did not yield to the gentleman, and he did not 
by Congress that it is a high honor for a man t.o have his char- address the Chair. I ask the Clerk to read an extract-from the 
acter cleared up by Congress, and it should be done whether it statute which I send to the desk as the law bearing on the case. 
carries with it the fact that he is to be paid $80 or $90 pension. Read the second section and note 4. 
If the testimony shows that this man w-as improperly treated, The _Clerk read as follows: 
without any fault of his own, his character should be cleared, SEc. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to remove the 
and I hope gentlemen will make no captious objections to this charge or desertion rrom the record or any regula:r.or volunteer soldier in 
bill if the facts are true as stated. [Applause.] the late war upon proper application therefor, and satisfactory proof in 

h the following cases: . 
Mr. WHEELER of alabama. I am now ready to answer t e First. That such soldier, after such cha.rge of desertion was ma1e, and 

question of my colleague from Alabama, having examined the Within a reasonable time thereafter, voluntarily returned to his command 
report. I find on page 3 of the report the reason is stated why ansde~~it~dJ:~\h:~~[ !g1~:re~~~!:t!;'d ~~~~1~e~~· ~fs t~~~~~~:~~g2r~m 
the War Department can not remove the charge of desertion. hospital while su:l'!ering from wounds, injuries., or disease,receive:l or con­
The record does not show that he voluntarily returned to his tracted in the line or auty, and upon recovery voluntarily returned to his 
command command and served faithfully thereafter, or die:l from such wou:1ds, in-

M STA LING B d 
. h h d juries, or disease while so absent, a.nd before the date of muster out of his 

r · L S.· ut oes l t not show t at, e returne to command, or expiration of his term of service, or was prevented from so 
another command? returning by reason of such wounds, injuries, or diseases before sn::h muster 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; T think not. out·, or expiration of service. 
M STA LINGS I h Third. Th~t such soldier was a minor, and was enlisted without the con-

r. L · twas so stated ere. . sent of his parent or guardian, and was released. or discharged from such 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The affidavits placed before service by the order or decree or any court of competent jurisdiction on 

the committee show that he did voluntarily return to his com- I habeas corpus or other proper judicial procee<l:ings; and in any such case 
mand and their affidavits show that the record of the soldier no pay, allowance, bounty, or pension shall be allowed or granted. 
should be corrected. Mr. ROBBINS. Now read the note. -

They show that he did not desert the service. They show The Clerk read as follows: 
that he did not leave his command with the intent.ion of notre- Fourth. (2) Where he left his command and afterwards volunt3.rily re-
turning tO duty. turned and received an honorable discharge. 

The soldier himself testifies- But in the fourth section of this act it was provided that no soldier should 
receive its benefits "who intentionally deserted." 

that he was furloughed October. 1862, on account of sickness, being unfit 
for duty; that he reported to his command in March, 1864, at Nashville, 
Tenn., and upon examination, being still found unfit for duty, was returned 
to the hospital at Chattanooga. He further stated that the furlough granted 
him was issued . by Capt. Littlejohn and was without limit, and that upon 
his return to his command Capt. Littlejohn had resigned and been succeeded 
by Capt. John Postin; and he declared that he returned to his command 
voluntarily and without orders or arrest. 

If that is true he was not a deserter. 
He is sustained by his physician. This gentleman testifies as 

I will read: 
Dr. William Pryor, in an affidavit executed March 24, 1886, stated that in 

1862 he treated the claimant as a furloughed soldier of Company I, Eight­
eenth Kentucky Infantry, and continued to treat him from October, 186i, to 
March, 1864, when he returned to his command, taking with him a statement 
he was not able for duty. He added that the soldier's furlough was signed 
by Capt. William Littlejohn, Paris, Ky., and that his return to his command 
was voluntary. -

Now we come to the testimony of his comrades. They testify 
as follows: 

David Trout, a former amant, in an atlldavit dated March 24, 1886, stated 
that Cohorn was not arrested as a des~rter, but returned to his command of 
his own free will, and that he appeared anxious to go, saying he wanted to 
fight for his country. 

Wendle Trout, a former amant, in an amdavit made April 2, 1886, gave tes­
timony identical with that of David Trout, last preceding. 
H~nry J. Newton, a former amant, in an am.da.vit m<tde March 25, 1886, de­

clared that the claimant was furloughed by Capt. William Littlejohn, at 
Paris, in October, 1862, and that he voluntarily returned to his command at 
NaRhville, in March, 1864. 

William B. Newton, in an atllda.vlt dated March 24, 1886, stated that claim­
ant returned to his command voluntarily, 

There is much more testimony of the same tenor, all of which 
the committee regarded as conclusive, and the committee felt 
that justice demanded that he should be relieved of the ·charge.. 
of desertion; because the proof before that committee shows 
that he came within the limitations of the law. It certainly es­
tablished that he returned voluntarily to duty within the proper 
time. I think that in this case we ought to pass the bill. The 
Military Committee, of which I am a member, has examined 
these cases with great care. Not more than one-tenth of the 
bills brought before that committee for the ~emoval of the charge 
of desertion have been reported favorably. Nine-tenths of them 
have been rejected. The committee has, with great care, ex­
amined every case; and we have never reported a case favorably 
unless the evidence before . the committee showed that it was 
one that ought to be acted upon favorably by Congress. This 
soldierwasabsentsick, returned to his regiment, fought through 
the war, and was discharged with his comrades after the war 
was over. , 

I am in full sympathy with every effort which seeks to pre­
vent the ena-ctment of laws which grant pensions to improperor 
unworthy persons; but the gentlemen who oppose this bill should 
observe that it does not grant a pension. 

It only provides for the removal of the charge of desertion, 
and the bill specifically stipulates that no pay, bounty, or emol­
uments of any kind shall become due or payable by reason of 
the passage of this bill. 

The language of the proviso of the bill as-reported is: 
- Provided, '.rhat no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any kind shall become 

clue or payable by reason of the passag~ of this bill. 

The offense ot desertion is defined by military authorities as absence 
without leave, with the intention of not returning, and the intent not to re­
turn is considered the gist ot the offense. The Secretary of War has al­
ways asserted and exercised the right, under his general powers ascus­
todian of the rolls of the Army, wherever a charge of desertion was errone­
ously made, to remove the charge. Wherever it could be made to appear 
that the guilty intent was wanting, he thus had authority, without the act 
of August 7, 1882, to remove these charges. It was therefore held by the 
War Department that the act of 1882, All.!rust 7, chapter 4.22, did not enlarge 
the existing authority of the Secretary of War, and practically no action 
was taken under it. 

