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the Lava Beds, California, January 17, 1873, and at the Clearwater,
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877.

Capt. John Morrison Hamilton, Fifth Cavalry (now major, First
Cavalry), for gallant service in action January 16, 1873, against
Tonto Apac‘ha ndians in the foothills of the Tortilla Mountains, Ari-
zona, in connection with gallant conduct in the closing campaign
against those Indians.

First Lieut. Melville Carey Wilkinson, Third Infantry, brevet cap-
tain, United States Army (now captain, Third Infantry), for gallant
service in action against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11
and 12, 1877, and at Kamial, Idaho, July 13, 1877.

Capé. Edward Miles Heyl, Ninth Cavalry (late colonel, inspector-
general, eince deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians
at the Rio Pecos, Texas, June 7, 1869, the Salt Fork of the Brazos
River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and at the South Fork of the Llano
River, Texas, November 24,1869, in which last-named action he was
severely wounnded.

To be captain by brevet.

First Lieut. George William Baird, Fifth Infantry (now major,

aymaster), for gallant service in action against Indians at Red

iver, Texas, August 30, 1874, and at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana,
September 30, 1877, in which last-named action he was severely
wounded.

First Lient. Edward Mortimer Hayes, Fifth Cavalry (now major,
Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at
Beaver Creek, Kans., October 25 and 26, 1868.

First Lient. William Richardson Hall, assistant surgeon (now
major, surgeon), for gallant service in action against Indians in
attending to his Erofeusional duties under fire at the Clearwater,
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 3

First Lieut. Frederick Henry Ernst Ebstein, Twenty-first Infantry
(now ca})tain, Twenty-first Infantry), for gallant service in action
against Indians at Cottonwood Ranch, Idaho, July 4, 1877; Camas
Meadows, Idaho, Angust 20, 1877, and at the Umatilla Agency, Oreg.,
July 13, 1878,

First Lieut. Wilber Elliott Wilder, Fourth Cavalry (now cap-
tain, Fourth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians,
inclusive of the rescue while under heavy fire of an enlisted man
;\éhl; g;:os severely wounded at Horse-Shoe Canyon, New Mexico, April

. i

To be first lieutenant by brevet.

Second Lient. William Curtis Forbush, Fifth Cavalry (now cap-
tain, Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians
at Beaver Creek, Kans., October 25 and 26, 1868.

Second Lieut. Robert Powell Page Wainwright, First Cavalry (now
captain, First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians
at the Umatilla Agency, Oreg., July 13, 1878

Second Lieut. Guy Howard, Twelith Infantry (now captain, assist-
ant quartermaster), for gallant service in action against Indians at
Camas Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877.

CONFIRMATIONS.
FExecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1895,
CONSUL,

, William Crichton, of West Virginia, to be secretary of legation
of the United States at Brazil.

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE.
Thomas A. Dunlava, of Fisher, Minn., to be register of the land
office at Crookston, Minn.
POSTMASTERS,

Richard Gleeson, to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county of
Jefferson and State of New York.

James 8. Kissane, to be Rostmaster at Chateaugay, in the county
of Franklin and State of New York.

John H. Mealey, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county of
Washington and State of New York.

Jacob M. Winder, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of

Bucks and State of Pennsylvania.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 25, 1595.
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY.

Assistant Engineer John C. Leonard, to be a passed assistant engi-
neer in the Navy.
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY.
Assistant Engineer John T. Myers, to be a second lientenant in the
Marine Corps.
Second Lient. Walter Ball, United States Marine Corps, to be an
assistant engineer in the Navy.

CONSULS.

Samuel W. Thome, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United
States at Asuncion, Paraguay.

William W. Masterson, o}Y Kentucky, to be consul of the United
States at Aden, Arabia.

Fred. Ellison, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at
Belize, British Honduras.
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POSTMASTERS.

Louis A, Dickinson, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county of
Sandusky and State of Ohio.

Solomon 8. Metzger, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the ecounty of
Bedford and State of Pennsylvanta.

F. J. Smedley, to be postmaster at North East, in the couniy of
Erie and State of Pennsylvania.

Samuel E. Fleming, to be postmaster at Huntingdon, in the county
of Huntingdon and State of Pennsylvania.

F. G. Edmiston, to be postmaster at Crockett,in the county of
Houston and State of Texas.

James F. Charlesworth, to be postmaster at 8t. Clairsville, in the
county of Belmont and State of Ohio.

John H. Hicock, to be postmaster at Flint, in the county of Gen-
esee and State of Michigan.

James R. Holcombe, to be postmaster at Gothenburg, in the county
of Dawson and State of Nebraska. i

John E. Kelly, to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of Kane
and State of Illinois.

Arthur L. Morse, to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county of
Holt and State of Nebrasg(a.

Sallie Howard, to be postmaster at Tuskegee, in the county o.
Macon and State of Alabama.

Charles G. Kress, to be Rostmastar at Lewiston, in the county of
Nez Perces and State of Idaho.

Mary F. Holland, to be Eostmaster at Friend, in the county of
Saline and State of Nebraska.

Martin J. Conley, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of
Bristol and State of Rhode Island.

George W. Marshall, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts.

George E. Bryant, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the county
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts.

Houston D, McCabe, to be postmaster at St. Johns, Michigan,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
MoxDAY, February 25, 1895.

o T}ile]?onse met at 11 o’clocka. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
. B. BAGBY.
Th:d Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap-
proved.
VETO MESSAGE—SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed:

To the House of Representatives:
I return herewith without approval House bill No. 5740, entitled ‘*An act

incorporating the Society of American Florists.”

No sufficient réason is apparent for the incorporation of this organization
under Federal laws. There is not the least difficulty in the way of the ac-
complishment under State laws by the incorporators named in"the bill of
every purpose which can legitimately belong to their corporate existence.
The creation of such a corporation by a special act of Congress establishes a
vexatious and troublesome precedent.

Theﬁ ap| . ?ttt? be no limit in the 't;gllto the ‘ila(}ll:le i}tf the real sgd
property whic @ proposed corporation may acquired onation
or bequest. The limit of $0,000 applies only to property aoquir{d by pur-

] e
4} ﬁ?nciusive objeé:tig:; to th?g;iu is fgenndgdm t,{ﬂaa:ﬁ: that it fails to
out the purposes and objects of ose interes passage. The promof
ers of the bill are florists who undoubtedly seek to advance ﬂorigultnrs.
The declared object of 'Iiheg incorporation is, however, stated in the
Eﬁl_ to be * theg ?ﬁr&tmn ::}11: knvmma?ﬁot hg@ﬁeglgur?gn all its branches,
0 increase an use the knowledge thereof, and for kindred poses
the interest of horticulture.” P i
It is entirely clear that the interests of florists would be badly served by a
corporation confined to the furtherance of garden culture.

GROVER CLEVELAND.
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1595,
VETO MESSAGE—OELAHOMA AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, re-
fel"mtgd to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be
printed:

To the House of Represeniatives;

I return herewith without a

al H bill No. 8l i w“
authorizing the Kansas City, Oblahoma and. 0. 8165, entitled “An act

5 oma and Pacific Railway Company to
construct and operate a railway through Indian reservations in the In
Territory and the Territories of Oklahoma and New Mexico, and for other
pu ] "

is bill contains more p ive and sweeping than any
ever presented for my approval, and it seems to me the rights and interests
I Tonte Soparacily Aestos Choheh s e e 10 o
e route apparently , thoug g or one State
and three Territories, is described as indefinitely as possible, and does not
seem to be subject to the approval in its entirety of the Secre of the In-
m?oe{fr any other governmental agency having relation to the Interest in-
volv
There is no provision for obtaining the consent of the Indians through
whose territory and reservations the may be located.
Though it is proposed to build the railroad through Territories having local
courts convenient to their inhabitants, all controversies that
of the location and buﬂdh‘:ig of the read are lay than'?roﬁszionaof the bill to be
passed upon by the United States circuit and district conrts for the district
of Kansas, * and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress."

T
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The bill provides that *the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby ex-
tended wi i:l:: tt'.ll:eau ]Jmlrttis of sa}d. Indian reseb:vations wittl:f“t distln%tlt(g} as to
of the es, so far as may be necessary to carry out the pro-
i _act."mThis provision permits the subordination of the juris-
diction of Indian eourts, which we are bound by treaty to protect, to the
“provisions of this act" and to the interests and preferences of the railroad
company for whose benefit the bill under consideration is intended.

A plan of a) is provided for in the bill in case an lgreamene can not
be reached as totheamount of compensation to be paid for the taking of lands
held by individual occupants acco Z_to the laws, customs, and of
any of the Indian nations or tribes, or Ebg allotment or ;

Indians. It is, however, further provided that in case ei Wiﬂd
isfled with the award of the referees to be appointed an ap may be taken
to the district court held at Wichita, Kans., no matter where on the pr:

route of the road the controversy may originate. If upon the hearing of said
ap; ithtgnd.gmont of the court shall be for the same sum as the award of the
re!ereea. e costs shall be adjud against the ::‘%pe]lant, and if said judg-
ment shall be for a smaller sum the cost shall be udged against the party
claiming da es. It does not seem to me that the interests of an Indian
occupant or allottee is properly re ed when he is obliged, if dissatisfied
with an award for the taking of his land, to go to the district court of Kansas
for redress, at the risk of incur costs and expenses that may not only ex-
ceed the award originally made to , but leave him in debt.

1t is probable that there are other valid objections to this bill. I have only
attempted to suggest enough to justify my action in di.saJé:mmg it.

t

In constructing legislation of this deseription it sho not be forgotten
that the rights and interests of the Indians are important in every view and
should be scrupulously protected. GEOVER

CLEVELAND.

ExecuTIivE MAXNsSION, February 23, 1895.
VETO MESSAGE—HIBRAM R. RHEA.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United States, which was read:

To the House of Representatives:
I return herewith without approval House bill No. 4658, entitled ““An act
!:i.nga pension to Hiram R. Rhea and repealing an act approved March 3,

71"

The person named in the title of this bill wxi.ggenﬁmed under the provi-
sions of a private act passed March 8, 1871. In a letter from the Commis-
gioner of F ions was pr ted to Congress exhibiting facts which estab-

tisfactory manner that the claim for pension allowed by
special act was a barefaced and impudent fraud, sngmrteﬁ by deliberate
perjury. This letter appears to f the passage of the bill

be the moving cause of
now before me. Payment of pension under the frandulent act has been sus-
pended since January 28, 1893, and since that time no information has been re-

ceived from the fraudulent pensioner.

The cirenmstances developed called for the of the law of 1871 placing
him upon the pension roll. This is accomplished in the second section of the
bill under consideration, which section I would be glad to approve. This re-
, however, is accompanied by n})mvmon in the first section of the hill

the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension roll this

iden frandulent pensioner under a certificate numbered precisely the

same as that heretofore issued to him “at a rate germrhonata to the degree

of disability from such gunshot wounds as ma wn to the satisfaction

of said Secretary to have been received at the hands of Confederate soldiers

?r symgattgims while said Rhea was attempting to cooperate with the Union
orces,"” etc.

Inasmuch as the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions to which reference
has been made, and which forms part of the committee's report on this bill
is the basis of this repealing provision, and inasmuch as this letter furnishes
evidence that the oner was, whenmilﬁjnrad. a very disreputable member
of a band of armed rebels and was wounded by Union soldiers, I can not un-
derstand why the same bill, which for this reason purges the pension rolls of
his name, should in the same breath undo this work and direct his name to be
rewritten on the rolls.
he facts before Congress justify the repeal of the law under which this

name to be put on t.heyro]ls

man frandulently received a ﬁnﬂoﬂ for nw&twenty—two years they cer-
m’ﬂftﬁ” . j%tﬁ?&arpmmmm ation oy St Eoth

or for an; er
- i GROVER vnfﬁ*’ﬁ”

ExeCUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1895.

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,I ask consentthat that
message, with the accompanying papers, be allowed toremain on
the table for the present.

There was no objection.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,

announced that the Senate had with amendments the bill
(H. R.8479f) making apg;)pria.tmns for current and contingent
expenses of the Indian

partment and fulfilling tz-eag]:\ﬁ ula-
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endi g%une
30, 1896, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the
House was requested.

WITHERBY & GAFFNEY.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H.R.4507) for
the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, with a Senate amendment.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con-
cur in the amendment of the Senate with the following additional
amendments, which I ask the Clerk to report.”

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 30, after the word * aforesaid,” insert the following:

“Provided, That in no event shall an amount exceeding £5,414.28 be allowed

u:ft?f.gﬁg e woed ria insert the following
n ord *'a] N -
"Not%meedin‘;; ss,;ﬂ.m." i i

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to.

The amendment of the Senate as amended was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. CHICKERING, a motion to reconsider the
last vote was laid on the table.

SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED,
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following joint reso-

lutions of the Senate; which were severally read a first and sec-
ond time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the committees
named below:

Joint resolution (8. R. 133) directing the Secretary of War to
make an examination of the bridge to be constructed over the
Delaware River, between the States of New Jersey and Pennsyl-
vania—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Joint resolution (8. R. 134) calling on the President to take
such measures as he mgodeem necessary to consummate the
agreement between the Governments of Spain and the United
States for the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citi-
zen of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

DONATION OF CANNON TO CITY OF BURLINGTON, VT.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (8. R.
188) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver unserviceable
or condemned cannon to the mayor of Burlington, Vt., to be used
in decorating Battery Park.

_Mr. POWERS. . Speaker, I ask for the present considera-
tion of this joint resolution.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Secre f the N th
ized and d].mcte o ed to del?ver to uth?::sym- otatgg gie'tyng?g:r%nhm‘j.y e c::rr'

ieces of unserviceable or condemned cannon and one hundred cannon \ﬂ]&
'or use in decorating Battery Park, in said city, where soldiers and sailors
the war of 1812 were buried: Provided, That the same can be withont

detriment to the service, and that 1o expense is thereby incurred by the
Government,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont?

There was no objection.

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and being
read a third time, was to.

On motion of Mr. PO 3, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

RETURN OF A JOINT RESOLUTION TO THE SENATE.

. The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate reso-
ution:

Resolved, That the SBecretary be directed to request the House of Repre-
sentatives to return to the Senate the engrossed joint resolution (H. Besg?

in reference to the free zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and ad-
jacent to the United States,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this request of the Senate
will be complied with, and the bill will be returned to the Senate
in accordance with the request.

There was no objection.

ROBERT BRIGHAM.

Mr, SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7000 for the relief of
bert Brigham, late postmaster a i
The bill was read, as follows:
Be it ted, etc,, That the Secretary of the G . au-
thorised and direchod to pay 1o Tobert Brighin. late Dastaastar ot Pk

Pa., the sum of §2,666.93, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a
propriated, the same being nmonit lnete{hmu the e go NE

enan,
gonal Bank, where such money was deposited by order of the Postmaster-
eneml.

Mr, SAYERS. Ishould like to have some explanation of this
bill. We want to know when this loss occurred.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make a
short e ation.

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Robert Brigham was appointed

tmaster by President Lincoln, at a time when the post-office at
ranklin wasafourth-classpost-office. Insideof averyfew months,
on account of the discovery and devalo&?:nt of the petrolenm
fields of that Commonwealth, this post-o became the second or
third office in the amount of business transacted in the State of
Pennsylvania. Mr, Brigham, at his own eﬁpenae, fitted up the
office and put in boxes. At thattime Mr. C. B. Culver, of the firm
of Culver, Penn & Co., wasa Representativein Con, Another
banker, Mr. Blakeley, was the bondsman of Mr. Brigham. Mr.
Culver secured an order or presented an order to Mr. Brigham
from the Postmaster-General, which Major McDOWELL, a member
of thepresent Housefrom Pennsylvania, whowasatthat timeaclerk
in the office, saw and read, directing him to transfer his account
from the bank of Mr. Blakeley, who was his bondsman, to the
bank of Mr. Culver. Very soon thereafter Mr. Culver failed, the
national bank failed, and Mr. Brigham lost his money. A fire
which occurred afterwards destroyed all the fixtures that he had
gut in at his own expense. Mr. Brigham’s bill was originally for
7,000.

Mr. McDowELL, Mr. STONE, and myself eed, all being resi-
dents of the town, that the money he had deposited under the
order of the Postmaster-General d be paid to him and that
we would unite in asking the House to reimburse him. This bill

the Senate, but it failed to obtain consideration in the

o

ouse. It has been before Congress for twenty years. Itis an-
other ‘“Denman” case. Thisisavery small portionof the amount
of money he lost. He went in there in affluent eircumstan
was almost pauperized.

ces and
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Mr, SAYERS. Has the bill been reported by a committee of
the House?
Mr. SIBLEY. It hasbeen very fully examined by the subcom-
mittee, and also re on favorably by the full Committee of
ims. e gen an from HupsoN] was in
charge of it; and it has also been examined by the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. I regretexceedingly that Mr. McDoWELL
is not in his place this morning. He has been here every morn-
ing for a week for the purpose of explaining this bill to members of
the House should it be called up, he having been chief clerk in
the office at the time and being familiar with all the circumstances,
as is also Governor STONE, who represents the district in which

this claimant lives.
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will have to object to the con-

sideration of that bill.
The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

BYRON COTTON.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consgideration of the bill (H. R. 8813) fo increase the pen-
sion of Byron Cotton. :

The bill was read, as follows:

d
L e e
¥.A gl‘wenty to owa Infantry Volunteers, at t.he rate of §i2 a
month in lien of the pension he is now receiving.