Mr. ROBBINS. That is sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, my 
position is th~tt here is a case which the law covers like a 
blanket. It is shown by the report itself and the 'reading of the 
law that the way is clear for this m '1n to go bafore the War De­
p3,rtment, and il the facts as stated are true he can get the charge 
of de.sertion removed. Now, here is the House of Represerita­
ti~es in session, spending its time on a dozen special bills for 
men, when there is a general law providing a remedy' for those 
cases. This statute, and the second and third of the cases 
cited, and number one cover the case of this applicant exactly; 
and consequently I appeal to the raason of members, why is it 
that they will go on without investigating a case and without 
knowing the facts, and when the question is asked why ~his man 
does not proceed in the way that is -provided by the law, a 
dozen or more gentlemen jump up and try to explain something 
about which they know nothing. -

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the gentleman a question for inior­
mation, as he has examined this case and I have not? I do not 
understand, from what he has said, that there is actually any 
record of desertion against this man, but that, he having been 
absent, charges were preferred against him. Am I correct? 

Mr. ROBBINS. If the gentlemen will investigate the case-­
Mr. BLAIR. Well, I am asking the gentleman for informa-

tion. · _ 
.Mr. ROBBINS. The bill is to remove the charge of deser­

tion now on record against this man in the War Department. 
If not, then the introducer of the bill and the committee report­
ing it are cert~inly placed in a very ridiculous attitude. Here 
we have a man asking to be relieved of a charge when there is 
no charge against him, and here we are sitting in Committee of 
t h e Whole and idling our time awayin an attempttohelpaman 
against whom there is no charge at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I quite agree with the· gentleman, if there are 
no pecuiiar features in the case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then why should you interrupt me in my 
remarks? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wished to ask you a question. 
Mr. ROBBINS. Well, the report of the bill answers your 

question. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have not had an opportunity to examine the 

report. . 
Mr. ROBBINS. Well, sir; I do not desire to be interrupted 

in that kind of way, nor do I suppose the gentlemen around me 
desire to have their time taken· up by interruptions by a gentle­
man who has not examined the r eport. 

Mr. MOSES. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ala­
bama to the fact that he is now doing the very thing that he 

: 

: 
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complained of his colleague [Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] doing 
a while ago. Hecomplained thathiBcolleaguewouldnotanswer 
his question, and now he himself declines to answer the question 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did answer the gentleman's 
question fu~ly. I answer it now by saying that nine men, unim­
peached, make affidavit that this man returned voluntarily to his 
command. 

Mr. ROBBiNS. Do you take the position here that the law 
which has been read from the Clerk's desk does not cover this 
case? 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have asked the gentleman [Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama] a question, and I pause for an answer. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will answer the question if 
you wish. 

Mr. ROBBINS. · I did not ask you the question. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The War Department has re­

fused to remove this charge. In this report i t is stated: 
On the 9th of April, 1887, the adjutant-general or the State or Kentucky 

was informed with teferenoo to this case, that the charge or desertion 
against Cohorn had not been removed and could not be removed from his 
record under then existing laws. 

Therefore this bill was introduced, and the affidavits before 
the committee show that nine men, unimpeached, testify that 
this man was sick when he left his command in1862, thathewas 
sick all the time, and while still sick went forward to Chatta­
nooga and did all h e could to get back to his command, and that 
he finally returned voluntarily to his command, but the charge 
of desertion was then resting against him. Now, it occurs in 
thous nds and possibly in a hundred thousand cases that the 
charge of desertion has been recorded against the soldier be­
cause he was a'bsent from his command, and yet not from any 

and has refused to report them favorably unless the circum­
stances were such as to show that the beneficiary of the bill was 
entitled to have the charge removed because he had not deserted 
his command. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Now, will the gentleman inform us of the 
date of the decision of the Department? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One was in 1887. 
Mr. ROBBINS. Is not the gentleman aware that the law 

which is applicable to these cases has been passed since that time? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; but it does not cover this 

case. 
Mr. ROBBINS. But the question is, why does it not cover 

this case? The law of March, 1889, will cover this case. It has 
been read here and its language shows that it is applicable to 
this case. Now, I will ask the gentleman when the affidavit was 
filed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. These affidavits were filed at 
various times, in 1885, 1886, and 1887. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to say to the gentleman 
fromAlabama[Mr. ROBBINS], that I consider this House of Rep­
resentatives and the Congress of the United States superior in 
power to the War Department, and when the War Department 
refuses to act in a certain case this House may review that case, 
may act for itself and direct its subordinate department to do 
right; and that is the case here. . 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me correct myself at this 
point. I find from reading the report tha t the date of the last 
report from the War Department is much lat,er. It is .February 
8, 1892. The report says: 

In a communication to Hon. Mr. BBECIITNRIDGl!J, dated February 4,1892, 
referred to this Department by him, the applicant stated that he was enrolled 
and mustered into service July 7, 1852, as a privat£> in Company F, Eighteenth 
Kentncky Volunteers, t-o serve three years, and was mustered out of service 
at Louisville, Ky., July 18, 1865. 

fault of his. Mr. ROBBINS. Now, the gentleman says there was no new 
Mr. COX. Not-hundreds of thousands of cases. Would not testimony after the passage of the law to which I have referred. 

that wipe out an ordinary army? Mr. Chairman, the point that I was making- is, give these gen-
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well. I reaffirm that there are tlemen who advocate this bill an opportunity to ex:plai.n the pe-

many cases, possibly a hundred thousand of such cases. culiar merits of this case, and to show why special legislation 
Possibly two or three hundred thousand cases occurred in the should be enacted with reference to it when a general law is on 

Federal army of men having charges of desertion against them the statute oooks giving this man a right to apply to the War 
which investigation showed ought to be removed because they Department and obtain relief. The gentleman fr6m California 
had been made improperly. For instance, a ms.n would leave [Mr. BOWERS] says that Congress has more power than the War 
his command on furlough, the command would move, and he Department, and that when the Department fails to relieve a 
would be absent after his furlough had expired, and the charge man of the charge of desertion, Congress can come in and relieve 
of Clesertion would be placed against him, and in many cases him of that charge. 
would be afterwards removed by the officers themselves; but in Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes~ as a court of appeal. 
many cases the charges werenotremoved . Therefore, the Com- Mr. ROBBINS. T hat is t rue. Congress has the power, but 
mittee on Military Affairs during the last ten years have recom- I hope it also has the justice not to overrule the decision of the 
mended and secured the passage of various general laws which War Department unless a case of merit is m ade out and unless 
cover most of these cases, yet there are many meritorious cases good reasons are given which will satisfy legislators who desire 
which they do not cover. to do right and legislate wisely that they ought to overrule the 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not the rule in the Committee on Military court established by the general law in order that alleged sol· 
Affairs not to grant special relief in any case without appHca- dier3 in the position of this applicant m ay have an opportunity 
tion having been first made to the War Department? to go there , present their evidence, and have their cases tried. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. We always require Mr. Chairman, I am surprised. I am not a warrior. I was 
that. not old enough to take part in that heroic contest between the 

Mr. LA0EY. And does not this report show that in this par- St.:'l.tes, but I must say that I have in my mind a fixed opinion 
ticular instance the Department refused the application because about desertion and deserters , and that opinion is equally appli-
of the failure to return voluntarily? cable to those who deserted from the one side or from the other. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama.. r.rhe report shows that- It matters not whether he enlisted under the Southern cross 
Under date August 12, 1888, the soldier made application for removal of or under the Stars and Stripes; to my mind the soldier who 

the charge ot desertion under the provisions of the act of August 7, 1882, and stat' ted out following either banner and deserted it is entitled to 
on the 24th October following was called upon for a statement under oath d ht · tl t · th t t d f ll 
giving the authority under which he left his command and his whereabouts an oug JUS Y 0 receive e con emp an scorn o a war-
during his absence. riors and of all true citizens. This opinion formed by me is, I 

On tne 28th October, 188!, he submitted the following testimony: must confess, formed from reading of desertion, for I have had 
In an affidavit bearing the above date, the soldier stated that in October, no experience, and, I hope, have had no association with de-

1862, while in the service of the United States, he was taken sick and was 
sent home on stck furlough by Capt. Littlejohn, an.:l that he remained at serters. But, sir, I claim that here is a law that is broad enough 
home sick until March, 1864, when he returned to his regiment, though still to cover ·everycase where men have that charge unjus tly resting 
1n bad health, and reported to Capt. Posten, who was then captain of his ao-ainst them. For that reason I appeal to the legislators pr es­
company ; that he was thereupon sent to hospital and remained there about enot to make ....__ 8 te slowly rn' passi'nsr thi's ki'nd of spec1·allesri'sla-two months and was then sent to theconva.lescentca.mp, where he remained u a. _ ~ ~ 
three or four months, and was then sent back to his regiment and returned tion r amoving the charge of d esertion, a charge which is so 
to duty, remaining with his command until he was discharged. E;tl further ff · t t ld' 
stated that he was furloughed "until fit for duty," but returned to his regi- 0 ensl ve 0 any rue 80 ler. 
ment before he was fit for duty, and declares that during his absence from Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears by some remarks which have 
his command he was at home sick and confined to his bed "nearly all the been made h ere that there were many deserters. Why, ·sir, I 
time." scarcely ever h eard of a deserter until the pension roll became such 
. And he furnished much additional testimony, but- an important featu re in this Government. At the War Depart-

Under date September 28,1835, the applicant was in!ormed that the pro- ment there are perhaps hundreds and thousands of cases where 
visions of the act or Congres~ of July 5, 18gi, did not cover his case, inas- J the records show the charge of desertion but which never would 
much as he did not voluntarily return to his command. have been heard of had it not been for the pension laws on our 
Now~ my friend from California [Mr. BOWERS] will recollect statute books. But for the matter of pensions, these men would 

that two years a,.go, when our committee first took up the ques- have preferred to allow those r ecords to stay in the dust rather 
tion of desertions , we had some dozen reports recommending than to bring to light the dishonorable charges that are there 
the removal of charges of desertion, but on investigation the against them. 
oommittae reported adversely on them all; and from that time But, sir, back of all such bills as this there is a motive; there 
to this the committee has examined these cases with great care, is something that prompts men to go into the archives of that 
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Dep!l.rtment t.o bring out the charges there and pu.t the country 
to the expense oi spending hou.rs, yes, days and weeks in r emov­
ing charges of desertion. r object t() hasty action in. these cases, 
action taken without going over the evidenee. 

Look at this particular case. Men were here to-night in the 
act of voting upon it without having iu'\:estigatei:J. it; they were 
about to vote blindly; bnt after a little colloquy as to the merits 
of the case , they rise aild ask abou_t the bill and the report and 
say that they r eally did not understsnd what was before the 
committee. That is the attitude in which gentlemen place them-
salve~. · 

Mr. BROOKSHlRE. Will the gentleman allow me onemo-
ment? -

Mr. ROBBINS~ Yes, sir. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I hope my friend wants to be fair-about 

this matter--
Mr. ROBBINS. Certainly I do~ 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I am satisfied that no gentleman in this 

House wants to make objection to anf bill granting individual 
relief, if the defeat of the measure would work injllfltice. Now, 
when fifteen honorable men serving on the Committee on Mili­
ta;ry Affairs have brought a_ bill befm'e this House wifuafav.orable 
recommendation, that ought to ~·aise the presumption that the 
bill is a just one. To-day when we were considering a great bill 
carrying over $32,ooe,ooo-

Mr. ROBBINS. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech or to go into an argument upon outside matters. c'er­
tainly the gentleman can make his speech in his ow-n time. I 
say the fact which the gentleman states is an argument in favor 
of the position which I take. Here is a bill reported by a com­
mittee; and the Committee of _ the Whole is .about to pass it, 
when it appears that there is a general la-w giving a man in 
cases of this kind a clear right·to relief at the War Department; 
and when gentlemen having charge of the bill .are asked why 
this man does not r-eceive the relief he seeks under the general 
statute provided in such cases, no good reason is given. 

Mr. SWANSON-. I will give the gentleman. a good reason. 
It i:3 a mere technicality that prevents this manirom having his 
record made clea-r at the Department. 

Mr. LANE. You are mistaken; r.ead the: report. 
Mr. SWANSON. Asiuuderstand,thelawrequiresthatwh.en 

a soldier is absent he must return voluntarily, or he will be sub­
ject to the charge of desertion. This man was sick; and w hlle 
he was absent on that account an officer was sent for him and 
arresood him, so that he returned under arrest. The affidavits 
of various witnesses show that the man was willing to return, 
and that after his return he served gallantly during the remain­
der of the war. But on account of that little te:chnical-require­
ment that the return of the soldier shall be voluntary, this man 
can not, at the War Department, have his record cleared, al­
though he served gallantly and was honorably discharged. 
Here is Gen. WHEELER and hiB colleagues on the Committee on 
Military Affairs-:fiiteen honorable men-who have reported to 
us the facts of this case wiiih a recommendation that the bill be 
passed; and I am ready to accept such a recommendation. 

.Mr. ROBBINS. Has the gentleman examined the existing 
law as applicable to this case? 

Mr. SWANSON- I haYe heard the law read~ as state:d in the 
repot t. The committee say that the technical difficulty at the 
Dep:tr tment arises from the fact that this man did not return 
vohmtarily. A committee of fift-een honorable men have said 
that the man did not desert-that he was anxious to return. An 
act of Congress being necessary to clear his record under the 
peculiar circumstances, why should we refuse it? 

T he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TALBERT] withdraw his motion to lay aside the bill with 
an unfavorable recommendation? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I withdraw the motion. · 
Mr. ROBBINS. I renew it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen­

·tleman from Alabama [Mr. ROBBINS] that the bill be laid aside 
to be r eported to the House with a recommendation that it lie on 
the table . 

The motion was rej-ecte~ 
The amendment reported by the committee was then agreed 

to; and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favor­
ably to the House. 

W A.RREN ALONZO ALDEN. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bili (H. R. 2108) to 

perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 
The bill w.as read. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I raise the point of order that 

this bill is not properly before the Committee of the Whole 
under the order for Friday night sessions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the gen­
tleman's pQin t. 