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as

follows:

In line 6, after the word * of,” strike out the words ‘' seventy-two" and in-
pert the words ** thirty-six;" eo as to read, * at the rate of $38 per month.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Iowa?

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if this bill has
been ct;nmdered in the Committee of the Whole at a Friday night
session

Mr. LACEY. They called the roll on last Friday night and
came within one of my name. It has not been considered in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Mr. JONES. I will have to object.

Mr. LACEY. Imove to suspend the rules and pass the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman
for that purpose. It is not in order to-day, anyway.

JAMES PHELAN.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R.6870) for the
relief of James Phelan, internal-revenue collector at Detroit, Mich.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treas &rdybe,andhe is hereby,

authorized and directed to tuJames Phelan, United States collector of in-
ternal revenue at Detroit, h., out of any moneys in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $00.05, the amonnt stolen from the vault
in the internal-revenue office on the night of April 13, 1804

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have an explanation of that bill.
Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan. I ask that the re;flort be read.
The report (by Mr. RICHARDS) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. B.8870) for
the relief of James Phelan, respectfully report:
James Phelan was a; eollector of in t-emlmanuafortheﬂrstdis
trict of Mi and assumed ion of the office the 1st of December,
1808. The evidence in the case consists of the testimony of the collector, his
immediate predecessor in office, the chief deputy collector, a_deputy col-
lector, and the cashier, the three latter of whom had for a number of years
held the position under the former incumben a.ndalso two detectives and
other n:1 and clearly shows the following facts

The internal-revenue office is and been for soma located on the
second floor of the Tribune building, Detruit, in which a n.is'ht wa was
employed. During the night of the 13th of April, 1804, the internal-revenue
office was broken into by burglars and 05 was stolen from the vault, en-
trance having been made through a window of an office of a cotenant occupy-
ing the rear part of the first floor of the same buﬂdm%

6 or tho burglary on the momln%lo the ch of April the
polleo t.hon ummaoned an inves on made.
was found tha.? tho n({iot%r lgadi.ng t‘rom the hall 1ntf the ol?ice beeg ttgm:ad,
open; that a piece e door n cut away large enong per-

mit the entrance of an instrument tlmt was used in for the door; holes
}md been drilled through the handles and combinations of the outer and in-
ner doors of the vaunlt.

Some years prior the ﬁepoaibury banks of Detroit closed at 4 o’'clock in the
afternoon, and very little, if any, mone remained in the vault in the col-
lector's oftice overnight. more recent years the depository banks have
closed at 3 o clock. while the t.ians of the Commiasionar of Internal
Revenue require the collector to keep his office open for the transaction of
business un%il 4 o'clock. During thaae latter years arrangements have been
made with the leading tobacco and cigar manufacturersand brewers to make
their Surchues of stamps early in tha day, but the testimony of Mr. Wheeler,
ch:ef uty collector, and Cook, a d e co Hector, both of whom have been

ce for savam‘l years, shows t t t had been the in ble rule not
to refnse e sale of stampsup to 4 o clock, and that the money received from
taxpa ers between 3 and 4 o'clock, as well as that received by mail hetween

nurs, was deposited in the vault for safe-keeping, and treated as ¥I‘

od.' the collections of the tollowtus day and so afterwards deposi he
testimony of Leadley, the cashier, shows that on the 13th of Apr‘u the snms
received waen theas hours by i:.i.m ted the precise sum stolen, an
a detailed statement of themems md.i‘romw om they were received is given.
These sums wem%} laced by him in the vault about 4.10 p. m. on the 13th day
of April last, and the inner and outer doors of the vaul were then carefully

and securely locked.

The comm.ltt.ee find that no neglico‘nca or lack of care is attributable to the
collector or his office force or agents; that the loss to the Government was
FPromptly made good by the ml.‘.act.or on the morning of the 14th of April,and

recommend thapaawgaottha'bﬂ! whjchis introduced to reimburse the col-
lector for the amount thus paid by

The SPEAKER. Is thea'e ohJechon tothere({lm of the gen-
tleman from Michigan? [After a pause.] TheC hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and
belngimgrmaed it was accordingly read the third time, and

passe
MICHAEL RYAN.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
%o consideration of the bill (H. R.8391) for the relief of Michael
an.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the SBecretary of War be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to revoke the order dishonorably discharging Private Mi-
chael Ryan Oompang I Fifth Regiment United StatesInfantry, on September
20, 0 him an honorable from the military
of the United States as of that date,

FLETCHER. I ask that the report be read.
'I'he SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?
Mr. SAYERS and Mr. WELLS. Let the report be read.
The report (by Mr Curtis of New York) was read, as follows:

The Committee Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R,
8301) for the ratier o! ]ﬁchaa Ryan, have had the same under consideration,
and recommend that the hill do

Thissoldier served the United StatesArmy from 1857 to1865. The facts in this
case are fully set forth in a letter directed to Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, & mem-
ber of this gress, from Hon. William Lochren, Commissioner of Pensions,
concerning Senate bill 2510, identical with the House bill, which letteris here-
with appended and made a part of this report. The committee have exam-
ined the proceedings of the court-martial which tried Private R; and t.o
which reference is made in the aforesaid letter, and find that {1‘ 1'
proven at the trial are correctly set forth by the Commissioner of

DEPARTMENRT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF Pm‘rons.
Washington, February 7, 1895,

My DEAR SiR: Iam esirous, as I have stated to tm'the

nfthe bill (8.2510) for ?I;je relief of Mtchael;iiﬁsn late ym'.lg g:ny ;:
giment United States Infantry be an n.ct of iuﬂw

servm soldier and good citizen of our State, and constituent of your own,

with whom you have, as I believe, some persona.l acquaintance.

Michael Ryan, when a youth and before the late war, enlisted in thateom-
}nny and reglmenh At the end of his first term of service, September 20,

862, he at once reenlisted for another term of three years, and served faith-
fully and with credit through the entire war, In the summer of 1865 the
ment was sent to New Mexico, and while stationed at Fort Sumner, near
end of his second term of anliatmunt-. he was one night included in a detail to
guard artillery u grmmd Where detail was formed some
old ArmS were pii ammg whic he ohmw,ed an old Colt's revolver, which

ﬁckad up and put in his blouse pocket.

e act was noticed by a noncomunissioned officer, who, fin
Egnthﬁ revolver in his pocket, arrested him and prafarmd a

of theft of property of the United Stn.tens. Upon this hs:rgehe
by court-martial, convened August 17, 1865, and found gﬂ

ing his statement that he took up the pistol with the i tgm of keepniF
during that night on gnard, and notwithstanding the fact that
tenant of his compan ed, *I have known Priva n since some
time in July, 1862, and have always considered him a very soldier; never
have known him to be accused of theft until the gmsent oceasion.” He was
sentenced to be kept at hard labor in ch ot - for the nemn.mder
of his term of enlistment, and y discharged, with for-
feiture of all pay and aﬂowaaoes, exoept tha just dues to the laundress and
sutler. This sentence was approved September 2, 1865, eighteen days before
the expiration of his second term of enlistment.

Mr. Ryan has related the matter to me aevuml times, and I have examined
the ori record of the court-martial in the office of the Judge-Advocate-
General, and have a coFy of the same, kindly furnished me by that officer,
which I will traus:mt desired. But t ere is no question as to the simple
facts as I have bri ag stated them. The 3’ matter in m the :‘.nt.ent

that he had

with which he 'pmk up the old ravolver and putit inhis
out at night on guard, whether osity to examine and return it in
the morning, or it. Had he haen at that place—not going on guard—

and picked it up and examined it from curiosity and laid it down, nothing
wrong could be charged. It was not an infantry arm with which he was
familiar, and he might have had some curiosity to examine it. Going out on
guard for the night, whence he would return he same place, his statement
is by no means incredible—that he took it with him intending to return it.
Bnt even if at the end of two terms of faithfu including the whole
Fﬁ of the war, on seeing this old pistol he fnrmed e purpose of taking
t as a sonvenir of his service, it seems to me a venial offense, no more t.hm
numbaz‘lesmood soldiersdid, and that the sentence of dishonorable
in view of military service and good character as a soldier, was cruel
nndeservedtr The other partsof the sentence were much more thanadequate
puni.shmen
Fun has been my neighbor ever since the war. He is an honest, re-
spec’cab e man, who has the warm regard of all who know him. For nearly
twenty years he has been a member of our police, and I know that all of
our citizens who have had m%do our municipal government
w?s'iild i endmﬁmthgm dren and grandchildre growing up about
aze s approaching an n c n are: abou!
he feelspgeenl the disgrace and, as E: thinks, injustice of m‘ﬁnlg under
the st.ain of a dlshoncrabie dmc-har%f e from his mmtary service, 80 ong ex-
tended and credita ge I can interest you in this matter, so as
to secure what I thini ‘but tardy justice, I shall be extremely grat.iﬂed.

& V:fr smaz;mly. yours, 5 o
e i
The SPEAKER. Is the-re objection to the nest of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? [After a pause. hair hears none.
The bill was ordered to be en or a th]rd reading; and
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and
passed.

MATHEW 8. PRIEST.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio . PEARSON
has a matter which went over by consent last Friday. The Cler
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will again report the bill. Objection was made and it went over
subject to be called np again.
The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (H. R.1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest.

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $600 be, and the same is hereby, ap;
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise n.rppropriat , to
compensate Mathew 8. Priest for services rendered by him for the Govern-
ment of the United States from the 16th day of March to the 27th day of
August, 1863, as engineer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in pass-
ing the batteries of Vicksburg, Warrenton, and Grand Gulf, and for repair-

steamers.
EC. 2. That the sum hereby appropriated is made immediately available.

The Senate amendments were read, as follows:

In line 3 strike out **six hundred ™ and insert *‘ three hundred and seventy-
five.” In line 8 strike out “‘twenty-seventh’ and insert “seventeenth."
Btrike out section 2.

Mr. REED. I would like to know what this is all about. The
only word I could hear, and I listened carefully, was ‘ available,”
which makes me think it had some reference to the Treasury of

the United States. Lau%}lmar.]

The SPEAKER. e Clerk will report the bill as it will read
when amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, et-., That the sum of $375 be, and the same is hereby, appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
nsate Mathew 8. Priest for services rendered by him for the Govern-
of the United States from the 16th day of March to the 17th day of
eer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in pass-
Vicksburg, Warrenton, and Grand Gulf, and for repair-

com
Aug t, 1863, as
ingg?ﬁe batteries
ing steamers.

Mr. REED. I hope somebody will explain the bill. I under-
stand there is $300 and some ‘‘silverware” and a couple of steam-
boats involved. That is about all I could Eet out of the reading.

Mr,. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary of this bill wasa
private soldier in the Thirteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
was one of a detachment made by order of General Grant to do
special service on board of thesteamers Silver Waveand Moderator
in running by the forts at Vicksburgand Grand Gulf. Heserved
in such detachment as an engineer from March, 1863, until Sep-
tember, 1863, as shown by the affidavits of four of his comrades
and one officer, and the records of the War Department. The
men and officersen in this service were anthorized by special
order from Gen rant to be paid by the Quartermaster-Gen-
eral’s Department. An order was made to pay these men for this
duty, as appears by the records of the War Department. The
records also show that the others were paid, and that this man
never has been paid. A bill passed at the last session of this House
giving him $600, and was sent to Senate and was there amended
giving him $375; and I move that we agree to the Senate amend-
ment.

Mr. REED. Why was he not paid?

Mr. PEARSON. Ido not know why, but it turns out that he
never was paid. He has been knocking at the doors of Congress
for quite a long while, but he never has been paid. I move that
the House concur in the Senate amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. PEARSON, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on
the table,

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS RIVER AT HENNEPIN,

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of House bill No. 8882 to
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Illinois River at
or near the town of Hennepin.

The bill was read. The amendments recommended by the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce were conc in.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third tinée; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third
time, an

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 109) to fill vacan-
cies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the vacancy
of g;?:g'res% Giol b the éhait?ﬁ.‘:‘.rm‘ﬁ.:”a%’“lmnn‘é°“f‘éih“’é{‘h%‘:‘ Washing:
Ca -] 0l i} -
go be filled by the aypoinhnent of Gardiner . Hu inrd, a citl—iza
m, of the District of Columbia.

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was
accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table.

ALEXANDER M. LAUGHLIN.

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
g;eﬁent consideration of the bill (H.R.8884) granting a pension
Alexander M. Laughlin.

n of Wash-

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb
authorized and directed to place on the pensionroll, subject to the rovisiogg
and limitations of the pension Is,wxaE the name of Alexander M. Laughlin,
who was a private in the company of Capt. George B. Willis, Fortieth %iegl.—
ment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of the ois State tia, and who
served as such in the Indian war of 1832, known as the Black Hawk war, and
pay to him a pension at the rate of §8 per month.

ifdr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I hope the report in that case will be
read.

The report (by Mr. MosES) was read, as follows:

. 'The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8884) grant-
ing pension to Alexander M. ﬂaugh]ln. have considered the same and respect-

fu g‘ remrt as follows:

The claimant was a private in Capt. George B. Willis’s company, Fortieth
Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of Illinois Volunteers, in the Black
Hawk war. The rollsof the company, which are on file with your committee,
fail to show the exact date of his enlistment, but this presumably took place
on May 21, 1832, as nearly all of the other members o? the company e
on that day. He was mustered out with the company on June fsf 1832,

Although, as stated above, the exact date of enlistment is not shown by the
Ty ion Gra T e D A £ enpeiy of e Scpeny. he servod

wenty-nine one day short of the req ve title n-
sion under the ﬁa&im war act of July 27, 1802, i L

Mr. Laughlin is now 79 years old and in straitened circumstances and
unable to do anything toward earning a support.

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment
fixing the rate of pension at §12 g)er month g0 as to conform to the provisions
of an act passed by the House at this session and now on Senate C.tH;ndar

The amendment recommended by the committee in the last
paragraph of the report was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third
time, and passed.

DR. SAMUEL D. GROSS.

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons
consent for the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 117)

granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Wash-
i?lgft%x, 5 gi‘m honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D,,

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Joint resolution granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue in
;)V?}shLington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D.,
Whereas the physicians and surgeons of the United States of America have

raised a fund 'for the erection of a bronze statue to the memory of Samuel

D. i M.D., LL. D., D. C. L., late professor of surgery in ge Jefferson

Medical College of Philadelphia, whose labors in the cause of his profession as

su and as author have ca his name to be respected in the civilized

world as one of the benefactors of his race and haveadded luster to the entire
medical profession of the United States: Therefore, be it
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of

America in Congress assembled, That permission be, and the same is hereby.
anted to the American Surgical tion and the Alumni Association
¢ Jefferson Medical College to erect said statue in such place in the city of

Washington, D. C., as shall be designated by the Superintendent of Public

Buildings and Grounds. And the sum of 81,550, or so much thereof as may be

necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of m‘ajy money in the Treasury not other-

stamset appropriated, for the erection of a pedestal upon which to place the said
ue.
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this joint resolution?
There was no objection. )
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was

accordingly read the third time.
Mr. . Can the gentleman state where this statue is to be
placed?

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. That is to be under the direction
of the Sti;-)[srrintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. HITT. But where isthe statue going to be put?

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I do not know. :

p 1{1‘ HITT. Thatisa pretty serious question, but I will notob-
jec

The joint resolution was passed.

On motion of Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid
on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit-
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8388) making ap-
f)l;tﬂ)priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the

istrict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and
for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.
444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried
ogcer, and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor’s
office.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

ﬁ. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular
order,
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION EBILL.

The SPEAKER. Pending the demand for the regular order
the Chair lays before the House the Indian appropriation bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is a considerable number
of amendments made by the Senate, and as it is quite late in the
session I ask nunanimous consent that the amendments of the Sen-
ate be nonconcurred in and a conference asked for.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Indiana? !

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, there is one provision that has
been added by the Senate which, it strikes me, should receive the
attention of the House. It is in reference to the Indian lands in
western New York. I should like to have an opportunity of pre-
senting that matter to the House. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects to the
unanimous consent asked for, that the amendments of the Senate
be nonconcurred in.

Mr. DANIELS. No, Mr. Speaker, I do not object to the non-
concurrence, but I desire to move to reject one of the Senate
amendments. .

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Indiana
is that all the Senate amendments be nonconcurred in.

Mr. DANIELS. Very well.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana,that the House nonconcur in the amend-
ments of the Senate, and ask for a conference?

There was no objection. and it was so ordered.

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House
Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. PICKLER.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, this is the day set apart
under the rule for business reported from the Committee on the
District of Columbia; but by agreement with the chairman of
that committee, I will ask that, if it is agreeable to the House,
next Thursday be substituted.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. 8 er, before that consent is given
I should like to hear from the chairman of the Committee on Ap-

ropriations as to the propriety of setting apart Thursday for this
usiness, in view of the condition of the appropriation bills.

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to setting apart Thursday
for the business of the Committee on the District of Columbia,
provided that it shall not conflict with the consideration of any

general ag{pro riation bill.

Mr. DINGLEY. Let that reservation be made.

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, if [ may be indulged a moment, I
will say that the considerations which moved me to make the

ment with the gentleman from Kentucky are, first, the impor-
tance of getting the deficiency bill to the Senate assoon as possible;
and, secondly, the fact that on Tuesday night the Senate is to de-
vote a session to the consideration of bills on its Calendar with the
understanding that the time will be given largely to bills relating
to the District of Columbia. On Wednesday our committee holds
its regular weekly meeting, and we shall then have an opEortunjty
to consider the work done by the Senate on Tuesday night and to
bring it before the House for consideration on Thursday.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that Thurs-
day next be set apart for the consideration of the business of the
District of Columbia, subject to general a;;grtgﬁnriation bills?

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I think it should be subject to all
privileged legislation. Otherwise I must object.

I do not believe in setting apart a day for the exclusive use of
the Committee of the District of Columbia at this late state of
the session when important matters of public legislation may
need to be considered.

Mr. McMILLIN. I 3uggeat to the gentleman who is in char
of the District business, and also to the gentleman from Kentucky

. BRECKINRIDGE], that we might set apart to-morrow for Dis-
rict business. I realize the force of what the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] suggests, that on Thursday next we may
have great exigencies npon us.
Mr. HEARD. I will repeat to my friend from Tennessee what
I have just stated to the House, that to-morrow will not suit our
committee nearly so well as Thursday next, for the reason that
we want an ogportunity to consider on Wednesday the District
business which may be done by the Senate to-morrow night.

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not going to object; I simply suggest
that I alwaysnotice that the last three days of the session are very
important; and the House will need the time much worse on Thurs-
day for general business than to-morrow.

r. D. To-morrow at 2 o'clock is set apart for enlogies.

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, say Wednesday.

Mr. HEARD. If Wednesday be fixed we shall not have an op-
Eortunity to consider in committee on Wednesday the work done

y the Senate to-morrow night.
Mr. McMILLIN. Iam only making these suggestions for the

benefit of the gentleman himself, because if the experience of the

past may be used in
the session can not
business.

Mr. HEARD. Of course we are willing to trust the matter to
the action and disposition of the House at the time, as we do now.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that if this change be
made, the District business will be considered on Thursday next,
subject to the same rules as on Monday. Privileged matters, of
course, may come in.

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that possibly an approﬁnriation bill
might be returned to the House from the Senate on that day, and
hefore we could get it into conference it might be necessary to
have some discussion and action in the House. Therefore, I pre-
fer that the conditions of this order if made should be broader
than merely to provide that conference reports may be consid-

judging of the future, the last three days of
{)e occupied by anything except the public

ered.
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can be no trouble in
the matter. During the last six days of the session a motion to

suspend the rules is always in order, and that motion could be in-
voked, with the concurrence of the Chair, to insure the consid-
eration of appropriation bills and the sending them to conference.

Mr. SAYEES. I submit to the better judgment of the Chair.

The SPEAKER. Is there o'b%lction, then, to aasi%:ing Thurs-
day next instead of to-day for District business, subject to the
same conditions that the rules prescribe for Monday, and subject
21so to conference reports and privileged matters?

A MemeeR. The Distriet business will be on the same footing
then as to-day. . 4

The SPEAKER. On the same footing.

Mr. DINGLEY. Before this order is madeit is well we should
bear in mind that we are coming very near to the end of the ses-
sion, and by Thursday next certain appropriation bills will be re-
turned to the House with Senate amendments. Now, I wish it
to be understood that such bills may be brought before the House,
even though they may not have reached the stage of conference,
for t-%le purpose of concurring or nonconcurring in Senate amend-
ments.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this order if
made will be subject to appropriation bills.

Mr. DINGLEY. That is satisfactory.

The SPEAKER. That is understood.

Mr. HEARD. It is.

Mr. RYAN. I desire to object unless to-morrow be set apart
for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Labor.

Subsequently—

Mr. RYAN withdrew his objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to substituting
Thursday for to-day, under the limitations stated, for District
business, subject to appropriation bills and privileged matters?
The Chair hears none.

PACIFIC RATLROADS.

Mr. SNODGRASS, by unanimous consent, submitted, with the
draft of a proposed bill, the views of a minority of the Commit-
tee on the Pacific Railroads upon the bill (H. R.8943) reported by
Mr. REILLY; which were ordered to be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the call

of committees may be dispensed with for to-day and that gentle-
nlzlenclllavli‘ng reports to e may be permitted to file them with
the Clerk.

There was no objection.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

The following reports of committees were handed in at the
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other-
wise disposed of as indicated below:

APPOINTMENT OF COMMISSION TO MAKE SURVEY OF SHIP CANAL.

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re-
ported back favorably with amendments joint resolution (H. Res.
271) for the appointment of a commission to make survey of a ship
canal from the southern shore of Lake Michigan to the waters of
the Wabash River; which was referred to the House Calendar,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
CONGRESSIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE DEDICATION OF CHICKA-

MAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the joint committee to pre-
pare and report upon a plan for participating in the dedication of
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, re-
ported a resolution providing for Congressional participation in
the dedication of said park; which was referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac-
companying report, ordered to be printed.

MEDICAL CORPS OF THE NAVY.

Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported

adversely upon certain petitions relating to the Medical Corps of
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the Navy; which were laid on the table, and the report ordered
to be printed. :
DEFICIENCY BILL.

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, the Hounse resolved itself
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (M.
TARSNEY in ﬁsk:mg chair) and resumed the confidderataaﬁ(;a;glfésthe ?h:ll

H. R, 8892) ing appropriations to supply iencies in the
:(uppmpriations for the fiscal year ending gnna 30, 1895, and for
prior years, and for other pmggm.

The CHAIR. . When committee rose on Saturday last
the reading of the bill had been concluded; but several matters
had been reserved s%ﬂe;t to points of order.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to put an inquiry to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. Itisnow 12 o’clock,
the House is full, and there are a great many matters of detail,
but of no great public interest, which will occupy some time in
connection with this bill. Is it the disposition of the gentleman
to wait until late in the day to move the amendment in regard to
thglr RRORIN ID(?}E I thought of calling that

; I oug up as soon as
these questions of order are disposed of.

Mr. GSTON. Mr. Chairman,in a letter of June 12,1894,
from the Auditor of the Treasury, which I sent to the desk the
other day to be read, there appears this clanse:

There can be no question as to the legality of these claims, based as the

areupon the ordersof the Postmaster-General, issued under authority vest
gohim by the terms of the contract, and in view of the fact that the Supreme

I ask the special attention of the Chairman to this—
has decided that the of contracts for service in the Confederate
mmm with it:ﬂmaxm pay,as if the service were discontinned.
(Wallace, 8, page 38.) N

I desire to read that decision. =

Baut first I want to read that clause in the contract which is the
basis of the claim:

Itis hereby stipulated and agreed, among other that the Postmaster-
General mt}iny discontinue or curtail the service, in whole or in part, in order
to place on the route a greater degree of service, or whenever the public

requires such discontinuance or curtailment or from any other cause,
he allowing one month's extra pay on account of service dispensed with.

Now, with reference to that provision the Supreme Court have
rendered a decision, which is quoted in 8 Wallace, page 38, from
which I read the following words: $

Contractors for carrying the mail in Bouthern States are entitled to one
month's pay, in pursuance of their contracts, and on the Postmaster-General
mﬂegl}njg?ﬁ]; sigrvim to b?dlscont&n?:ﬂ& in ong‘n:mm‘z}me of the civil war.

There is a direct ruling of the Supreme Court.

in, Mr, Chairman, in House DExech ﬂ'lilttzfa Docnmdltor r:;grﬂt; o£§5s,

the of the Treasury, throu e Auditor, ese
four identical claims that are u'lclu.deg in the amendmentunder the
law to the House. These claims are reported under the act of
1874, and I desire to read a clause from that act:

! at th t of each
e B e i Tt fon e g e
been allowed in w eorinparg!totheﬂpenkerofthe ouse of Re ta-
tives and the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before
their respective Houses for consideration; and hereafter all estimates oftnér
propriations, and estimates of deficiencies in appropriations, intended for the
mﬁdomﬁo%%%eeéjggtha ﬂ?:: g;h an ao the mnggs of Co Eees
in noﬁ:l:;::umanggf, and pti%fc’i saig Swrt;t:;y p;i.h:gd ﬂrstdmuac:e the same to bor

classifi , indexed, unaer supervision of
Eﬁéﬁt&ﬂiv&?ﬁdmﬁ.m appropriations of his De-
pa en’

That was the act of 1874, Now, the act of 1878 repealed one
clause of the act of 1874, which required all these sums of money,
after a lapse of three years, to be covered back into the Treasury;
but the act of 1878, under which these claims are certified by the
Auditor to the House, reads this way (Revised Statutes of 1877 and
1879, page 130):

mmuch of section b of the act J 18T directs the
BmT]::{'a:?y of the Treasury at the mmg'pmvegr S i ”po report to
e T e e i
nngglm same is hereby, repealed; and it sluﬂr be the duty ofp&

officers of the Treasury to continue to receive,

e several ac-
coun ,and con-
sidor—

‘What—
i d walidi f all claim der the appropriati the balan
O PRIk Tave Dt S el O A As SRS :ui]ﬂu%dﬁnéndsr the pro-
visions of the act of 1874 And the Secretary of Treasury shall report
the amount due each claimant at the commencement of each session to the
er of the 3 tatives, who shall lay the same before Con-
for consideration: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed
gnuthonmmnmtnntionmd yment of any claim or account which has
‘been once examined and rajacba&u
Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two claims in this class, based
on the same law, based on the same contract with the Postmaster-
General, covered by the same Supreme Court decision, that have
been E.;Jl.id by the direct action of this House. Irefer to the claim
of John D. Adams, private act October 8, 1888 (see Revised Stat-
utes, volume 25, page 1124), and that of Mr. Eendee (see act of
February 20, 1891, Revised Statutes, volume 26, page 1364),

thgot? I L:hjnojg {él:!aive dﬁ mﬁ; d 1shel:l I have shown the Chair
e law an e law 78 specifically required pro-
vision to be made for such claims; and in view agt.he fact that
the Supreme Court have decided in the most emphatic manner
that such contractors are entitled to this payment, and after the
Auditor has sent the four accounts, certified to this House over his
signature, I think I have covered the ground and shown that this
amendment comes strictly within the rules and is not subject to
the objection raised. How can the point of order be raised inst
the amendment when it is in BMOI‘E.:DN with the law, and in ac-
cordance with the decision of the Supreme Court? I submit, Mr,
Chairman, the matter to your discretion and j t.

The CHAIRMAN. Before the tleman closes, the Chair
would like to know whether it is cﬁuﬁd that in any appropria-
tion bill heretofore passed these items were provided for or their
psg[t:ent directed?

. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in making a state-
ment in answer to that question, I ho;ge my friend [Mr. DINGLEY],
if I make a mistake, will correct me for he is thoroughly conver-
sant with the facts. My understanding is that these claims have
been presented to the ittee on Appropriations—these four
claims that I now present to the House.

Mr. DINGLEY. Has any one of them ever been allowed by the
Committee on Appropriations and placed in a deficiency bill

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir.

Mr. DINGLEY. Have they not been presented as private claims
and sent to the Committee on Claims and re to the House
and passed?

Mr, LIVINGSTON. Ido not know that these four claims have
ever been before this House at all. I think my friend and col-
league on the committee, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNg-
LEY], can answer that question.

. DINGLEY. I think two of these claims were presented as
Eﬂn'-]va.ta bills a.;lld referred to the Committee on Claims, and the

subsequen :

The CHAIRm is absolutely impossible for the Chair to
hear one word of what gentlemen are saying.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that the Sergeant-at-Arms be re-
quested to stop conversation in the rear of the Hall.

The CHATRMAN. The t-at-Arms will exercise his an-
thority wﬂe order in the Hall of the House.

Mr, %‘ed GST?ermg statﬁad that two of tll)mseclwms had been
presented as priva , and passed upon by Congress. I gave
the Chair the dates of the acts; but the four bills that wereg;re-
sented in this amendment have never been before Congress.

Mr. DOCKERY. I think one of them has.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My colleague [Mr. DockERY] thinks that
one of them has. To my knowledge they have not been. It must
gpva been prior to my connection with the House of Representa-

ves.

But, Mr. Chairman, they have never been in an appropriation
bill. They have never been passed upon; they have never come
outside of the ittee on Appropriations. I want to say, Mr.
Chairman, that I think I have submitted all the facts touching the
question of the point of order, nunder Rule XXI. If my colleagne
on the committee, who has made the point of order, intends to
spring any new point on me, after covering this question of law,
why, I hope he will be candid enough to say so, and give me an
opportunity to m&ﬂy.

. DOCKERY. I shall “spring” all the points I have to
4% spri.ug’;’ at this time.

Mr. Chairman, an amendment to a deficiency bill to be in order
must comply with these conditions: It must be a deficiency under
a statute which authorized the amount to be uEpaid' but which has
not been paid because of the inadequacy of the appropriation.
Now, let mti ill'ust:raty tote. The ;scg gives t.oftheﬂl:eostmuter-(}ener:%
express authori paysom per car for t:rnnsp](;ﬁaﬁon
mails. It authorizes hfm to contract and pa.{ethat Liability; but
the appropriation for the liability may not be adequate. Thgre

a case a de-

may be an inadequacy of appropriation, and in su
ficiency item for th:fgervice would be in order on this bill. Now,
what is this case before us? Ido not recall the exact terms of the
amendment, and I will call for its reading again.
Thtf CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-
men
The amendment was again read, as follows:

e e B« Morm O: T Payn: wd e Hoatenn
2l o8 an
Stmmﬁycum

pany, audited and to the Forty-sixth Congress; the
claims of Uharles Morgan and M. O, Mordecal, sudited and reported t6 the
Forty-eighth Wass being for allowance for one month's extra pay as
Unftnalt‘i States cunf:rsebom.ll?,ﬂﬂ.ﬁ, or so much thereof as may be neces-
BATY.

Mr. DOCKERY. One of these claims, if not all of them, was
transmitted to the Forty-seventh Congress at its first session in
House Executive Document No. 26, in compliance with section
4 of the act of June 14, 1878, and two of the claims, it seems from
the reading of the amendment, were reported to the Forty-eighth
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under the same act. Now, what is that act? That act | orate me in what I am about tosay. The subcommittee intended
provides— to take up these claims in the subcommittee. It was before us on
to t.ii:tlua to s d“ty o t:esml consider thﬁnfustics an%tvual.udity of m&htgo ]bé:]] the h & bughin et ho;)lnfthel:hmolq’ashgvﬁ'ig
can! s e in urry, the appropria or the
ﬂé"l‘aﬂ‘fﬂ‘;“de" - ""m‘m“&me balances of which have heen stated or 4% | centennial havmg absorbed all the ‘ggne, we both forgot it; and it

f +t ma;
brought before them in five empéommmﬁdofmfﬂmuy 5:&1\
report the amount due each c t at the commencement of each session
to the Bpeaker of the Houss of Eaprasentauves—

For what purpose?—
who shall lay the same before Congress for consideration.

That is the language of the statute. Now, then, a claim audited
under that section comes to Congress for consideration. How?
If it is a claim under the Bowman Act it is referred, under the
rules, to the Committee on War Claims. If it is any other kind
of an aundited claim for which no appropriation has made it
is referred to the appropriate committee.

Congress considers each claim under the rules of the House.
Claims that ap h%ea.r on a deficiency bill must be claims anthorized
by law and authorized to be paid, but which can not be paid be-
cause of insufficient appropriations.

Now, this ular claim of M. C. Mordecai is very familiar to
gentlemen who have served here for a number of years. It was
mtedm the Fiftieth Congress, when I was presiding over the

ttee of the Whole as Chairman on the deficiency After
examination there, in which the statute of June 14, 1878, had been
ﬁite}idedafberthe order of the Postmaster-General had been read, I
ecided:
The Chair is not withont doubt about this, ‘Imt,tnviawncrthahastymmi
nation he has been permitted to make, and in light of the discussion, sustains
the point of order.

The claim on that occasion was presented by the gentleman from

g, whtr 1o pueseadh nmker o tho Houss wias yewaid i

en the er e House was presiding
in the Committee of the Whole as Chairman, the claim was pre-
sented by the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. RAYNER, and the
present Speaker, then Chairman of the Committee of the Whole,
after hearing the discussion, made this decision:

uﬁ%ﬁi’k'ﬂ be com wdit tr&ls:sththa s can cite some
W an T urea, e order is well
Mr. RaAY~NER. The nni Inw can cite, Mr Chammn. is the action on this

claim by the Court of

By the way, let me say this claim was sent to the Court of
Claims, and the decision of that court was that it was barred by
the statutes of limitation.