Mr. TAYLOR oflndiana. These Friday night meetings, as 
I understand, are for the purpose of cons-idering bills granting­
pensions .and bills removing the charge of dese-rtion. I have no 
objection to this b-ill, but I think we should devote these even­
ing sessions to the business which properly comes before the 
committee. If there is any doubt about this matter I will ask 
that the order regulati:ng the business of the evening be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. TAY• 
LOR] makes the point of order that the bill just read does not 
come within the special order for Friday night sessions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that th&­
bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of · objection, that order 
will be made. 

There W.M no objection., and it was ordered accordingly. 
MARY MARTIN. 

The next busine.ss on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1219) 
granting a pension to Mary Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

author1z.ed ami·direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi· 
sions and limitations of the actlof June 27, 1890, the name of Ma.t"y Martin. 
widow of Willia:m.M.artin, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment of Rhode Is­
land Volunte.ers. 

The report (by Mr. McETTRlGK) wa-s read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions ha-ve considered the bill (H. R. 1219) 

granting a pension to Mary Martin, and snbmit·the following report: 
The petitioner wa.s 'the wif:a, a.nd is, as she believes., the widow o! William 

Martin, who served in Company I. Fourth Rh0de Island Volunteers, from 
September 21, 1801, until May 2, 1853, when h.e wa.s discharged by reason ot 
anterior curvature -or the spine caused byinjttry in the battle o.f.Antieta.m. 
Itis also shown that 'he was wounded in the headwhile inservice by a shelL 
'l'his soldier applied for pension May 18,1853, but ha.sno.t been heard of by 
the-Pension Bureau a-incet.hatdate .. 

'rhe petitioner tea titles that the soldier <Iis15p;peared twenty-six years ago, 
has not been heard of since, and ls believed by·all.his friends to be dead; tha~ 
she is a bout 70 years or age; that she has not remarried, has no property ex­
ce-pt what is mortgaged to its tull valuo, has n.o income .and no means of 
support but her own exertion and assistance of friends. 

Maria T. Martin, of Providence, R. I., testifies to the truth of the facts 
sworn to by the petitioner_ · 

Hon. CHARLES H. PAGE., Member o1 Con~ess, states in w:riting that after­
the soldier returned from the service his mmd was somewhat weakened; in 
a short tim.e he left home, and h:is family were never able to le~.rn his where-

•abouts; that his wife never heard from him since that time a.nd has for 
m.any years regarded him a~ dead, but she has never remarl'ied; also th-at 
when the soldier disappeared he left his wife with one little girl to support; 
she had a.smallrea.l estate in Providence, R.I., which she desired t<> sell or 
mortgage, but under th~ 1aw could .not unless her husband joined in t-he 
deed. Her attm-ney, now Judge Carpenter of the United States d.istrict 
court for Rhode Island, advised her to seeme a divorce, inasmuch as her 
husba.nd had been absent a lQilg time, and thia she did for the sole purpos& 
of conveying her property. 

From the facts set forth yeur committee is of opinion that the soldier Is 
unquestionably dead, and that he was most probably dead prior to the al­
lowance of the dtvorce, which would, in that ca:;e be nugatory. While, of 
course it can not. be presumed that the soldier's death, U he be dead, was a 
result of .his military service, the petitioner would be entitled to pension un­
der the act of June ?:7, 1890, if. she were able to prove the fact of his death 
only, and your committee therefore-recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, this bill is 
similar to one which has passed here to-night where the hus­
band of the woman whom it was proposed to pension has been 
absent for a long time, and never heard from. T.hat bill was 
amended by adding a previso that if the husband should return 
the pension should cease. I mo:ve th.a.t this bill be amended in 
the same way. 

Mr. McETTRICK. There is no objection to that. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of o.bje:c.tion, the amend· 

ment suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 

to the House. 
LUCY BROWN. 

The next busine-ss on -the Calenda-r was the bill (H. R. 4720) to 
pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster mother. 

The bill was r.ead, as follows: 
B~ it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of -the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, 

authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro­
visions and limitations. of the pension laws. the na.me of Lucy Brown, de­
pendent foster mother of Aaron B. Divinny, late of Compa.nyB, Ninet:y-first 
Regiment.Indiana. Infantry, in the-war of the rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN oi Indiana) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invali.d Pensions, to whom was referred t .h.e bill (H. B. 

4720) granting a. pension to Lucy Brown, submit the following report: 
The petitioner is the foster mother or Aaron B. Divinny, who enlisted Sep. 

tember 22, 1862, in Company B, Ninety-first Indiana Infantry, and died frODI 
a gunshot wound,receivedin ba.ttleofNashville, December 16,1864, a.s shown 
by records of the War Department. 

It is shown by evidence before the committee that this soldier's mothe:r 
died in 1845, and his father in 1848! and immediately after, when the boy was 
5 years of age, Josiah Brown toou: charge of him; the petitioner ma.rrie4 
said Josiah Brown February 1, 1849, and from that time cared for theaoldle~ 
as a mother; she is now 68 years of age. It is also stated that the husband 
is 70 years or age, a.nd unable by-reason of age and kidney disease to perform 
ma.nuallabor. a.n.dils wi'thout~means of support. 
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~ Since the foregoing was written it has been established that the foster 
father, Josiah Brown. died February 1, 1894, leaving the beneficiary penni­
less, dependent, and feeble. 

In accordance with the precedents of this committee and Congress the bill 
should be, and hereby is, favorably reported for passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1463) 

granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 
H. Wheeler. - -

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary or the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Lucinda. 
C. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late private in Company L, Seventh 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, in the wa.rof 1861. and grant her a pension at 
the rate of ~12 per month, subject, however, to the limitations of the pension 
laws. 

pension, and he ought to have as much as the man who comes in 
a liveried carriage; but let him prove first that he fought in the 
Army and was a true soldier. If he 'will do that, I will make no 
objection; but in this kind of a case it matters not where. I come 
from, or what section of the country I come from, I will always 
object to just such claims. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I know the g-entle­
man from Alabama means to do just what he thinks is right. · 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, that is what I want to do, and wh!l.t 
I am going to do. 

Mr. MAR'£IN of Indiana. !have no aspersions to cJ.St on the 
motives of any man, but here is a matter that has come before the 
committee, and been carefully considered, and I think I am justi­
fied in saying that we do not consider anything hastily. We 
are very conservative in these matters. There are fiftee.n of us 
when we are all there. We always have a quorum. We never 
consid~rbusiness without a quorum. 