The only law I mcltaill.r Chairman, is the action on this claim
Court of Claims, to which I have mlled attention—the allowance of the
tor of the Treasury of the claim

The fact which has been emphasized by the gentleman from
Georgia—
and the statement on the part of the Postmaster-General that the claim
should be paid.

Both of which facts have just been emphasized and called to
the attention of the House by the gentleman from Geo: i

Now, then, after further discussion, the Speaker, thenrgfm.rm:m
of the Committee of the Whole, agaiu states:

The Chair does not understand that because a claim is just and has bee‘n
allowed by the Department, it is therefore o y authorized by law.
The Chair undantnnds the rule to mean thnt qn a xeneml ap'gropri.uti on bill
no amen shall be in order axoept, e rule, for ex-
penditures reﬂcmsly authorized by law." '.l"ha a.tt.enﬁon of the Chair has
not been called to any law anthorizing this expenditure, and he therefore
sustains the point of order.

Again, this claim was presented in the Fifty-first Congress. No

t of order, it appears, was raised against it—I refer to the
ordecai claim; but, on a vote in the Committee of the Whole, it
was rejected, I beheve by yeas 77, nays 51. So that this cls.:m,
Mr. Chairman, has “bob up serenely ” almost every Congress
during the last ten years. Now, I do not know that I desire to
add anythmg, Mzr. Chairman. There is another phase of the
question, but I will forbear until the Chair has decided, inasmuch
as that trenches on the merits of the question.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. , in reply to the gen-
tleman just a moment. I will admit everythmg e gentleman
has said. He says that the Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole sustained the point of order because Mr. RAYNER, in the
one case, and some other gentleman in another case, failed to
bring the attention of the Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole to any law authorizing the payment.

Now, Mr, Chairman, I have done that this morning; done it
abundantly, as the Chairman well knows. I haveshown not only
the contract between the Postmaster-General and these parties,
but I have shown that the act of 1874 authorized it. have
shown that the amended act of 1878 authorized it; and I have
shown that the Anditor, under the act of 1878, has again sent the
accounts to this House.

And now, Mr. Chairman, about a different matter; and I ask
the attention of the Chair Just for a moment as to what was done
by the Committee on Appropriations in these four claims. The
gentleman in charge of tﬁe bill [Mr, BRECKINRIDGE] will corrob-

the
udi-

was merely an oversight and not intentional. Had itnot been for
that fact, had we not forgot it on the morning when the bill was
conmdered we would have dmggfa&i of it in the subcommittee either
one way ortheother. It was before the committee, Mr, Chairman.
It was sent there by the Speaker of the House. "The gentleman
has referred to but one claim, the Mordecai claim. If the Chair
thinks the Mordecai claim ought to be ruled out I am willing that
it should go out; but I do not want the other three ruled out be-
cause of any decision the Chair may make on the Mordecai claim,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the
conference committee on the District of Columbia appropriation
bill is ready to report, and I therefore move that the committee
rise for the purpose of havtr:g that report submitted to the House.

The comn s d the Speaker ha
commi rose; and the er having re-
sumed the Chair, Mr, TARSNE{: Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, re that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the H.R.8892 and had
come to no resolution thereon.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Tllinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up
the conference report on the District of Columbia appropnmon

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement and that
will probably be sufficient.
For text of conference report see proceedings of Senate.]
statement of the House conferees was read, as follows:

on the part of the House of the conference on thed:lngw
%vm of %ge two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (
of the governinent

nz a‘pp‘ropmtlons to provide for the

Columbia for the fiscal year and for other purposes,
mbmit the fo written statement in explanation of the effect of the
action recommen on each of the amendments of the Senate in the accom-
panying conference report, nmel

On amendment numbered 1 pmpﬂabea for two assistant secretaries to
the Commissioners, at s}..llnaach as proposed by the Benate instead of one,at
e

amendments num an tes for one laborer,at

e:)r ug:nm as by the ta. of at §314, as bym

On amendments numbered 4 and 5: A taea for one additional assist-
ant inspector of buildings,at $1,000, i as proposed by the Senate.

On amendments numbered 6,7, and 8: Appmpriatm for an ad cler]

1,400, and for a messenger and driver for the board t assessors,
, in the assessor's office, as pmsmed by the Senate.
On amendments numbered 9 and es otrt the provision for adeputy

collaet.ar of mxas. at £.000, pmfmse
On amendment numbered Sm?lm: out- the ]moviuion proposed by the
On amendments numberad 12, 13 lmd 14: App‘ropﬁatm onal
hire of laborers for gaaed h 375 &ddiﬁ i)
craases the of £
ant superintendent of ps.rldng ﬁlﬂ_{: g e
and strikes out the provision p: t super-
On amendment numbered 18: Authorizes the Commissioners to t thirty
days' leave of absence to not exceeding 80 re employees, outof gen-
On amendment numbe:
for horse feed and shaaing for tha
the instead of $300 as rapoaeﬂ
of the coroner’s office. p Aelti
on delinquent taxes from
ZpPrcentgg'monthtolpercentpermm .usty qt.h Sem:s
On amen t numbered 24: A tes §2, .mstaaﬂofslmsspro—

Senate for a deputy coroner,at 81,400 per annum.
On amendments num‘bemd 15, 16, nnd 17: LS
from as proposed e Senate,
by tha Senate for an
intendent of sewers at §1,500.
eral appropriatims, as pr by the Sena
19: A s as ‘pﬂ'uposad by the Senate,
amendments numbered
On amendment numbered 23: Redncesthe
posed by the House and §4,250 as by the Senate, for

tot}n kﬂn}a ts bered 25, 26, and 27: Appropriates

amendments num instead of
posed by the House and §25.000 as propose b¥i:heSemw for

G;}?g the plan for tEﬁ gﬁ}?ﬂm of nparmanantsyshem bé:ighwnys. with

aut to pay so mu e sum appro}; ted as ma; necessary, in.

stead Ott 10, m proposed by the Senate, to ck LaverImsted or ot‘her

eminen architect,f.orth e preparation of plans in part for said

work.

On amendments numbered 28, 29, and 30: A; $150, cm Pproposed
B
an parml WOr) au use exi
of G street NW. frgm Tenth street to F‘oﬁ‘rgenth stg-rmt.

ments numbered 31, : Appropriates
instead of §100,000 as e Hounse and §160,000 as propmatflbyﬁ

£6.000 as proj

ama

Senate, for work on ts and avenues, and £2,500, as proposad the Senate,
for paving Eleventh street between East Capitol street and usetts
avenne,

On amendment numbered 38: Makes the appropriations for streets and ave-

of roads, immediately svailab‘ia.

amendments numbered 59, 40, 41, and 42: A
poaad by téta House, mhs of as el Mo
BEWET'S an rep 0 as mmd
the House al;h%ﬁmas proposed bgthe Benate, formimr 3 SeWers;
000, instead of §37,382 as proposed by the %e'nate,fortheBrook]a.ndsewer
0,000 for the Kenesaw avenue sewer; gﬂ. instead of $75,000
for the Rock street inte

vy the Senate, Creek an sewer; a.nd an-
thurim contracts to be made for the eonstrunt.ian omfg %kmm Valle;
Brookland, Kenesaw “'enue. Rock Creek and B street interce ?'

ers, as proposed
On amendment numbered !B Authorizes the authorities to omit the airoh

tes §40,000 as
by the Senate, for relist
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atherborequired to be located at or near Morris street, as proposed by the

te.

On amendments numbered 44, 45, 46, 47, 48,49, 50,51, 52, and 'ralatm to the
oon.atmctmn of oounty roads: Apﬁ“ﬁ tes §18,000 s,sp nate,
instead of roﬂosed ouse, for paving First Btree'l’. extended
ss.ow as roposed by the Senate, for grading and regulating Shermnn ave-
nue. , instead of $12,000 as ro by the Senate, for grading and regu-

Hn%aKenesaw avenue; $8,000, ad of 310,000 as pro éj TD the Senate,

nd Thirty-seventh street between Back street an ']‘enn ytown road:

812 as proposed by the Senate, for paving Floridaavenue.

and 35.1.0] for pa g Twenty-second st.roet rom usetis avenue to R

street; strikes out the appropriations of by the Sanate for

ing and Pennsylvania avenue extend ,and 5,000 for pa mh-

igan avenue; and authorizes, as pmposed by the Senate. the use

heretofore appropriated, for grading % bemarle street, to be

and of rty-e hth street, as have been

used on such ions of said street,
or may be dedicated to the District ‘of Columbia.
On amendments numbered 54 and 55: Agsrom'iatea §146,000, instead of $139,-
000 as by the Honse and posed by the Senate, for

= sweegmg and c}ewlngstmets and &ﬁays, and strikes ont the pro-
ﬁm{m proposed Senate, limiting the amonnt to be expended on sub-
urban streets to SI 000,

On amendment numbered 56: Appropriates £19,000, instead of §15,000 as
posed by the House and $23,000 as proposed by the Semnate, for the par g

O n.mend ent numbered 57: Appropriates $142,000 as m;ﬁ;nd by the
ng ins‘beadm of $£145,000 as pmosedpp D%: ouse, for Eas.ae ::e‘tlngy and
B A

5mitsthepriceperstreat lamp to $20.50 as pr(}‘posed i:

On t byb? g&m tas $47,600

en nt number as
ate, e L0000 as e House, for mgﬁng, and
limnits the price per 'light per night to ﬂ] eenta as proposed by the Senate, in-
stead of 33 cents as pr by the H.

On amendment numbered 59: Strikes out- the appropriation of $25,000, pro-
B s ool 60 et o1, & ypeayiketon 102000, ai as proposed b
ments num an ropr
thanﬂa&se instead of §11,500 as proposed by the Senate, for co g

re

&lﬁmendment num'berad 62: A‘p riates £3,500, as proposed (t]?' the Sen-
ate, for a surve; g te cost for the mnstruction a bridge
fromm e foot uth Ca.pitol street across the Eastern Branch of the Poto-
mac River.

On amendments numbered 63 and 64: Beqnim that the work of the im—
vement of the receiving raservoir of the W m Aqueduct shall be
g;ga and completed under Col. George H. Elliot notwithstanding his retire-
ment, as proposed by the Senate, and makes the appropriation for clearing

ont the conduit immediately available.

n amendment numbereti 65: Provides for raising the height of the dam
nt Great Falls, as proposed by the House, and authorizes the use of §25,000 of
the appmpmtiongor g the water supply for testing the tunnel con-
duit, as proposed by the Semte, and provides, as proposed by the Senate, for
the praparation of a plan to be submi upon the taaaihﬂity
and propriety of completing the tunnel conduit as now projected, and the

new reservoir.
amendments numbered 66 and (7: A mtm £900, as proposed by the
Se(l)mte mmtiawr forh?ed& rtlsg‘!]?mil riatea £2.500, b
n amy ents numbere an ppro as proPosed v
the Senate, for rent of additional acoommodagons for schoola, and makes a
verbal correction in the text of the bill.
On amendments numbered 70, T1, 72, 73, T4, 75, 76, 77, 78, and 79: A Enopri-
ates §88.500 for eight nddit‘l{mnl new school buildings. tmatea.d nf SEIE,
ten additional new school b mgﬁ as proposed by the Senat
On amendment number&d B0: Btrikes out the provision p: dy;nthe
Senate, m,a.kinsimmedmtelynvmlahlaappropmuonsfor nawschoolbuﬂ
On amendment numbered 81: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000
posed by the Senate, for e: nae of a szac:ml examination and report upon

r.lz resent school system of the Distric
o0 amandmenta numbered 82. 83, 84, 85, 86, 87,88, BG,a.nd relating to the
l{et the Senate, an itional

ropolitan police: Autho a8 proj
lieutenant at §1.500, six additi privates at each, and four additional
rivates at §1,080 ; fixes the compensation of the van driver, ambulance
Eriver and drivers of patrol wagons at $480 each, instead of $600 each, as pro-
the Senate, and the salaries of two assistant ambulance drivers at

eac , instead of §500 each, as posed by the Senate.
On s,manﬁments nnmbered 02, 03, and 94: Appropriates $2,080, as proposed
'by tho House m.s of 32 200 as prn by the Senate, for rent of police
tha Senn.te for fuel for the police

d ment, ins of %ewo as pm

amendments num 97, 98, &; n.nd 100 Makes the appropria-
tions for additional ﬂre-engma bmld 3 and fire ap tus immediately
available, as by the Senate, and appropriates §5,000, as proposed by
the Senate, for a new site, building, and furniture for a truck house in the
vicinity of 'New Jersey avenue, smd N streets northwest, and authorizes
the use of an unexpended 'Lala.nca of §2,500 for an engine house in Northeas!
Wsshmgttm, to be used in inclosing, grading, and paving lot of the chamical

e house in Mount Pleasant.

amendments numbered 101 and 102: Appropriates $00 each for three
te]a&h(me , 8 D by the House, inshead of at §720, as proposed

On amendments numbered 108 and 104: Strikes out authority tg:ﬁpoeﬂd (l;%
the Senate to purchase telephones, and sppropriatga

as proposed by the House and £15,000 as pro; the Senate, for genernl
supplies for ;ph and telephone service.
nmanﬂmeng numbered 105 and 106: Appropriates §7,000, instead of §5,000

Posed he House and £10,000 as propozed by the Senate, for exten-
sion of the 'patml and ﬂre—a.larm. te egm h service to the suburbs.
entas numbered 1 tr&es out the anpmgxrmtion of
&I&O for an assistant chemist in tho hm.lth department, proposed
ol

On amendments numbered 109, 110, 111, 112, and 113: Makes the text of the
appropriation for the collection and removal of garbage as froposui by the
Senate, except that the Commissioners are authorized to make new contracts
on and after the passage of the act, and that in the discretion of the Gomms
sioners the appropriations made by the act may be available forthe

iing for the increased service until new contracts shall be t,o

e contractors are ready to execute the same.
On amendments numbered 117 and 118: Appropriates $6,000 as proposed by
the Senate, instead of §5,000 as proposed by the House, for thness fees in

the police co
On amendments numbered 119, 120, and 121: Appropriates $4,000, instead of
%lm as proposed by the House and $6,000 as pro the Senate, topay
illiam Stone Abert for services in compiling the District laws and prepar-
ing same for publication, and provides for the distribution of said compila-
tion as pr by the Senate.

On amendment numbered 122: Appropriates §8,000, instead of $5,000 as pro-
?osad by the House and 15,000 asproposed by the Semte. for the emergency

On amendment numbered 123: Appropriabes $40,000, instead of $£35,000 as
proposed ¥ the House and $45,000 as proposed by the Senate, for supporl:or
convicts.

On amendments numbered 124 and 125: Provides that the appr ofpr'latims
for employees of the court-house of the District and the warden the jail
shall be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General.

On amendments num 126 and 127: Makes a verbnl mrrectlm in the
text of the bill, and n;i)p tes §15,000

d
osed SBenate, instead
House, for thepcrggtral Dipomnry and Emer-

of §12,
gency Hosm?a]_
On amendments numbered 128 and 129: A ropr!.atas $20,000, as GE
by the House, for the Columbia Hospital for Women, instead of §22,000 as pro-

posed by the Henate, and §5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for heating ap-
paratus and furnishing the new 'bu ding for the hospital.

On nmenﬁmant numbered 130: Appropriates d of $8,000 as pro-

, for the Homeo-

500,
&' tha Houae and §9,000 as proposed by the S
pathic

On amen menbs rumbered 131 and 152: A ropﬁntea 216,000, instead of -
000 as proposed by the House and §17,000 a.spg y the Senate, for‘:fi
B st o bere T Ao opritos 00,45 proposed b tho Sen
On amendment numbere: Toprial as pr e -
ate, for the Young Women's Christ! Esn lli: >
On amendments numbered 154 and 13: Appmpriates
the House, for the Industrial Home School, instead of
the Senate, and strikes out the provision proposed by the
the corpomte character of said. institution.
On amendmentnumbered 136 pwmteafor salary of agent of the Board
of Children’s Guardians §1,600, 500 as proposed by the House
and $1,800 as proposed by the Senate,
On amendments numbered 157, 138, and 139: Agpr ﬂatea for sahry of su-

rintendent of the water damrtment at Wﬂ
g; the House and $2,000 as proposed by I:gq Senate, and str'ikes out in-
crease p by Senate of $200 in the sﬂa&ot the timek
unal

roposed eeper.

The committee of conference have been to agree on the following
amendments of the SBenate, namely:

On amendment numbered 91, authorizing the ap?ﬁmuon annually, of
$4,000 to the police rellef fund and £2,500 to the firemen’s relief fund out o!‘ ‘the
receipts from fines in the police court.