The report by Mr. McDANNOLD was read as follows: Now, what is this case? It is simply this: Here is a man who, 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1463) in point of fact, did actually give up his_ life for his country, in 

granting a. pension to Mrs. Lucinda. C. Wheeler, and submit the following the enemy's prison. 
re,~~~t~etitioner is the widow of John H. Wheeler, to whom she wa.s mar- What is the trouble? A pension is. applied for, and s.imply 
ried December 9, 185-t, as shown b3 transcript of public record of Obion because the rolls of the War Department do not show. that he 
County, Tenn. Her cla.im for pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau was mustered into the service, -on that ground the Department 
for the reason that the records or the War Department fail to show that her is bound•to reJ·ect the claim for a pension, and did reJ·ect it. husband was in the United States service as a. member of Company E or L, 
Seventh Tennessee Infantry, as alleged. The records of the War Depart- This is a c:tse of the very kind that ourcommitteeis expected 
ment do not show the name or John Wheeler or J. Wheeler on any rolls to consider. Here is the proof that shows that this man did 
or that regiment. The records of the Surgeon-General's ofllce do, how- l' t th t b f h te d · h tak · ever, show that .J. Wheeler, of Company E , Seventh Tennessee pavalry, died en lS ; · a e ore e was mus re In e was en pr1soner, 
September 16, 1R6i, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. and that he died in a Southern prison. . , 

Numerous a:llldavits on file in the Pension Bureau show that .John H. If you can make out a better case than that-! do not care 
Wheeler was enrolled and sworn in by Capt. T. P. Gray for Company L, but h ft b t d · I h ld l'k t h that these 'men were all captured before the company was filled so as to be ow 0 en a man may e mus ere 1n- s ou 1 e o ave you 
mustered Ui. This, together with the record or death at Andersonville, tell me what the case is. He gave his life voluntarily for our 
leave no doubt that the petitioner'~ husband met his death a.s claimed, ani country, for our flag. 
as a result of h1s connection with the military service or the United States. And shall it be said that because the Pension Bureau is with-It is clear that the "deceased was not a. member of Company E, and it is 
reasonably clear that he enlisted for Company L, as stated in the bill. out jurisdiction to allow a pension, simply because of_ the fact 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that that he was captured before he was mustered in; shall it be said 
it do pass. that the American Congress, sitting here with the flag before 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be us, will now decide that although that Bureau rejected this 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. claim on a technical ground that they were obliged to follow, 

Mr. STALLINGS. I hope the gentleman in charge of the that we, the House of Representatives, shall deny this pension, 
bill will make some explanation of it. • althoug-h the man gave his life for his country? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mr. SWANSON. We have pretty strong proof that he was 
SMITH], who introduced this bill, is not here, nor is the gentle- a soldier from the fact that he was captured and that he lost his 
man from Illinois [Mr. McDANNOLD]whoreportedit. Theques- life in Andersonville. 
tion involved here is simply one of identity. The ·matter was Mr. STALLINGS. There is something else in this record 
established to the satisfaction of the Committee on Invalid Pen- outside of what the gentleman on the committee has stated. 
sions, and a favorable report was made to the effect that this sol- According to the statement· in the report made by this commit­
dier did actu£tlly enlist; but before he and his comrades could be tee there is no pr:oof that this man died at Andersonville, or 
sworn in they were taken prisoners and he died at Anderson- that he ever was m the Army. 
ville. ' · It shows that one man by the name of "J. Wheeler" joined 

Mr. SWANSON. What is the difficulty about presenting this I one company of .this regiment, but it shows that that was not 
case with the proof to the Commissioner of Pensions? , the nam~ of th1s man to whom we are trying to give a pension 
- Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has been rejected at the Pension here to-mght. Now, I would like to read this record again. -
Office. The petitioner is the widow ot John H. Wheeler, to whom she was mar-

Mr. SWANSON.. On account of insufficient proof? ried December 9, 185•, as shown by transcript of public recor~ or Obion 
AR I · N t f th f t th t th County, Tenn. Her claim for pemuon was rejected by the Penswn Bureau 

Mr. M TIN of ndmna. o, on a~coun o e ac a e for the reasou that the records of the War Department failed to show tha't 
record does not show that the soldier was sworn in. her husband was in th'3 United States service as a. member of Company E 

Mr. SWANSON. And that is requisite, before a pension can or Lot Seventh Tennessee Infantry, as a.llege:l. 
be obtained, that he must be sworn in under the law. Now, she alleges that her husband, by a certain name, was 

Mr. LANE. This is a mere technicality. either in Company E or Company L. The records of the War 
Mr. MARrriN of Indiana. Yes: and while the affidavits in this Department do not show that any such man ever served in the 

case, of which there are a large number, show that he did enlist, Federal Army; and yet we are asked hereto-night to vote a pen­
yet before he wassworn in, soas to give him a status in the Pen- sion in a case of that kind, when the record shows he never 
sionOffice, heandhiscomradeswere captured, and he died in An- served an hour or a day. No, sir; I will never vote to grant any 
dersonville. such pension. You may bring in the case of an honest soldier, 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, the pension laws are a man who shouldered his musket and went to the front and 
broad enough, it seems to me, to cover every case where a man fought for yonder .flag, and I will vote for it every time; but 
can possibly make it out by legal testimony. Now, here is a case when you ask me to grant a pension to a woman who tries to 
where a man comes before the Pension Office, and fails to make prove that her husband was in Company E or Company L , and 
out his c:1Be to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions. the records of the War Dep:Lrtment show that he was not in 
Still he comes here to this House and asks us to grant him a either one of those companies, why then I will not vote for it. 
pension, on evidence that the Commissioner of Pensions has re- The records of the Surgeon-General's office do, however, show 
fused togrant a pension upon. that J. Wheeler, of Company E, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, 

I know it has been said to-night by gentlemen on the other died September 16, 1861, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 
side that there are some of us here who object to these pensions, Mr. NORTHWAY. That was J. Wheeler, and in this case it 
and they say that the men from the South are the ones who ob· is J. H. 
ject to them. Let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, that the men Mr. STALLINGS. Now, then, can it be possible that we 
from the South voted for a pension bill within the last ten days have come here to-night to grant a pension when the evidence 
that carries with it more than $150,000,000. That is not all. shows that the. Department is not justified in grantinO" her a 
They voted also to keep up the soldiers' homes, without a-single pension? If she could prove that she is the widow of this sol­
quibble, and that provision carries with it more than $3,000,000. dier who died at Andersonville, and prove it by competent tes-

If you will go down here on any day when pension payments timony, I do not believe there is a man upon the floor of this 
are being made at the office on Fourth street, between G and H, House who would oppose it for a moment, or that the Pension 
you willseemeuand womencomingupthereinliveriedcarriages, Bureau would refuse or fail to grant her a pension when she 
with footmen, to draw their pensions. could make such proof. But shall she be allowed to have a spe-

Now, when it comes to the honest soldier, who shouldered his cial act by Congres3 under such circumst:tnces? No, sir; you 
muaket and fought in the war, I do not object to his getting a will have to get a quorum, gentlemen, to pass a bill like that. I _ 
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give you notice now that it will be necessary to have a quorum 
every Friday night to pass bills of this kind. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Now, there are instances where men who 

have served in the Federal Army whose names have failed to be 
placed on the records. I have introduced a bill in which a man 
supported his ca,se by numerous affidavits, who states that he 
served in the Federal service. Now, would you refuse a pension 
in such a case as that where he proved his service? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me answer your question in the 
Yankee fashion, by asking another. Had he not a name? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Yes, sir: 
Mr. STALLINGS. ' Well, was it not shown on the records of 

the regjment? 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. No. The records never showed that 

he was mustered, I believe. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Then how do you know that he wa.S in the 

Army? 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE·. Because he introduced witnesses to 

prove that he was in the Army. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Do you not know that it is utterly impos­

sible for a man to serve in the Army for any length of time with-
out his name appearing on the company or muster roll? · 

Mr. WANGER. It is not impossible. I happen to have 
knowledge ol the fact that in a three months' regiment, the 
Fourth Pennsylvania-Volunteers, there were several men who 
served the full term, a couple of whom were paid by one of the 
captains out of his own pocket, and the names of none of them 
appeared on the muster rolls of the company, although they per­
formed duty all the time. 

Mr. S1'ALLlNGS. How do you make out that they were not 
on the company or the muster roll? 

Mr. WANGER. Their names did not appear upon the rec-
ords of the company at all. · 

Mr. STALLINGS. How can you account for a thing of that 
kind? · . · · 

Mr. WANGER. I think I can account .for it in this way: I 
think they started from the seat of the State government, at the 
capital ofPennsylvania, and the comp3dly being full, they were 
not received. They were anxious to go, and were permitte.d by 
their officers to go along. Some of them served without pay, 
others, as I have stated, were paid by one of the captains. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then they were simply camp-followera? 
Mr. WANGER. Not at all. 
Mr. STALLINGS. I do not mean that in the vulgat- sense, as 

we use that term. I mean it in this way: that they went with 
the Army, and they could quit and come back at any time with­
out being subject to the charge of desertion: 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 
Mr. STALLINGS. These men were not soldiers. 
Mr. WANGER. Only in the volunteer sense. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I will state to the gentleman that I 

had a case to-dav where a man served in the Ninth Kansas and 
his name does not appear on the -records of the War Def'art­
ment, and yet he has an honorable discharge. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then I suppose it occurred just as my 
friend from Pennsylvania stated a moment ago-that he went 
along with the regiment. 

Mr. STALLINGS. These papers were filed in the Pension 
Office, and it is clear from the report that they refused there to 
grant the application. ' 
. Mr. NORTHWAY. " Let me suggest to the gentleman, for he 
seems to be fair, and I make no charge of partisanship and I 
hope I never shall-_-

Mr. STALLI~GS. I have not got a particle of partisanship 
in me. I do not know what it is. I have come up since the war 
was over and I have no feeling upon that quP.stion. 

Mr. NORTHW A. Y. In the .Pension Office they can consider 
only the cases of men who were mustered into the service. 
They may have clear proof that the man enlisted and. died, but 
if he was not mustered into the service they can not cons1der his 
case. There is the difficulty, and not in a failure to prove that 
the man died or that he was the husband of this woman. They 
might have clear proof of these facts, but yet if he failed to show 
that he was mustered in, there would be the technical difficulty. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As the gentleman has alluded to my be­
ing a lawyer, I may say that I have had a good deal of experi­
ence in that kind of business, and I have never yet found a case 
where I could not prove the identity of a man in a court if it 
were possible to be proved. But here is a case where they have 
failed to,prove the identity of this man to the satisfaction of the 
Pension Bureau. 

· Mr. NORTHWAY. No; that is not it. The difficulty is that 
there isno proof that he was mustered into the service. They 
might have had proof of the identity of "J; H. Wheeler,') the 
husb3,nd of this woman, but unless he could produce proof that 
he was mustered in, the Pension Office could not consider his 
case. 

Mt>. ROBBINS. But they h<:~.ve not any proof that he is "J. 
B. Wheeler" at all. · 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I say if they had that proof, still 
thev could not consider hiscaseunless it was shown that he had 
been mustered in. · 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is not the reason given in the re­
port. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is precisely the reason, a.s I under­
stand it. 

The question being- taken on 'laying the bill aside to be re­
ported totheHousewith afavorablerecommendation, the Chair­
man announced the vote as-ayes 43, noes 2. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman. I move a call of the -

committee. · · 
Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, pending that, I move that the 

committee rise. _ 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MOSES, there 

W"':'e-ayes 25, noes 21; and the chairman _announced that the 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were refused. 
'l'he committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker p1·o tempm·e 

having resumed the chair, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported thatthatcommittee; finding 
itself without a quorum, had determined to rise. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move a calL of the 
House. / 

The question being taken, there were-ayes 36, noes 2; and a 
call of the House was ordered. . 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 

Mr. CURTIS. of Kansas. He served, and has his discharge; 
and yet the army records do not show i.t here in the War De­
partment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman has no such case here. Abbott, Breckinridge,Ky. 
Y h 1 

_ Adams, Ky. Bretz. 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind .. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 

Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithi::m, 
Flewher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan. 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geary, 

ou ave a case where J . Whee er did eulist in one of thesQ Adams, Pa. Brickner, 
companies, and the name of J . H. Wheeler is given here. That Aitlwn, Brosius, 
man is now dead, and the husband of this wife has never tu;rned 1J~~i'~~~· ~~~· 
up. Now; as I presume you are a lawyer, and I am one, you Alexander, Bundy, 
know that under that character of proof you could hang a man Allen, Bu,nn, 
if he was being tried for murder. . if~~l~; ~~~~;!;s, 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I havefailed to hang Babcock, Bynum, 
men on a great deal stronger proof than that, and I have tried Baldwin, Cadmus, 
very hard, too. They fail to make out the identity of this man. :;~~~~ad, g~~;'£!h, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. When the boys were rushing out, North Ba1'tlett, Cannon, cal. 
or South, to enlist, they were not very particular about putting Earwig, Cannon, Ill. 
down their names, and as a name went down on the enlistment ~~if.ecolo. Capehart, 
roll, so it stood on the muster roll. Now, I know a man whose Bell, Tex. 8:~!~gs, 
name was "Hiram A.," but he signed himself "H." He wa.s a Beltzhoover, Causey, 
man who was shot all to pieces in the Army. He afterwards ~t;~.b'am 8~r;:rillg, 
became recorder of our county. But he had a good deal of diffi- mack m: Clancy, 
culty to identify himself as "Hiram A.," simply because he had Bland, Clarke, Ala.. 
been in the habit of signing himself "H." Boatner, Cobb, Ala. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me ask thegentlemanaquestion. :g~~ene. gg~~r:~· 
The men in the Pension Office who p::.tss upon these claims ~.re 

1 

Bower, N.C. Cockrell, 
lawyers, are they not? . Branch. Coffeen, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Not always; but there is a lawyer there. ~~;g~idge,Ark. 8~~~~~. 