On amendment nnmhered 11<lE striking out the a; w?ftmprintiun of $4,000 pro-
posed by the House to prevent spread of scar ever and diphtheria, and
on amendment numbered 115, a mo riating §20,000 for the above object and
also for the pro tion of d.1 h r& antitoxjne a.nd the establishment of a
bacteriological laboratory an 5@

()n amendment numbered 6, ap'pmpria :n.cm for the erection and

uipment of a smallpox hospital

e Senate, by its amendments added 344 to the bill. Of this sum the
conference committee recommend that t nate reaede from 365,808, and
ved in the amendments

that the House agree to $338,536, leavin,
upon which the conferees have been m%nﬁlg' nﬁmﬁ LIAMS
M. DOCKER
D B H:ENDERSOV

Hanagers on the part of the Iiwu.

,000, as proposed by
Mu%upoaedby

The SPEAKER. Thisisa ent.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption
of the report.

The conference report was adopted.

On motion of Mr. of Illinois, a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which the conference report was adopted was
laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendments
that are still in controversy between the two Houses.

Téle Senate amendments numbered 91, 114, 115, and 116 were
read.

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, the House insisted
npon the amendments severally, and agreed to a conference on

d.um%reem votes of the two Houses.

The S pointed as conferees on the part of the House
'%Ir. ‘WiLLiaus of ﬂﬁnow, Mr. DockERY, and Mr. HENDERSON of

owa.

SURVEYOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr, Speaker, 1 desire to present a con-
ference report.

The report wasread.
or conference report see Senate proceedings.]
he SPEAKER., e statement of the House conferees will be
Tha Clerk read as follows:
ETATEMENT.

’Ihaonlgchangeinthebillnaitpasmdtheﬁwaa is an increase of £1,200 in
expenses for the surveyor's office. The House appropriated $4,000, the con-
ferees agree to 35,200,

Also. to add to House amendment to section 5 the words, ** and no plat or sur-

of land shall be recorded in the office of the surveyor of the District of

bi.a except it be certified to as correct by the surveyor of said District.”
Senate agrees to all other House amendments. R GOR

G. W, coot-sa.

J. A. T. HULL,
Conferees on part of the House,
The conference report was adopted.
On motion of Mr. COBB of Ala

vote hy which the conference report
table.

amotion to reconsider the
adopted was laid on the

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Sﬁea.ker, I move that the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for further considera~
tion of the general deficiency bill.

The motion was agreed to.
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole, Mr. TARSNEY in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is rea.dlf to rule upon the pend-
ing point of order. Itisconceded that all the itemsin the pending
amendment are kindred in character, growing out of the same or
like transactions, and standing upon an equal footing. The
parties named in this amendment were contractors with the Gov-
ernment for carrying the mails at the breaking out of the late
civil war. Prior to that time a statute existed which anthorized
the Postmaster-General to suspend confracts for carrying the
mails, and providing that upon such suspension the contractors
should be entitled to one month’s extra pay. The contracts with
the claimants in this case were suspended by the Postmaster-
General, and the claim arises in each case for the extra month’s
paly resulting from such suspension.

n 1874 a statute was enacted directly bearing upon these mat-
ters, providing for their examination by the Treasury Department
and for their being reported to Congress for consideration. A stat-
ute similar in its provisions was enacted in 1878, If this was a bill
providing directly for the relief of these claimants, and not a propo-
gition to amend an appropriation bill, the Chair would then, as a
member of the House, have to consider the merits and justice of
the claims; but the only question for the Chair to consider now is
%e q?{estion whether this is the proper remedy for the claimants

see!

In view of the fact that this proceeding is not new; in view of
what is conceded here, that one at least of these claims has been
presented on former occasions for the consideration of the House
under conditions exactly similar to those under which the amend-
ment is now presented—that is, offered as amendment to a general
deficiency bill and the point of order raised that it was not ger-
mane to such a bill; in view of the fact that at the first session of
the Fiftieth Congress, when the claim was first presented, these
points were elaborately argued, and the gentleman then presiding
over the Committee of the Whole, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. DockERY], having carefully reviewed the anthorities and
ar ents, held that the amendment was not in order; in view of
the fact that at the next session, the last session of the Fiftieth
Congress, the same claim appeared again, was again offered as an
amendment to the general deficiency bill, the point of order was
again raised against it that it was not germane to that bill, and the
then occupant of the chair, the present Speaker of this House, con-
curred in the ruling previously made by the gentleman from Mis-
souri, holding that the matter was not germane and was not in
order upon a general deficiency bill; in view of these facts, and in
view of the further fact that no precedent has been cited contrary to
these, the present occupant of the chair would not feel warranted,
no matter what his own personal conviction might be, in disturb-
ing this line of unbroken precedents; and he therefore sustains
the point of order.

MI;?BRECKINRIDGE. I now call for the reading of the next
amendment; that in relation to the Bering Sea awards.

The Clerk read as follows:

After line 9, on page 2, insert:

* Bering Sea damages: For the payment to the Government of Great Britain
under the agreement reached by exchange of notes of August 21, 18904, in full
satisfaction of all demands for es against the United States wing out

of the controversy between the two (Governmentsas to the fur in
Bea Clu.':l)qFr the award and findings of the

Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris,
The CHATRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not
presid.in%at the time this matter was brought up on Saturday, and
will be glad to know whether there is a point of order pen s

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is not. Mr. Chairman, when
general debate on this bill was dispensed with there was an agree-
ment between the gentleman from Illionois [Mr. CANNON] and my-
self, assented to by the Committee of the ole, that when one or
two particular questionsshould be reached timeshould be given for
discussion in the nature of general debate. I now ask the gentle-
man from Illinois whether we can agree to dispose of this question
with half an hour’s debate on each side.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. After consultation with my asso-
ciates I find I can not agree to less than an hour on each side,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very well.

Mr. DINGLEY. It isverylikely I shall desire to occupy ten or
fifteen minutes.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague on the committee
had not notified me of his desire for time. I may be able to yield
him a part of the hour which will, I presume, be under my con-
trol; and perhaps the gentleman from Kentucky, after consulta-
tion, will be willi to%eldhimapart of his time.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I suggestthatthe gentleman from Illi-
nois give the gentleman from Maine five minutes of his time and
I give him five minutes of mine.

. CANNON of Ilinois. I shall give him what I can, but I
should like to have it understood that if necessary the gentleman
from Maine may have ten minutes outside of the two hours.

Mr. BRECK.I&RIDGE. Very well. Mr, i , we have

agreed, if the Committee of the Whole will sustain the agree-
ment, that there be an hour for debate on each side of this ques-
tion, the ;fntleman from Illinois controlling one side andti the
other, with the understanding that if the gentleman from Maine
should need ten minutes in addition to the time which may be
ielded him by the gentleman from Tllinois and myself, he
e allowed ten minutes in addition to the two hours.

Mr. SPRINGER. Which side is the gentleman from Maine on?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ihope he is on my side; but I do not
know. He generally wants to be on the right side.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Doesthe gentleman from Maine
desire to advocate or ?pose the amendment?

Mr. ]{)ING{._,EY. 'Ih esére t}? submit some viewl?artgugih;rng the

eneral question, without perhaps expressing any ic opin-
Eon as to what should be done in this exigenc%.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that
the general debate on this question be limited to two hours, one
hour to be controlled by himself, the other by the gentleman from
Illinois, and that the gentleman from Maine have ten minutes ad-
ditional if he desires. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I shall be glad to have
the attention of the committee in this matter, for it is a matter of
importance, and whatever the committee decides to-day will
probably be final, for if the House refuses to accept this amend-
ment it is probable that the President will at once proceed to
agree to a settlement by a mixed commission. Its history is this:
As the result of the dispute about the fur seals in the Bering Sea
an arbitration was entered into with the Kingdom of Great Britain,
an arbitration which submitted to the decision of the arbitrators
five questions. I ask the Clerk to read the questions which were
submitted.

The Clerk read as follows:

ARTICLE VL

In deciding the matters snbmitted to the arbitrators, it is agreed that the
following five points shall be submitted to them, in order that their award
shall embrace a distinct decision upon each of said five points, to wit:

1. What exclusive jurisdiction in the sea now known as Bering
and what exclusive rights in the seal fisheries therein, did Russia assert an
Eeiﬁtrgﬁlge prior and up to the time of the cession of Alaska to the United

2. How far were these claims of jurisdiction as to seal fisheries recognized
and conceded by Great Britain?

3. Was tha_bog’gnwuter now known as the Bering Sea included in the
phrase * Pacific " as in the treaty of 1825 between Great Britain
and Russia; and what rights, if any, in the Bering Sea were held and ex-
clusively exercisad lg' Russia after said Mti:i

4. Did not all the rights of Russia as to jurisdiction, and as to the seal fish-
erles in Bering Sea east of the water boundary, in the treaty between the

an ussia o e 30th rch, y Pass unimpaired to the
United States under that treaty?

5. Hat!.! the United States any right, and if so, what right of protection or

Bering
Ting

in the fur seals i
mwhgn such mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁm gr::ﬂe hisntﬁgﬁ s

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Every one of those points was decided
against the United States, and each of them except one was de-
cided by the unanimous vote of the arbitrators, except one of our
arbitrators, Hon. Mr. MoRrGAN, Senator from Alabama, and on
that single proposition our representatives were alone. Under
that decision the right of Great Britain to damages was settled.
There is no question, therefore, that we are to pay something. It
has been adjudicated that we are to pay damages. The simple
question isnow as to the assessment of those damages. The arbi-
trators went, under the convention, one step further and decided
as a matter of fact that 18 ships had been seized or warned out of
the Bering Sea by American ships, and that these 18 ships sailed un-
der British flags. Itwas left open to us to litigate the question, if
we chose to do so, as to whether some of those vessels were owned
lﬁ)f American citizens. Inthatstate of the casethe British minister

ed claims to the amount of $542,000. After negotiation the
Government of the United States entered into an agreement with
Great Britain to pay $425,000 in full satisfaction. This amend-
ment proposes to confirm that agreement and to pay that sum of
money.

It is objected that this isalar%ir sum than ought to be paid,
because a certain amount of these damagesare consequential gzn-
ages—are for the estimated catch of seals subsequent to the time
of the seizure. And it is alleged that for such damages, conse-
quential damages, it was settled by the Alabamaaward we are not
responsible. But, Mr. Chairman, there is no analogy between the
facts on which the Alabama award was based and %Ke Bering Sea
award. Here the United States seized men, lawfully engaged in
a legitimate business, imprisoning many of them and destroying
their property. In theothercase the Governmentof Great Britain,
by negligence or otherwise, allowed certain armed cruisers, hos-
tile to the United States, to escape from their ports. In the one
case it was a direct act of the Government; in the other an indi-
rect act. And there is a marked difference between these alleged
%OIlsequential damages and those claimedbefore the Geneva Tri-
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But in the particular case before us we agreed to a rule of dam-
ages, and that was the rule we agreed upon.
Mr. HEtI;BUBN. May I ask the gentleman who made that
en .
. BRECKINRIDGE. Which ent?
s Mr. HEPBURN. The agreement to which you have just re-

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. To pay $425,000?
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. You say that according to a rule of
thadamtages; and %l?mt this is the rule agreed upon. Now, who made
en

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That was made by the Government
of the United States under Mr. Harrison’s Administration in the
convention—

Mr. HEPBURN. But what particular officer?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State, in
a convention with Sir Julian Pauncefote.

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. As this is the gist of the contro-
versy, is the gentleman from Kentucky prepared to furnish to
the committee any provision of such ent or any authori
by which we have settled the rule for the estimation of suc
me? In other words, where does the gentleman ascertain
that the arbitrators had the authority to e the damages?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam totally unable to hear the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman stated that the
United States Government had to the rule, or the princi-

ple, by which the damages sho be settled. Now, I him
where he that anthority?
Mr. B KINRIDGE. the convention signed by James

G. Blaine on the 18th day of April, 1892, on the part of the United
States Government, and Sir Julian Pauncefote, on the part of the
British Government, the fifth article of which I will have inserted
in my remarks; but you can turn to it on 10 of the procla-

mation issned b{?:'l Mr. Harrison and signed by jamin Harrison
?sm()hief Executive of the United States on the 9th day of May,

Mr, HITT (to Mr. CANNON of Ilinois). The fifth article of the
modus vivendi.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. By which the rule laid down for the
assessment of damages pending the arbitration was the estimated
value of the catch between what was really caught and what was
afterwards to be determined upon as a proper catch under the

ent to prevent the destruction of the seals. But I will
print the article with my remarks.

The article is as follows:

If the result of the arbitration be to affirm the
take seals in Bering Sea within the bounds claimed by the United States,
- mnder its purc %rom Rus then comp tion ghall be made by the
United States to Great Britain (for the use of her subjects) for a ng
from the exercise of that t d“f.fﬁa?" pendency of the arbitration upon

the basis of such a regulated and 1 catch or catches as in the opinion of
the arbitrators might have been taken without an undue diminution of hgtég

: if
ggyh:}:gs sealers to take seals within the said waters, then com-
pensation be made by Great Britain to the United States (for itself, its
citizens, and lessees) for this ent to the nd catch to 7,500 a
season, U of the dmgebetweanthis number and such larger
catch as in the opinion of the arbitrators might have been taken without an
undne diminotion of the seal herds.

The amount awarded, if any, in either cass shall be such as under all the

umstances is just and equﬁahh. and shall be promptly paid.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But what I want to get at now is
the actual difference between us on this question.

I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he has had his at-
tention called to page 162 of Senate Document No. 67, third ses-
sion of the Fifty-third Congress, in whichit was expressly
between those representing the British Government and the
American Government——

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I was coming to that.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That there was no claim for dam-
ages under the modus vivendi

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I am coming to that, and if I do not
make the statement fully and accurately before I conclude I hope
I will be corrected by my colleague [Mr. CANNON of Illinois], or
the gentleman from Mime [Mr, DINGLEY], or the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. HiTT].

Under that agreement either party had the right to offer proof
‘both as to prior to the date of the convention and damages
committed pending the arbitration. This provision now before
us ng;glieato the second class; thatis tosay, to damages committed
pending the arbitration.

By agreement between the agent of the United States, Mr.
Foster, and the representatives of Great Britain, the claim for
damages pending the arbitration was withdrawn, and no award
was made on that account. But either party had the right to
have the arbitrators settle %ﬁgsﬁons of fact as to matters prior to
the arbitration; and they to settle as a matter of fact the
geizure of some twenty vessels for which claims were alleged.
Mr. HITT. The actual number of vessels is eighteen. There

'ht of British sealers to

were twenty claims, it is true, but there were two vessels for
which claim was made twice.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. However, the list is given.

Mr. HITT. Thatiscorrect; twenty claims, but two being claims
for the same vessels, so that there are really only eighteen.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That is correct.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. These vessels sailed under the British
flag and were seized outside of the 8-mile limit, which covered
the jurisdiction of the American Government. It was, however,
expressly understood that the citizenship of the owners of the
vessels and the actual damage done should be left open for liti-
gation and settlement between the two contracting powers. So
that the only question left by the arbitrators is the assessment of

I beiieve that I have stated t]:tn;ienemlcase exactly. If not I will
gladly be corrected. The British minister filed claims amountin
to $542,000, reserving the privilege of filing additional claims, an
proposed to have them settled by a convention of arbitrators. Of
these claims, it is alleged that a certain amount, somewhat in
doubt, but I believe somewhere about $300,000, was for what is
called consequential damages.

Upon none of these claims hasinterest been added. So that we
were in this condition: There was a judgment against us, with
nothing left but the assessment of damages. There were claims
of $542,000, with interest from 1886 and various other dates, up
to 1889, I believe none later than 1890, so that the aver time
would be about the inning of January, 1888, and the right to
file additional claims of any amount.

Among these claims were many for false imprisonment and these
are still open to additional claims. The sum that was agreed upon
is $425,000. If we admit that this $300,000 is a disputed claim, and
thattheremnonewdaimswbeadded. it would stand that we
owe about $227,000, practically undisputed, on which we have to
calculate interest at seven years at 4 or 6 per cent; and when to
the amount so found we add the half of the amount in dispute, it
makes it, either at 4 or at 6 per cent, alarger sum than sum
agreed upon.

If ju t is obtained against us, under what seems to me to
be a e we can not well escape, it will be, with interest, over
three-quarters of a million dollars, for if we admitted through
Mr. Blaine that if is a proper rule by which damages should
assessed, a rule that we then admitted, and, representing a great
Government desiring to do justice and not to higgle upon small
matters, Idonot see now how we can raise that question over again,
We admitted, through the Secretary of State and the President
of the United States, that this was the rule when we had a chance
to win. It will hardly be becoming in us; now that we have lost,
to say that was not the proper rule; that ‘‘it wasa good rule when
we thought we were to win and you were to pay us money,
but it is a bad rule when we have lost and we are to pay you the
money.”

This will be a humiliating position in which to put our Govern-
ment, and for one I will not assume the responsibility of putting
my country in such a position, nor will I be a party thereto. Let
others do if they so please, and to have such judgment made
by arbitrators, and having arbitrators, will cost us not less than
$150,000, perhaps more, in addition. This Paris arbitration cost us
$224,000, and when we add the items together, the claims that are
beyond doubt just against us, a fair compromise as to the part that
is in dispute, the interest on the debts due, the expense of the arbi-
tration, we shall get off by this payment by a very much smaller
sum than in any other way. And,in additon to that, we settle at
once a matter that is a sore.