Cox, 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Curtis. N.Y. 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 
DeForest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 
Dunn. 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis . Ky. 
English, 
Enloe, 
Epes, 

. Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier. 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Han, Miun. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartin an, 
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Hatch, Lynch, Perkins, Stockdale, 
Haugen, Magner, Phillips, Stone, C- W. 
Haye;;, Maguire, Pickler, Stone, W. A. 
Hea;:d, Mabon, Pigott, Stone, Ky. 
Heil:er, Mallory, Post. Storer, 
Henderson, Iowa Marshall Powers. Strait, 
Henderson, N.C. Marvin, N.Y. Price, Straus, 
Hendrix. McAleer, Quigg, Sweet, 
Hepburri, McCa.ll, Randall, Talbott, Md. 
Hermann, McCreary, Ky. Ray, 'l'arsney 
Hicks, McDannold, Rayner, Tawney, 
Hilborn, McDearmon, Reed, Taylor, Tenn. 
Hines. McGann, Reilly, Thomas, 
Hitt_ McKaig, Reyburn, Tracey, 
Holman, McLg,urin, Richards, Ohio Turpin, 

. Hoo -er, Miss. McMillin, Richardson, Mich. Tucker, 
Hopkins,Ill. McNagny, Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Ga. 
HopkinS, .Pa. McRa,Q. Ritchie, Turne:>r, Va. 
Ho-ulr, Meiklejohn, Robertsen, La. Turpin, 
Hull, Meredith, Robinson, Pa. Tyler, 
Hun t.er, Meye:r, Rusk, VanVoorhis, N.Y. 
Hu~cl:leson, M1Iliken, Russell, Conn. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Ikirt, Money, Russell, Ga. Wadsworth, 
.Johnson, Ind. Montgomery, Ryan, Walker, 
.Johnson, N.Dak. Moon, Sayers, Warner, 
.Johnson, Ohio Morgan, Schermerhorn, Washington, 
Jone . Morse, Scranton, Waugh, 
.Toy, l'.iunay, Settle, Weadock, 
Kilgore, Mutchler, Shaw, Wells, 
Kribbs. Neill, Shell, Wever, 
Lapham, Newlands, Sherman, Wheeler,lli. 
Latimer, Oates, Sibley, White, 
L:'l.w;;on, O'Neil, Sickles, Williams, Miss. 
Lefe-ver, Outhwaite, Sipe. Wilson, Wash. 
Lester, Page, Smith, W1lson,W. Va.. 
Linton, Paschn.l, Snodgrass, Wise, 
Lisle Patterson, Somers, Wolverton, 
Livingston, Payne, Sperry, Woodara, 
Lockwood, Paynter, Springer, Woomer, 
Louu. Pence, Stephenson, Wright, Pa. 
Lucas, Pendleton, Tex. Ste-vens, 

The SPEAKER p1·o tempore. The doors will now be·closed, 
and the Clerk will call thenarmes of members who havefailed to 
answe-r. On this call excuses are in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (when the nam,a of Mr. BRETZ was 
ca.lled). The gentleman from Indiuna [Mr. BRETZ] is absent by 
leave of the House, having gone to his home. 

The SPEAKER pro tempm·e. The RECORD will show the fact 
of the leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER pro te·mz:>m·e (when the name.of Mr. BRICKNER 
was called). The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BluCKNER] 
requested that he be excused to-night on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. BRICKNER was excuse.d. 
Mr. TA-YLOR of Indiana (when the name of Mr. CONN was 

called). I ask that my colleague from Indiana[Mr. CONN], who 
is sick, be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. CONN was excused. 
Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. COVERT was called). I 

ask that my co1league [Mr. COVERT] be excused on account of 
important business. 

rrha SPEAKER pro ternpote. Mr. COVERT has leave of ab­
sence. 

Mr. LANE (when the name of Mr. Cox was called). I ask 
tha.t the g entleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] be excused. He 
was hera until a few moments ago, when he went a-way because 
he was not feeling well. 

Tnera being no objection, Mr. Cox was excused. 
Mr. KIE~ER (when the nama of Mr . .B'LETCHER was called}. 

I ask that my colleague [Mr. FLETCHER] ba excused. 
Thera being no objection, Mr. FLETCHER was excused. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (when the name of Mr. GARDNER was 

called). I ask that my colleague [Mr. GARDNER] be excused. 
There being no objection, Mr. GARDNER was excused. 
Mr. WANGER (when the name of Mr. HEINER of Pennsyl­

vania was C.'1lled). I ask that my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. HEINER] be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania was 
excused. 

Mr. LACEY (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was 
called). I ask that my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa] be 
excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was ex­
cused. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (when the nama of Mr. Joy was called ). I 
ask that my colleague from Missouri [Mr. JOY] be excused on ac­
count of 'sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. Joy was excused,. 
Mr. HAINES (when the n ame of Mr. RICHARDSON of Michi­

gan was c:t.lled). The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. RICHARD­
SON] has been here all the evening until a few moments ago. I 
ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan was 
excused. 

Mr. HAINES (when the nama of Mr. RYAN was called-). I 
ask that my colleague, Mr. RYAN, be excused for this evening. 

There being no objection, Mr. RYAN was ex~used~ 

Mr. KIEF-ER (when the nama of Mr. TAWNEY was called). 
I ask that my colleague, Mr. TAWNEY, be excused. 

Thera beinR" no objection, Mr. TAWNEY was excused. 
Mr. HAINES twhen the name of Mr. TRACEY was called). I 

ask that my colleague [Mr . TR. CEY] be excused for this e\en­
ing. 

There baing no objection, Mr-. TRACEY wus excused. 
The SPEAKER p1·o tempore. Sixty-eight members have an­

swered to their names-less than a quorum. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I m()ve that the House do now ad­

journ. 
-The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 

20 minutes p.m. ) the House adjourned . 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk,_and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Patents, the bill 
(H. R.154.7) for the relief of the ~erdanFirearms Manufacturing 
Company. (Report No. 6(10.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the 
bill (H.R.2908) restoring the pensionofMar.thaE.Miller. (Re­
port No. 601.) 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 

was discharged from the consideration of the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 135) authorizing Capt. Thomas 0. Selfridge, United 
States Navy, to accept the cross of an officer of the Legion of 
Honor, conferl'ed upon him by the President af the Republic of 
France, and the same was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol­

lowing titles were introduced , and severallyreferred as follows: 
By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 5319) for the construction of 

a public building at Owosso, Mich.-to1he Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUM!\ITNGS: A bill (E. R. 6320) to provide for the 
creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of Bureau of Sup­
plies and Accounts, Navy Department-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy 
to administer oaths-to the Committee en Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) to amend section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes-to the Committee on Naval AffaiTs 

Also, a bill (H. R. G323) to amend the Articles for the Govern­
ment of the Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court­
martial-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6324) to provide for naturalization by enlist­
ment and service in the United States Navy and Marina Corps­
tot~ Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) for the 
purchase of the portrait of Dolly Madison from E. S. Andrews­
to the Commi ttea on the Library. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 

titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6325) for the re­

lief of Mrs.. Parmelia Smyth, of Casey County, Ky.-to the Com­
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK : A bill (H. R. 6318) authorizing and di­
recting the improvement of the Missouri River at and near 
Atchison, Kans., and at Leavenworth, Kans., and making ap­
propriations therefor-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6326) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of the 
Revolutionary war-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 6327) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Thompson,ofCherryvale, Kans.-to the Com­
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6328 ) granting a pension to L. 
D. Morse-to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of 
the estate of Needham Bullard -to the Cammittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R.· 6330} granting a pension to 
Edward D. Lashley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Bv Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6331) to re­
move the charge of desert ion from the military record of .Tame! 
A. McElroy-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