It seems to me that it is not a bad bargain. And upon broader

ounds, when we come to settle what we owe, when the money
1s to go to persons who have been wronged by us—becaunse, what-
ever the law may be in our judgment, we have submitted it to
the arbitrament of this tribunal and that guestion has been de-
cided, that we have wronged these people—it does not become us
to whine about it. It does not become us to go down to the tav-
ern and denounce the judge, as litigants sometimes do who lose
and have no appeal. Our duty and our pleasure ought to be in a
spirit of international courtesy and general fairness, having reached
a conclusion that is not in itself a very bad one, to settle this mat-
ter and wipe it off the books and remove it as a matter of disa-
greement between Great Britain and this nation, That seems to
me to be the best solution of the question,

Ireserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should be glad to be reminded by
the Chair when I have occupied fifteen minutes. °

As to $425,000, the amount sought to be appropriated for the
payment of damages in the amendment under an agreement be-
tween our Secretary of State and the British Government, I am
not concerned for the amount involved, unless its payment re-

verses a principle that has been established heretofore. But, rec-
ollecting the proximity of the magnificent territory kmown as
British America and and her coast line,and that great
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commercial nation, Great Britain, and our growing population
and commerce—recollecting all this, it becomes important in the

yment of damages, whether the amount be §1 or $425,000 or
ROO0,000, to inquire as o the basis upon which we pay such dam-

o8,
agWe can get along if we vote the money out of the Treasury
after having been overreached as to the amount of damages; but
we can not get along if we, upon a record submitted to the House
and Senate by the State Department, pay the damages contrary
to the well-settled principles of international law in the assessment
of damages. -

All understand that a treaty was made submitting questions of
difference between Great Britain and the United States touching
the Bering Sea to arbitration. The arbitrators met at Paris, fully
oonsidereg the question, and, as the ﬁnﬂeman from Kentucky
says, found substantially every point that was submitted against
the United States. Well, that is pretty nearly true, so that I will
nof stop to criticise. .

The question of the assessment of damages, or of the citizen-
ship of the claimants, was not submitted under the treaty nor de-
termined in the award. Itis so expressly stated. I hold in my
hand Senate Executive Document transmitted by the Secretary of
State February 11, 1805, which contains matters necessary to
gnable the House to understand the facts touching our liability

or damages in the premises.

Now, here is what the arbitrators said, nothing more and noth-
ing less, touching damages—well, I thought I could turn to the
exact words.

Mr. HITT. I have the exact words. (Reading):

1. That the several searches and seizures, whether of ships or goods, and
the several arrests of masters and crews, respectively mentioned in the
schedule to the British case, 1 to 60, inclusive, were made by the an-
thority of the United States Government. The questions as to the value of
the said vessels or their contents, or either of them and the question as to
whether the vessels mentioned in the schedule to the British case, or any of

them, were wholly or in part the actual property of citizens of the United
States, have beens;rithdmwn from and h.g)\ra not considered by the tri-
That is the tribunal.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes.
Mr. HITT (reading):

It being understood that it is ogem to the United States to raise these ques-
tions or any of them, if think fit, in any future negotiations as to the lia-
bility of the United States Government to pay the amounts mentioned in the

ule to the British case.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is the extract, and I thank the
gentleman for reading it.

Now, then, the only matters that were found in that award were
that there were 18 vessels that the United States seized or warned
out of Bering Sea, and that the claim was that they were owned
by British subjects. The seizure and warning out were acknowl-

ged; the damages and the citizenship were contested and in no
way settled. That is all there is of it. Ah, but says the gentle-
man from Kentucky, there was an agreement by the modus of
1892 that made usliable for speculative damages. I call attention
to this same executive document, on page 162, by which it ap-

that before the tribunal Sir Charles Russell upon the one
m and Mr. Phelps :)?on the other agreed that all questions of
damages under the modus of 1802 weremutually waived and that
was solemnly entered of record.

I will not take time to read it. Ican see that the gentleman
from Kentucky, in the hasty reading of this large document, did
not notice the mutual waiver of the two Governments. Now, that
is all I want to say about that.

‘What are the facts? Just a minute. Ifind in this document,
House Executive Document No. 132, third session Fifty-third Con-
gress (and it is also in the Senate document), a statement given
of the claims that I have been talking about. The larger part of
the d catch,” “ estimated catch,”
of seals and all that kind of thing. Damages that are speculative,
uncertain—how much? I have the statement here, which was
carefully prepared from all the documents. The British claims
amount to $542,000; speculative damages, $283,000, leaving the
only damages claimed we are subject to pay, $258,000, provided
we concede that every vessel was owned by British subjects.

Mr. DALZELL. ow much is that?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Two hundred and fifty-eight thou-
sand. I hold in my hand a copy of the Geneva award made after
the close of our civil war, when we made our treaty with Great
Britain, We submitted there certain questions touching the
matters of difference between the two countries, including the
amount of damages sustained by the United States. Gentlemen
recollect about it. Let me read an extract from the award:

And whereas ve d: 88 CAN T ly be made subject of
compensation, inasmmmr\;ecchﬂus t.h:;ngg d in tﬂi?ﬁ?ﬁl}& on future njnd un-

certain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of on that there isno
ground for awarding to the United Btates any sum by way of indemnity

under this head.
notwithstand-

‘We grumbled, but we did not the
ing thatthe prospective damages, ﬁaatllowed, would have amounted

claimed is for “‘e

to many millions of dollars; but the principle of law was settled
against us. 'We submitted. Now we have to p%g damages for
seizing British sealing vessels in Bering Sea. e can not be

called upon to pay prospective damﬁes
Mr, ISI(J'C}K]Eig'ofl:| Mississippi. Will the gentleman state, for the
information of the House, the exact amount of the actual

found by the arbitrators, and the amount of the speculative dam-

ages?

Mr. CANNON of Tlinois. Not acent. That never was sub-
miftted to them. The only question that wassubmitted to them—
and it so stated time and time again—was this: Did the United
States seize or exclude those 18 vessels? Thatis all. After we
were cast in this arbitration the British minister appealed to our
Secretary of State for the appointment of a commission to settle

the damages, and our Secretary of State, so far as \:1']) upon
the face of the documents, prompﬂg said: ¢ i LEW you
$425,000, subject to appropriation by Congress;” and, Mr. Chair-

man, if I did not fear that it would offend the fine sense of diplo-
matic propriety of the distinguished chairman of the Committee
on Foreign irs, I would say that the British minister and the
British Government jumped at the proposition like a duck for a
June bug. ughter. ]

Mr. S S. Will the gentleman tell the committee whether
he favors this nﬁpropriaﬁon, or is opposed to it?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am against it. I do not want to
pay one dollar or one cent of it until the amount of actual (not
prospective) damages is ascertained.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iunderstand the gentleman to
say that he is o to payh;g $425,000, or one dollar of it?

. CANNON of Illinois. es; I am at this time.

Mr. McCCREARY of Kenftucky. Then I desire to ask the gen-
tleman how we are to get around paying damages under the trea:
f?rnd agx_;eement by which we subm.ittu{ certain questions to arbi-

ation

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Chairman, see how plain a
story shall put that question down.
tOMr. McCEEARY of Rentucky. Iwouldlike to havean answer

it. :

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwill answer you, and it will take
but a minute to doit. There is no admission anywhere by the
United States Government that any single one of t 18 vessels
was owned by British subjects. On the contrary, our agent, Mr.
Foster, when the award was transmitted to the Secretary of State,
transmifted a letter (to be found on page 164 of the Senate execu-
tive document) setting out the facts.

What were the facts? That there was proof in the counter case,
taken by our district attorney and otherwise, and especially in
executive documents, that the great majority of these vessels
were owned by American citizens and not by British subjects. I
have the counter case here, but I will not take time to read it. I
will say, however, that the most that can be fairly conceded, as to
the amount of damages we shounld pay, as we can gather from the
imperfect evidence, would be $81,000, and if we add interest, it
would amount only to $103,000, and it is not at all certain that
claimants are entitled to that much.

It took a searching resolution from the Senate before we counld
get these papers, and now that we have them why is it, I ask, that
Mr. Foster's statement of facts was not considered by the Secre-
tary of State? Why is it that the counterclaim and the award
which set out the facts touching the findings were ignored?

Mr. TERRY. Did the arbitrators award any damages at all

against the United States?
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not a cent. They had no power to
doit. Ah, but says the gentleman from Kentucky—and he is

forced to that position—they were entitled to damages under the
agreement of 1892, That is not correct. I have already called
attention to that point.

Mr. COX. As I understand, the questions as to dama,
expressly reserved, and afterwards the negotiations r
Liability on the lgart- of the United States to pay 000.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is Secre ham’s agree-
ment with Great Britain, subject to appropriation by Congress;
but there isno treaty, there is no law, there is no a.ﬁ'raement, there
is nothing that legally or morally binds the United States to pay

one cent of those ros%u:ﬁve damages.
. How did the Secretary compute the actual

Wwere
tedin a

Ir. DOLLIVE
damages?
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How did he compute them? On
that he is silent as the grave. He said to Great Britain, *I will

give you a 1mugﬂsu.m," and that lnmp sum, as I have shown and
can show, is substantially $200,000 more than they were entitled
to recover unless we should concede them speculative damages,
saying nothing about the open question as to the ownership of the
vessels. Now, the largest claimant is a man named Cooper, who
liveson the Pacific Coast, a blacksmith, I believe, a brother-in-
law of Warren, an American citizen, who had these vessels. He
gave a man named Boscowits a mortgage on them. Boscowits
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claims to be an American citizen. Cooper comes in and swears
that he bought the whole outfit for $1, and says that he has no
interest in it and does not know what it is all about; that he paid
no attention to it. Cooper is a British subject, and I say that in
my i')'clxlcllgment we can not afford to make this appropriation and
establish this precedent.

Mr. COX. How is the amount of $425,000 arrived at?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In the claim for these 18 vessels the
damages are put at $542,000. The United States admitted, and
that was all there was power to it under the submission,
that those vessels were either seized or warned out.

Now, the damage claimed, the great majority of it **estimated
catch” and purely speculative, amounts to more than the other
damages, and the Secretary of State agrees, subject to appropria-
tion by Congress, to Slay this lnmp sum of $425,000. r

Mr. COX. Now, there is the point. Where is the basis of his
agreement?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, my dear friend, * ask me some-
thing easy.” When you come to hunt for a basis for the policy
r.ouc%.ing our foreign affairs you must find some more industrions
man than I am or those I know of. I donot believe the Secretary
of State himself can answer your question. [Laughter.] Thatis
all I desire to say at present.

Mr. BREC GE. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER].
Mr. HOO. of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have listened

to the arguments made in opposition to the recommendation of
the Secretary of State that this appropriation of $425,000 be in-
serted in this bill as settlement of the matters in controversy
which were considered by the arbitrators appointed on the part of
the Government of the United States and the arbitrators on the
part of the British Government. They found that there had Been
as many as 18 vessels seized in the Bering Sea, outside of the
8-mile limit, in which the jurisdiction of the United States at-
tached; and they found further that the claim which had been
set up at one time by our then Secretary of State that the Bering
Sea was a mare clausum, as it is termed in the law, and that
when the purchase was made by the United States of this terri-
tory containing the seals and the adjacent waters it embraced
this sea—it found that that claim was not well founded.

‘We had an arbitration, the arbitrators being agpointed on the
one side by the President of the United States, under the advice of
of the then Secre of State, the late distingnished James G.
Blaine, and on the other side by the home Government of Great
Britain. The question was submitted to them whether or not
there had been any damages committed by the United States upon
the vessels and property of citizens of Great Britain. The arbi-
trators found the fact—and it is conceded by the gentleman from
Tllinois [Mr. CANNON], and will not be denied by anybody, becanse
the reports to this House and the Senate establish it beyond ques-
tion—that under the instructions from our Government our cruis-
ers seized in the Bering Sea 18 vessels, of all which the captains
and crews were claimed to be British subjects. It is true that
while the arbitration was going on it was agreed between the ar-
bitrators negotiating for both the Government of the United
States and the Government of Great Britain that they would leave
out of consideration the question of the value of the contents of
the vessels and the question of the value of the catch which they
were prevented from making.

Now, it was claimed by the British Government that these vessels
and their ctg:]be&;ta were wocll'th 554%‘21,:310, legving out what izi;a.ﬂig
consequen mages and spec ve damages, amounting
nearly $300,000 more, which it was agreed between the arbitrators
should not be considered, they confining themselves to the ascer-
tainment of the facts as to how many vessels were captured or
warned out of the Bering Sea and the question what was the value
of those vessels and what was their ownership.

Mr., TERRY. What became of the vessels?

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. They were captured or warned

out.

Mr. TERRY. Were they turned over to their owners after-
wards?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Some were seized and some were sim-
ply warned out.

ilr. TERRY. Were any finally retained by the United States?

Mr, HITT. A part of them were taken into Pitcairn and con-
demned under admiralty proceedings.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Yes; a part of them were con-
demned in the admiralty courts; those that were warned off, as a
matter of course, simply obeyed the warning and ceased their dep-
redations,

Now, the difference between the Alabama case alluded to by
the gentleman from Illinois and this case is that the Alabama
tribunal considered with reference to matters that had already
been’ accomplished, which were, as the French say, un fait ac-
coallf]i. The thing was settled up, as to that,

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield to the gentleman two minutes
more,

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The tribunal said with reference
to that, * We will ascertain what were the actnal damages, but we
will not go into the question of speculative damages.” Now, the
difference between the Alabama case and this case in that respect
is that these vessels were equipped in Canadian waters and were
sent to the Bering Sea to prosecute the seizure of the seals. A
large expense had been incurred by the owners of the vessels in
equipping them, fitting them up, and sailing them to the Bering
Sea. It wasa %uestion, therefore, as to what amount of damages
was sustained by these people who were then prosecuting what
was conceded by both parties to the arbitration to be a lawiul act;
and if it was a lawful act the necessary consequence was that the
Government of the United States was responsible for whatever
damages accrued.

Now, it is conceded that if you should establish another com-
mission—the former commission having cost the United States, as
I am reminded by my friend from Kentucky, $240,000—if you
propose now the appointment of another commission under the
agreement that the question of damages and the question of owner-
ship shall be considered, and if that commission should consider
alone the question of the actual value of the vessels condemned by
the admiralty courts and the actual injuries sustained by the cap-
tains and crews of those vessels, many of whom were imprisoned
by the decrees of the courts of the United States and suffered im-
prisonment for a long while—if all these questions are to be con-
sidered, it is not improbable that the damages will amount to a
million dollars.

I ask, then, has not the present Secretary of State, Mr, Gresham,
acted wisely and well, considering the extent of the findings of
the arbitrators and the admitted liability of the United States for
the damages, that after this consideration he could succeed in
having accepted $425,000 to cover the whole claim rather than
again to open up the enormouns expense involved in the -
ings of a commission, with the possible result of a largely in-
creased award against the Government of the United States, and
especially in view of the fact that we admit for damages the
United States Government is liable?

Here the hammer fell. ]
. CANNON of Illinois. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON].

Mr. ERSON of Towa. Mr. Chairman, let us distinetly
understand what the claim is that is involved in this discussion.
The first claim put in by the British Government, resenting
these shipowners, was for the sum of $439,171. S;egsequentl
they filed an amended claim bringing the amount up to$542,189.2£
The Secretary of State, not having any hint or request from the
British Government, made a proposition to settle the question of
es by the payment of §425,000, and that, too, in face of the

t the original treaty provided a way for arriving at the
damages, if any, which the Government of the United States
would be liable for. Ignoring that treaty providing for such a
commission, this proposition to pay $425,000 was made by the rep-
resentative of our Government to the British Government, and
we were not allowed to sleep over night before it was accepted,
and the United States Government was congratulated on the
prompt settlement of the matter.

Mr. Chairman, one of the very best equipped men in regard to
foreign questions in this or perhaps in any other country is the
Hon.John W. Foster, who was our attorney or counsel in connec-
tion with this ing Sea matter. After the action of the com-
mission at Paris he felt it to be his duty to write to his Govern-
ment and say that of the $439,171 claimed by the British Govern-
ment there was $357,353 wholly without any basis of right or any
legal claim against the Federal Government, leaving only open to
discussion, on the claim presented by the British Government
itself, the sum of $81,818; and yet, in the face of this declaration
by a representative of our Government, our chosen counsel, and
one whom foreign govern.ments send for to shed the light of his
large knowledge of international law on their diplomatic ques-
tions, the sum of $425,000 is coolly offered to the British Govern-
ment in settlement of the claim,

One thing must not be forgotten in this connection. No United
States citizen is entitled to one dollar of damages; but yet Mr.
Foster tells his Government, in the discharge of his duty, that 10
of the ships for which damages are claimed were owned in whole
or in part, and mostly in whole, by citizens of the United States
sailing under the British and engaged in this sealing business.