I 

. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa­
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Two petitions of citizens of Dallas, Tex., 
favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill (S. 1353, H. R. 4897)-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. · 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Lincoln 
County, Kans., in the interest of fraternal society and college 
jour nals-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Protest from the cigar-makers of 
McSherrystown, Pa., again~t change in the in~rnal-revenue 
laws affecting tobacco and cigars-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest ·of the Cigar Makee's Union ?f York, Pa., 
against incre:1sing the tax on cigars-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BLAffi: Petition of Waldron Council, Dover, N.H., 
for the Mander.son-Hainer bill-to the Committee on the Post­
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also petition of Charles G. Pillsbury and 25 others, citizens 
of L 'Jndonderry, N.H., for legislation giving local control O\"~r 
articles of food imitating true dairy products-to the Commit­
tee on Agriculture. 

Bv Mr. CALDWELL: Additional evidenceinsupportofclaim 
of Lieut. JosephR. Cobb-to the Committee on Military A.ffai.J.'S. 

B .v Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Cape Vin<;ent, 
N.Y., in favor of breakwatet· at that place-to the Comm1ttee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Two petitions of citizens of the State 
and city of New York, asking Congress to reject the proposed 
Gad-in-the-Constitution amendment-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of John Forbes and 71 other citi­
zens, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of the Mander­
son-Hainer bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post· 
Roads. 

A lso, rQsolution of Encampment No.1, Union Veteran~egion 
of P ittsburg Pa.., against House bill5575-to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Bv Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of Farragut Post, No. 15, De~ 
partment of Washington and Alaska, ~rand A_rmy of .the Re­
public, praying for the paesage o! the bill makrn_g.February 12 
a na tional holiday-to tbe CoilliUlttee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of K nights of the Maccabees, of.Balla:d, Wash., 
praying for the pass<tge of the Manderson-Hamer bill-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition ol C. A. Watts and others, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. · 

Also, petition of Fred W. Slack, J. H. Ou.eley, and others, in 
favor of laws preventing lotteries-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition for the passage of the Manderson­
HaineJ• bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of residents of the city of Phila­
delphia, Pa., in faver of an am~ndmentohheConstitutionof the 
United States acknowledging the supreme authority and just 
government of Alm~ghty God in a.l~ ~he ~:ffairs ol men and na­
tioiJs-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Bv Mr. HA. YES: Petition of citizens of Iown., against the pro­
pos:ll to amend the Constitution to recognize God-to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Marshall, Mo., asking 
favo1·able action on Rouse bill 4897-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Rev. S. S. Weatherby 
and 17 other citizens of Merchantville, N. J., asking for the 
passage of a bill preventing lotteries-to the Committee on the 
Pos t-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Fred Schmidt and 32 others o! Woodbine, N . 
J., asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill-to the 
Committee on tb.e Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McDOWELL; Two petitions of citizens of Sharpsville 
and members of the Protected Home Circle, in favor of the pas­
sage of the Mandersou-Hainer bill-to the Committee on the 
Pos+ Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. Jlt'lCKEIGHAN: Petition of8citizensofMadrid,Nebr., 
in tb. J interest of the fraternal society and college journals-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Society of Friends at the 
Genesee Yearly Meeting, for the passage of a law for bidding the 
admission to the m ails of newspapers .containing accounts of 
prizefights-totheCommitteeonthePost-Offi.ceandPost-Roads. 

Also, petition of Tent No. 171, Knights of 'the Maccabees, of 
Sen~aCastle,N. Y.; ofGriswoldLodge, AncientOrderoi United 

Workmen, of Auburn, N.Y.; of 80 residents of Seneca Castle, 
N. Y., together with 69 more members of Griswold Lodge, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, for the passage of the Man· 
derson-Hainerbill-totheCommitteeon thePost-OfficeandPost­
Roads. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of 51 citizensof ~an-?aCityand E~en, 
Ill., in favor of an amendment to the Const1tut10n of the Umlied 
States-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Typographical Union of Peoria, Ill., in 
favor of Senate billl136, House bill4478-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of Coopero' 
Union No. 54, of Machinery Molders' Union, and of the Bakers' 
Union, all of Detroit, together with a resolution of ~ewarr:to Tent, 
No. 532, Kni<Yhts of the Maccabees, of Pewamo, Mwh., m favor 
of governme~talcontrolof telegraph lines-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of 
the District or Columbia, for an appropriation to improve and 
place additional gaslights on the public thoroughfare.. between 
..!fourteenth street northwest and the Soldiers' Rome-to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: P etition of Cigarmakers' Union No. 48, 
protesting against the increase of tax on cigru:;s-to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of Wabash Lodge, No.l2, Ancient Order Uruted 
Workmen, and of F. C. C. Man and 70 others, of Toledo, Ohio, 
favoring the pass :>ge of House bill 4897-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Hoads. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Two petitions of citizens, for a­
law for the regulation of the traffic of oleomargarine-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Eli Norris, in favor of appro­
prjating $500 for test of ga~oline projectiles-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Bv Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Rochester, fo!' the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALICER:: Petition of me~bers of Millbury qouncil 
Ancient Order of U m ted Workmen, Mill bury, Mass., urgmg the 
p.:ts"S"...ge of the Manderson-Hainer bill-to the Committee on 
the Poot-Office and Post-Roads. 

Aloo, memorial of Alva Hovey, p1·esident, in behalf of the fac­
ulty of Newton TheologfCalinstitution, Newton Center, Mass., in 
favor of more efficient legislation to exclude from the States the 
Honduras lottery-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 17, 1894. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. -

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor­

rected, and approved. 
Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

By yesterday's RECORD I observe that a concurrent resolution 
directin<Y the institution of suits in the name and in behalf of 
the United States against the officers and directors of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company for the recovery of money and prop­
erty of s :.J.id compa ny illegally and fraudulently diverted, was 
introduced by the gentlemanfrol;Il Louisiana[Mr. BOATNER], and 
referred to the Commit t ee on the Judiciary. I desire to inquire 
of the Chair whether thali resolution, under the rule, does not 
properly go to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads? If so, 
I ask t o have the reference changed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the reso­
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
By M1·. BoAT:-."'ER: A concurrent resolution, directing the institution or 

suits in the name and in behalf of the United States ag:~.inst the ofllcers and 
directors of the Union Paci.ti.c Ra.ilr oa.d Company !or the recovery of money 
and property or said company illegally and t1·audulently diverted. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution was referred to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. The Chair thinks it ought to have 
gone to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads; but that is for 
the House now to determine. · 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the Committee on the .Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consid?ration of the re~olutio;q., 
and that it be referred to the Com.m1ttee on the Pacific Rail­
roads. 

' .. 
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