For one, Mr. Chairman, I want a commission to probe this
whole question to the bottom before we dump half a million dol-
lars, most of it to go into the pockets of citizens of our own coun-
try sneaking under the British flag to raid the Bering Sea.

c

fact

ut let us look for a moment at the nature of thejr prospective
laims. This is a most extraordinary collection. Here is a vessel,
for instance, claimed to be worth $4,000 under the British state-
ment, where the claim for prospective damages, that is the catch
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of seals that they hoped to have obtained if they had been allowed
to toy with the seal, is §16,667. A mighty good investment for a
$4,000 vessel to bring such wonderful dividends in its operation
in a very short period. Here is another ship worth $6,000, and
put in for prospective damages for seals they hoped to catch at
the same sum, $16,667. Another, again for $4,000, claiming the
same amount. And here is one ship, the Sayward, puts in a nice
little claim for attornmey’s fees and court expenses of $62,847.12.
And so on. Here is another vessel estimated to be worth $8,000,
and they claim over $17,000 prospective damages; another worth
$12,000, where they claim $24,750; another one worth $7,000, for
which they ask $15,000, and so on to the end of the list.

Now, this is not a matter to turn on the mere question of dol-
lars and cents. We are not in such a hurry in these times of a
depressed Treasury as to justify us in dumping a half million dol-
lars into British pockets and to certain American citizens sailing
under the British flag, especially in view of the fact that we have
thousands of our own American citizens whose claims have been

ding in the Departments for years, many in judgment, which
E:?re not been paid, and who have been knocking at the doors of
Congress for long and weary years to get their pay. I sayinsuch
a condition we ought not to be in any such h to dump this
$425,000 into the coffers of Great Britain, especially when we have
high authority for the statement that the claims, the bulk of them,
are unwarranted and unjust. In the Geneva award the rule was
jndicated against us, but Great Britain now wants to turn the
e that we could not get the benefit of into her own favor, and
we are asked to take a run and jump over a ten-rail stake-and-
rider fence to pay this amount at the first summons from them!

Let us have the commission provided for in the treaty. Let us
probe this matter to the bottom, and if we have any English-Amer-
icans t;ryir:‘ito filch money out of our pockets by way of England,
let us put them on the rack and find out where they belong. VBAh;}
plause.] I can not comprehend the reason for this haste. Y,
the Treasury must be more plethoric than is shown by any glow-
ing statement that has yet been made in respect to it. They do
not know what to do with the money when they are thus anxious
to benefit Great Britain and meakinﬁ Americans.

Now, I have kindly feelings toward Great Britain, and yet I am
not so hopelessly in love with her that I will forget my first duty
to my own fireside in this country. She always looks out for num-
ber one, and she knows how to do it, too, but, for God’s sake, let
us teach the British lion that the American eagle knows some-
'E;Dg’ too, and is not in a hurry to vacate her perch where she

ongs.

Not one good argument has been offered in committee by the
State Department or on the floor of this House why we should
not follow the course indicated in the treaty and have a commis-
sion to thoroughly probe and test these questions. Thatis all that
I have time to say, for I want my friend from Illinois [Mr. HiTT],
who is still more familiar with this question, to have time to
upon this important matter. .

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Ken-
tucky will occupy some time now. How much time have I re-
maining, Mr. Chairman?

ThengHAIRMAN . The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]
has twenty-five minutes remainin(f.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman
from Kentuc A&hgr. McCREARY. ]

Mr. McCR Y of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the brief
time allowed me I can not discuss this important amendment as
fully as I desire. The amendment iz very important. It provides
for the payment to the Government of Great Britain, according
to the agreement reached by the exchange of notes of August 21,
1894, in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the
United States growing out of the controversy between the two
Governments as to the fur seals in Bering Sea under the award
and findings of the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, $425,000.

We are confronted with two propositions. We must accept one
or the other, under a treaty obligation. We have either to agree
to pas the lump sum of $425,000, the amount agreed u}l):)n by Sir
Julian Pauncefote, the British ambassador, and the honorable
Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, or refer the matters in dispute
to a joint commission.

I have no hesitation in saying at the ountstart that I am in favor
of paying the sum of $425,000. I regret that we have been placed
in an attitude where we have to pay this amount; but the gentle-
men on the other side of this House can not claim that we caused
the existing situation. It grows out of the arbitration agreed to
by the last Republican Agu'nistration-—Mr. Blaine on one side
and the British ambassador on the other. Now, let nslook briefly
at the situation. In 1867 the United States Government acwred
the Territory of Alaska by paying the sum of $7,200,000. hen
we acquired Alaska we acquired also the Pribilof Islands, called
St. Paul and 8t. George, where were seal rookeries. In 1870, a
little over two years after we acquired Alaska, we leased our prop-
erty for a large amount of money; so that from 1870 down to 1890
we realized nearly one-half the amount paid for Alaska.

In 1886 Canadian intrusion began, and from 1886 it grew worse,
and thousands of seals were slaughtered ﬂleii‘eu and without an-
thority. It was believed to be proper, in t dministration of
Mr. Harrison, that these questions should be submitted to arbitra-
tion, and a treaty was made providing for arbitration. The ar-
bitrators were two gentlemen ap%)inted by the President of the
United States, two appointed by Her Britannic Majesty, one by
the President of the French Republic, one by the King of Italy,
and one by the King of Sweden and Norway. The arbitrators
were in session for months, and five important g;):nts were sub-
mitted tothem, on each of which they rendered a distinct decision,
and each decision was against the United States. As the gentle-
man from Maine [Mr. DixcLEY] well said, the Paris arbitration
was a flat failure, so far as the United States were concerned. I
now read from the award of the Paris Tribunal of Arbitration to
show why damages are claimed against the United States:

And whereas by article 8 of the said treaty, after reciting that the high
contractin rties found themselves unable to agree u a reference
which shot%ltf?nclude the question of the ]:Tabi]itg of each for the injuries al-
1e to have been sustained by the other, or by its citizens, in connection
with the claims presented and ur, by if, and that ‘' they were solicitous
that this subordinate question should not interrupt or lqnﬁer delay the sub-
mission and determination of the main questions,” the contracting par-
ties ﬁmeﬂ. that *either of them might submit to the arbitrators any ques-
tion of fact involved in said claims and ask for a finding thereon, the question
of the liability of either Government upon the facts found to be the subject
of further negotiation.”

It has been ascertained, according to the report of the Secretary
of State, which I now have before me, and which he furnishes
this House, with a memorandum of additions and amendments
made since the original presentation of the list of British claims
for compensation for the seizure of British sealing vessels in
the Bering Sea, that 18 British vessels were seized. The whole
amount of the claim, as set forth in this report, is $542,169.26. But
after negotiations between Sir Julian Pauncefote and the Secre-
tary of State it was agreed that Great Britain should receive $425,-
000 in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the
United States growing out of the controversy between the two
Governments as to fur seals in Bering Sea under the award and
findings of the Paris Tribunal.

So that now we must determine whether we will send this to a
joint commission or whether we will pay this lump sum, as it is
called, of $425,000. Mr. Chairman, we all know the history of
joint commissions. When these matters are referred to a joint
commission the commissioners will have to be appointed and paid
a large annual salary; witnesses will have to be summoned;
lengthy investigations will be made; the United States will have
to be represented by attorneys, and, in my opinion, if a joint com-
mission is appointed to adjust and settle the damages the amount
paid b%the nited States will be nearer $800,000 than $425,000.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Perhaps a million.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My friend on my right says
perhaps a million, and I agree with him. The arbitratorsin Paris
refused to specify how much should be paid by the United States,
but declare that the amount of money must be settled by mutual
agreement between the United States and Great Britain, or by
the decision of a joint commission.

. Chairman, if there is a joint commission there will be
claims for the seizure of 18 British sealing schooners in the open
waters of Bering Sea and the confiscation of their cargoes of seal

ns.

There will be claims of many British sealing schooners which
were warned out of Bering Sea as soon as our cruisers could get
there and do so after the publication of the first modus vivendi, of
June 15, 1891.

There will be claims also of officers and crews who were cap-
tured with their vessels in 1886 and 1887 and sent to Sitka.

These last-named claims were not considered by the British
ambassador and the Secre of State in the settlement agreed
upon by them, and they will be shut out if Congress will accept
the recommendation of the President and Secre of State, and
settle all demands for damages by appropriating ,000.

I believe the members of this House who have examined this
important amendment to the general deficiency bill now under
consideration and the reasons which have caused it to be offered
will agree with me that it is to the interest of our Government to
ratify the settlement which has been made and pay $425,000 to
the British Government. There should be immediate action.
There should be no postponement until nextsession, as has been
suggested. Promptness in the payment of the claims as agreed
to will be in the line of economy, justice,and honor.

Here the hammer fell.]
. CANNON of Illincis. I yield twenty minutes to my col-
league [Mr. HrrT].

Mr. T. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation asked for here, of
$425,000 for damages to British subjects who were prevented from
catching seals in ing Sea, to be paid to Great Britain, and by
that Giovernment to be paid over to claimants, is in part for

ssly exaggerated claims, in for a mass of fiction, pure
ction of imaginary seal cat: added to these exaggerated
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claims, and in Eart for outright frauds, pretended claims of
British subjects, but really belonging to American citizens, who
should be punished for violating their country’s laws, not paid.
That is in brief the nature of these claims. The whole amount of
the claims added together is $542,000. The President has proposed
to pay $425,000 to settle them in a lump sum, without examina-
tion. That would give every claimant four-fifths of all his claim—
a vast sum to pay for fictions and frauds! The men who were

conducting these Bering Sea seal-fishing ventures, instead of
being. as both gentlemen who have advocated this amendment
have stated, ¢ in a lawful occupation” were, in fact, as

to more than these cIaims(,)fAénarican citizens unlawfully en-
gaged in transgressing an act ongress which prohibited seal-
ing in Bering Sea—a law absolutely binding ugon them. We
may be liable for actnal dama to a British subject since the
decision of the Paris Tribunal of Arbitration that we have no
jurisdiction outside of the 3-mile limit, if we seize or warn him
off from sealing there; but not so with Americans, for they are
subject to our law, and we had a law forbidding sealing in those
waters. Instead of being entitied to mone ey should have
been arrested and fined. ey are only entitled to punishment.
They should go, not to the Treasury, but to jail.

t are these claims? There were 18 ships went to catch
seals in Berin%Sea, which it is agreed on both sides were seized
or warned off by the United States cruisers. They are all claimed
to have been owned by British subjects. Claims for two other
ships have been added since, making 20 in all. As a matter of
truth, 10 of these ships were owned by Americans. The real
owners knew if they sent those ships into Bering Sea it was a
violation of the laws of Con forbidding seal fishing there, and
these laws were the laws of their country, from whose penalties
they could not escape if known. So these owners put forward
Canadians, British subjects, to conduct the work. How did the
do it? Take one, the first one, Boscowitz. A man named J osepﬂ
Boscowitz, a rich man, an American citizen, as he stated to our
Consul Myers at Victoria and Mr. T. T.Williams in San Francisco,
made a partnership with a Captain Warren, a British subject,
who was skilled in this business or craft, and lent him money to pay
for hig half of the vessels and ventures. So that Warren, who
had no capital, was only nominally interested as half owner. The
loans were secured to Boscowitz by mortgage on the vessels.

He lent Warren money at such a high rate of interest that it
took all the profits, leaving Warren nothing for the work. Then
‘Warren became insolvent and Boscowitz closed down on him with
his mortgages. But Boscowitz did not want the ghips back in his
own name. What then happened? They gotablacgmithnmned
Thomas H. Cooper, a Bri subject living in San Francisco.a
brother-in-law of Warren, to go up to Victoria, and when the
sheriff sold off the whole fleet on the mortgages this blacksmith
bought it all in for $1, and immediately executed mort on
the ships at high figures to Boscowitz, and he has thus the
real owner. witz and Warren were there when this man
Cooper bought the ships. The man did not even know the num-
ber or names of the ships when he gave his testimony.

H‘?nﬂ?ﬁ?ﬁd thatdhﬁ r_ing::i 1:3{ ttd:le dollar, bu(il: told Warren to
pay it for him; and he si e papers and mortgages pre-
sented to him by Boscomg;.

Now, then, this- man, Thomas H. Cooper, appears among the
claimaints as an injured British subject, demanding $225,000 dam-
ages for the seizure of these ships which really belonged to Bos-
cowitz. That is the way our Government is p“fv(rjl{)osed to be plun-
dered for a law-breaking American citizen. en you vote this
and it is handed over to Sir Julian Pauncefote, whose action is

urely ministerial and functional, is it to go, to the amount of

our- of $225,000, to Thomas H. Cooper, the British subject
who served as the man of straw in this fraud, and who testifies
that he has no interest whatever in it?

He a s in the list as the claimant for and owner of the
Grace, for which $38,142.57 is claimed; the Anna Beck, a steamer
schooner, for which the claim is $27,863.04; the Dolphin, $40,201.50,
and the Sayward, $118,957.12. There is a marvel, that little ship
Sayward, with its wonderful bill—a soaring stretch of imagina-
tion distancing all rivalry. She was registered by the owners at
the customs office in Victoria as having not quite 60 tons. Af
$39.72 valnation per ton her actual value was §2,647.50. On that
narrow basis this vast inflation of all sorts of multiplied and ficti-
tious items is piled up into a claim for $118,000, apparently to go
to Thomas H. %ooper, who swears that he had noi‘gmg to do with
it at all, except to lend his name to this American Boscowitz in
order to carry on a fraud, violate our laws, and deplete our Treas-
ury by a claim sent around in this way through the British Gov-
ernment.

Mr. COX. Have you that testimony?

Mr. HITT. I have Mr. Cooper’s evidence here. Do you want
to hear it?

Mr. COX. I would like to hear it.

Mr. HITT. Itislong, and I will not read all of it.

My name is Thomas Coﬁr: age, 56; residence, northeast corner of Laurel
and SBacramento streets, Francisco; occupation, ksmith; resident of
Ban Francisco thirty-three years.
2: %.ro gigu an American citizen?
o,

3._ Y{?’l:.t have been the owner of several vessels which have been engaged in

A. Xgas, sir; they are in my name, [ presume.
g. ‘What were the vasscls{)r which you were the owner?

. To tell youn the truth I know very little about them. They were sold at
sheriff’s sale up there and I bought them for §l. I was advised to doso by
Captain Warren.

. Up where?

. Up in Victoria.

i at were the names of the vessels?
5r:’hG.,‘?:‘[tx'tmll.lr:‘' ¥ could not tell. There was the Sayward, and one was called the

1.
[Laughter.]
The man did not know the names of his own vessels!
g Mir;l: MchREARY of Kentucky. What is the gentleman read-
in om?

. HITT. Iam reading from the Counter case of the United
States, ﬁge 321 of the proceedings before the Tribunal of Arbitra-
tion at Paris.

2. Can you give the names of the other vessels?
. I ean not give the names.
g. Would you know them if they were repeated to you?
. Yes, sir; I would—know—some—of them.
[Laughter.]
This is the claimant for §225,000! He thinks he would know
the names of some of his vessels. [Laughter.]
. The Anna Beck?
. Yes, sir.
2. The Dolphin?

. Yes, sir.

S‘ %‘hn Grace or Graceyf

[Laughter.]
That was the best knowledge that this British subject
Eropert has suffered such injtuz at our hands, had of
u.nd_reg and twenty-five thousand dollar fleet!
2. Will you state how youn came to purchase these vessels?
. By the advice of my brother-in-law, Captain Warren. He was to manage
H;em, He had my power of attorney to manage them, and he kmows all about
em.
. And you paid 81 for them?
2. No, s{r; I d §1 for the whole lot.
Q. For the whole lot¥

A. Ithink so.
‘Was thisman a British subject?

Mr. HUDSON.
Mr. HITT. He was a British subject. That is why they were

put in his name, in order to facilitate this fraud.

g. How many vessels did you purchase for §1? > 2
. I can fiot tell you; I bought them all.

[Laughter.]
This man bought a fleet, and did not even know the number of
vessels in it! Just before that he was asked:

2. ‘When you made the purchase they were sold under the mortgage?
. 1 believe so.
2. Who held the mm'tgnﬁe?

. A man by the name of Boscowitz.

This man Boscowitz was an American citizen. All of the wit-
nesses testify that he is a well-known American citizen.
He is the real owner of the vessels.

g‘. Did you buy these vessels for yourself?
I was advised to buy them by Captain Warren and he was to manage
them, and I have paid very little attention to them.
2. Did you Ha)' the dollar?
. Yes, sir; I anthorized him to do it. I was not there.
[Laughter.] a
Q. Subsequent to the purchase of these vessels did Boscowitz hold a mort-
on them?
. I believe s0.
. For the full value?
. I conld not tell you that. I really do not kmow whether it was a dollar
or a million dollars.

[Laughter. ]

g. Did you give the mortgage to him?
. I believe I renewed the mongng I know I gigned a lot d&pﬁm )
was so little interested that I do not know what I ed exactly. ey Wera
both there, and they told me it was a matter of form and 1 would not be
troubled mng more.
g. %oﬂ ‘Li just as they directed you to do?

. Exactly.
. You ha!é no interest in them whatever?
. No, sir; none.
Q. You have no interest in the vessels now?
. No,sir. -
, None at all?

Only they are in my name, and I was told to keep them in my name.
2. You have never Palcyi any money for the management of those vessels?

No, sir.
. Did you ever receive any remuneration from the earnings of those ves-

whose
i:.in two

BOBO

. No, sir.
. Who was the holder of the mortgage?
S. It must bave been Boscowitz.
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Q. Was there any arrangement that you know of between Mr. Warren and

Mr. Boscowitz as to these vessels?

& h'g I do not know the least thing about it in that respect. I simply signed
papers.

Q. Do you know nnP'thing about a claim being put in for you against the
Goveil-q,nmept of the United States?
. No, sir.

BaxM.}'. COX. How did those vessels happen to be sold at sheriff’s
o7

Mr. HITT. Ihaveexplainedthat. Boscowitz wentinto a pre-
tended partnership with Warren, who had no money. He lent
Warren the money to take his share in the partnership, and
charged him such high interest that Warren became insolvent
and was sold out. Then, when Warren was sold out, this man
Cooper was brought on to buy the vesselsin, and after he bought
them in he mortﬁaged them for more than they were worth to
Boscowitz, who thus held them still.

Mr. COX. Is this man Cooper a claimant?

Mr. HITT. He is the claimant. He is the British lion that is
roaring at us—this man who paid $1 for a fleet of vessels, or
rather let someone else pay it for him. [Laughter.] Now, Mr.
Chairman, this affidavif is long, and I can not read it all; but I
have read enough to show its character. This British subject
told the truth right through. He admitted that he was a mere
man of straw, and that Boscowitz, who is an American ecitizen,
owned the whole fleet, had been operating the vessels all summer,
and had taken him into the business in order that he might with
impunity violate our laws, escape Eu.niahment, and lay the fonnda-
tion for a fraudulent claim, which he hoped to }'fet throngh the
State Department, though probably at the time he did not think
that it would ever come for criticism before Con :

Mr. HUNTER. Who were the commission that allowed this

Mr. HITT. It never has been allowed.

Mr. HUNTER. Who audited it?

Mr. HITT. It never has beenaundited. It has simply been pre-
sented with others to our Government. These claims were pre-
sented before the Paris Tribunal but no action taken, withdrawn,
and last summer presented to our Government here, in all 8542 -
000. The President directed the Secretary of State to offer alump
sum of $425,000, or four-fifths of all claimed. The lump sum isso
near the whole amount of this exorbitant claim that the State De-
partment seems to have been making a desperate effort to main-
tain the parity between claims and payments. [Laughter. |

The whole amount claimed is $542,000, of which, according to
the best information and according to the testimony, Americansare
the real parties in interest for $360,000. I ask gentlemen to bear
in mind those figures. I repeat it, the testimony which has been
printed in the apgendix to the counter case of the United States,
and will be found in the printed papers which were before the
Paris Tribunal of Arbitration, shows that of the $542,000 Americans
have £360,000. A. J. Bechtel was the real owner of the big claim
for the Carolina, $24,313, and the two claims for the Puthfinder,
for which claim was made in the name of Munsio & Carne, amount-
ing altogether to $55,000. He is an American citizen, residing in
San Francisco. Then there is A. Frank, who was a partner of
Gutman, and his claim was put in Gutman’s name; but Gutman
has been long dead, and A. Frank really owns it. Their relations
were like those of Boscowitz and Warren, which I have just ex-
plained. The same was played in this case as in the others.
. Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. en was the arbitration author-

Mr. HITT. There has been no arbitration on this matter; this
is simply a claim which has been presented. The Black Diamond
was a i case—a claim in the name of Gutman, a British
subject, but A. Frank is the real party in interest. Then comes
his claim for the Alfred Adams, $20,433. That ship comes in agai
as the Lily under an alias like a thief and makes a second m
for $17,185. That makes over 855,000 for Frank. Foot them all
up and they make $360,000 which will to American citizens
out of §542,000. If this passes they will all get from the State
Department, through the British Government, their ratio or
founr-fifths of their claims. That would leave $182,000 claimed b
persons who have not been shown thus far to be other than Briti
claimants.

Now, as to the character of these claims, what are they? The
great mass is substantially made up of claims for seal skins that
they did not cateh, for earnings they did not earn, for probable or
estimated catch. I mentioned that ship Sayward, her true value,
§2,647.50; Srobarble catch, §19,250, and then a long list of swellin;
details and enormous sums for this little tub, making a claim o%
$118,057.12. *‘But one-half pennyworth of bread to this intoler-
able deal of sack.” [Laughter.]

Mr. COX. Has the gentleman made an analysis showing what
portion of the claims under this bill are the elaims of American
citizens assuming to sail as British subjects?

Mr. E.ITT is bill does not distingnish them. But if $425,-
000 is paid they will all receive their proportion pro rata.

The ! detailed 1

proportion of the Americans wonld be as 360 to 542, and the pro-
portion of the British would be as 182 to 542,

But the claim itself is bad, is exaggerated, is inflated with ele-
ments that ought to be wholly rejected. It is wrong; it is rotten.

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Allof it?

Mr. HITT. No; there is a just claim at bottom for the real
values actually lost by genuine British claimants. I will state
the facts fairly. Estimated or prospective earnings ought not to
be paid. Over twenty years ago we tried to establish such a claim
against the British in the Alabama claims dispute for our ships
destroyed. We were beaten and the law was settled. A claim
for probable earnings and all that class of speculative da.m%
was argued on our behalf at great length before the Geneva Tri-
bunal, which decided the Alabama claims; and the general doc-
trine of international lIaw which had been declared in onr Supreme
Conrt by Justice Story long before was then announced to the
whole world by the highest tribunal of international law that ever
sat—a court of nations. And they decided against us. They
declared that thongh a ship was burned to the water's edge just
as she was starting upon a whaling cruise the owners should
receive nothing but the value of the ship, not the value of the
catch—not a cent for that.

.. The imgaresaive words of that decision have already been read
in this debate, but they are so weighty and so brief that I may be
allowed to read them once more. They are found in the last edi-
tion of Wheaton, they are found in every work on international
law published since 1872, as the doctrine which by the consensus
of mankind is now the rule of right, of public law, and interna-
tional justice. I will nof read the words of Justice Story and of
Sedgwick’s Measure of Damages, and will read only the

of the angust Geneva Tribunal when they decided against us at
gxgﬁtglrlne we made a claim ailni]artothat_madegere by the
Lo il i Koea g b st UMl b o
tain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of opinion that thereis no
gmxiﬁg fgga%wardjng to the United SBtates any sum by way of indemnit;

or #

That referred to vessels destroyed by corsairs—British ships—
during our war.

The parallel with the present case is complete. It is England
that here presents the claim, as it was the United States that pre-
sented the case there. The uncertainty of a voyage in the clondy
and perilons seas of the boisterous Northwest is as t as
in a whaling cruise. But the princ}iﬁle is settled. Such claims
are wholly mmadmissible, and that is all there is of it.

Now, what do yon suppose is the proportion of these estimated
catch items in the claims? My colleague [Mr. CANNON] stated it
in general terms. I have the accurate amounts here. Out of the
$489,161.48 of claims filed first at Paris, and set out fully in the
large blue book printed by the British Government, $357,853 is for
“estimated catch"™—that is, for the catch which they did not
catch! Adding all the claims that have been brought in since,
making up the $542,000 of present claims, I find it is $377,000 that
is estimated cateh. This is more than three-fourths of the whole.
The claim of ships for what they did not catch is three times as
great as for all loss actually suffered, taking their losses at their
own extravagant figures. Take the $377.000 claimed for estimated
catch out of the $542,000, and there is but $165,000 of damages
for real losses to British and pretended British claims, and those

losses are tly e rated.

Mr. BR%%EE. I think the gentleman is mistaken in
stating the amount.

Mr. . Iam pretty certain I am not mistaken. I have the
‘book before me.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have examined it carefully.

Mr. HITT. On page 162 of the President’s answer to the Sen-
ate of February 11, being Executive Document No. 67, there is the
computation as reported by the agent of the United States to the-
Secretary of State, and I have read the figures from that very
careful report of ex Foster.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But I think if the gentleman will ex-
amine the documents on which the claims are based, he will find
the amount is $300,000 instead of $377,000.

Mr. HITT. The documents, if carefully examined, read the
same way with the same result. What we have before us in Ex-
ecutive Document 132 is a reprint, as is most of Executive Docu-
ment 67, of docnments submitted to the Arbitration Tribunal.
mﬁ; BRECKINRIDGE. I will not interrupt the gentleman

€er.

Mr. HITT. I do not think there can be a variation as to the
fac:s there. I am satisfied that the amount I have stated is cor-
rect.

I do not know that it would be well to go through all the de-
tails of these claims. The time, in fact, wounld not permit it.
But the claims are remarkable, al , in ingenious e ation of
osses. Ships worth two or thmethousand%ﬂmaach
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have appended to them for attorneys’ and counsel fees an item of
$1,250. They must be high-pri lawyers out there, charging
such sums as that in the case of a tub; though it certainly, Mr.

i , required a good deal of skill to have made up the claims
in this shape.

Then, again, vessels worth three to five thousand dollars are put
down at $6,000, $10,000, or $12,000 for the a&l&)& themselves, besides
all the other items which are equally infla On page 338 of the
counter case of the United States are some interesting examples.
The Carolena, value claimed for the ship proper, $4,000; real
value, $1,905.06. The Thornton, value claimed, $6,000; tonnage
claimed, 78 tons; actual registered tons shown at the custom-house
at Victoria, 29.36; real value, $2,258.37. The Onward, value claimed,
$4,000; real value, $1,497.76. W. P. Sayward, tons claimed, 185%;
actual registered tons, 59.79; value claimed, $6,000; real value,
$2.647.50. The Gwrace, tons claimed, 182; valne claimed, $12,000;
actual tons registered, 76.87; real value, $5,008.03. The Dolphin,
tons claimed, 174; tons actually registered, 60.10; value claimed,
$12,000; real value, $4,144.49. The Ada, value claimed, $7,000;
real value, $3,401.05. .

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield the remainder of the time to
which I am entitled, five minutes, to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr.HITT. I shall hurry through, Mr. Chairman, and be as
brief as possible in my remarks.

The point claimed by the gentleman from Kentucky, who opened
this debate, that under the modus vivendi eed upon between
the two Governments in 1892, we were bound for these claims for
estimated catch is a mistake. A modus vivendi, as gentlemen
know, is simply a provisional agreement. It was then agreed, by
article 5, in view of the Arbitration Tribunal, which was soon to
meet at Paris, that if the decision as to our jurisdiction over Ber-
ing Sea went in our favor and against the British Government,
they should pay us the difference between 7,500 seals per annum,
to which we were to restrict our killing on the Pribilof Islands,
and the catch we might have taken withont nndue diminution of
the seal herds had it not been for this outside sealing. Our ordi-
nary killing before the slanghter by the Canadian poachers had
been 100,000 annually. 1 K

By that temporary arrangement, if the decision turned out to be
that we had a right to the seals to theexclusion of others in Beri
Sea,the British were to pay for the difference between the 7,500 an
what we mighthave taken in the regular sealing season if there had
been no disturbance by pelagic sealing. On the other hand, if the
decision of the tribunal was against us, and affirmed the right of
British sealers to take seals in Bering Sea, we were to pay for the
difference in the catch actually made and the catch that might
have been made without undue diminution of the herds; to pay
Great Britain for abstaining from the exercise of that right J:Jr-
ing the pendency of arbitration, npon the basis of such a regu-
lated or s‘jmited cateh or catches as in the opinion of the arbitra-
tors might have been taken without an undue diminution of the
seal herds.

It was an agreement, almost in the shape of a bet, made be-
tween the two Governments as to the result of the Arbitration
Tribunal. But before the decision came on. and while the tri-
bunal was sitting, both sides agreed to abandon this agreement
and contingent for estimated-catch claim; and on the 31st of Mag
Sir Charles Russell rose and announced that Great Britain woul
not ask the tribunal for any finding for damages upon and under
article 5 of the convention or modus vivendi of April 18, 1892;
and Mr. Edward J. Phelps, on the part of the American Govern-
ment, rose and said that the United States Government would not
on its behalf ask the tribunal for any finding for damages upon
and under article 5 of the convention or modus vivendi of April
18, 1892.

That is the article with the speculative in it for the
winning side; something nearly in the nature of a bet between the
parties as to the result of the decision of the tribunal. Thatis
set forth fully on es 162 and 163 of the Senate Executive Docu-
ment No. 67 to which I have referred, where Sir Charles Russell
announces:

Although I think it might be argued that this tribunal is required by Ar-
ticle V to give damages—

And I hope the gentleman when he comes to close this discus-
sion will reply to tins—'
on the basis of a limited catch or catches—

That is this very thing—
which m ight have been taken in Bering Sea—in all the circumstauces of the
case Great Britain does not desire to press that view upon the tribunal, and,
therefore, will ask for no finding for d&m&ges upon and under that fifth
article of the modus vivendi. Both the United Statesand Great Britain have
abandoned any claim for damages under that head.

That answers all the gentleman has said as to our being bound
by the modus vivendi. The value of the ships in this list is greatly
exﬁerated, as I have stated. ;

en a ship was caught it was taken to Sitka., There it was

appraised, and in every case except two the owners declared
that the atgprmsed value was exorbitant and they would not give
bond for the amount. I have here the letter of Mr. Bayard to Mr.
West, the British minister, in reference to that matter, notifying
him September 27, 1888, that these men would not give bond be-
cause the ships Grace, Dolphin, Anna Beck, and Ada were ap-
geramed_beyond their value. And yet that appraisement was far
low, in some cases, one-third of what they claim now.

_Again, they charge double for the price of guns, small boats,
rifles, etc. Here is the testimony oF experts upon that point,
showing that there is exa.ﬁf::atiop everywhere. For supplies 100
ger cent excess has been charged in many cases, and wherever the

etails are given the prices are shown to be exaggerated, As far
as the Americans are concerned,to whom a part of this award
would go, instead of receiving payment they onght to be punished
for their action. If is all a fraud as to them. And yet in the
face of these facts this amount has been offered by the State De-
partment. Butf, Mr. Chairman, we are not to be frightened by
the threats of the expense of a commission to settle this if we do
not make this appropriation, and the cost of lawyers and the pre-
sentation of more claims.

‘We are not now in the position of a nervous State Depart-
ment. The pretense that we had better accept this than run the
risk of having the amount greatly enlarged has no weight, for the
reason that no more claims can be presented now. t is plain
from the words of the British ambassador. Let me read to you.
‘When these claims were presented, June 7, 1894, to the State De-
partment, Sir Julian Pauncefote said this included all British
claims for compensation for the seizure of British sealing vessels
in Bering Sea:

I have now th2 honor to transmit herewith, by direction of Her Majesty's
secretary of state for foreign affairs, a com jete list and summaryr?s those
claims, together with memoranda of the additions and amendments made
since their original presentation. The whole of the claims, excepting that
of the Henrietta and that of the Black Diamond (188), wers laid before the
Tribunal of Arbitration.

Do not say now that a commission appointed would have to
face a million dollars of new claims. e word of an honorable
minister is there, and he is acting in a disinterested ministerial
capacity.

One single word as to the expense of that commission. This
last commission was the most splendid in its appointments and the
longest in its existence, and the most elaborate and dignified that
ever sat, and they did not consume the amount appropriated for
them by more than $35,000, and the Department hnﬁ to divide it
up among their pets who werethere arguing thecase. Only §194,-
223 was really spent and the rest was given away to the amount
of $30,000, and even then the heart of the Washington lobby was
made sick by having over $5,000 of that é?propria.tmn turned back
into the Treasury, unable to be nded.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yieldto the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. HITT. From some familiarity with the State Department
and its surroundings in the past, I know that Washington is a

lace where claims breed like microbes. They are worse than
Eacilli in their facility of multiplication, and claims commissions
have been microbe killers. When I was connected with that De-
partment there was a commission appointed which had presented
to it $370,000,000—think of that vast sum—of Mexican claims.
That commission rejected, extingunished, and wiped out 973 per
cent of that sum; and if we call a commission here, as was pro-
posed by Sir Julian Pauncefote, and name respectable, able men,
one from each side and the third chosen by them, to go to San
Francisco, where the real claims are, they will ferret them out
at a cost of perhaps $15,000, and we will then probably pay about
$50,000, which is about what is due. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]
is recognized for ten minutes.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it must be confessed that the
present situation in which we have been placed by the Bering Sea
award is an extremely disagreeable one. It is, it seems to me, a
choice between two admitted evils,. We have been brought to
this situation by the facts which have been so well stated by the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrt]. We seized in Bering Sea in
the seasons of 1886, 1887, 1889, and 1890 eighteen pelagic sealers
ﬂy;;g the British flag, with ostensible Canadian ownership. We
sei these vessels on the contention that ing Sea was mare
clausum and not an open sea, and on the further contention that
the seals which were accustomed to herd upon the seal islands
during each season were the property of the United States. In
consequence of these contentions we submitted to arbitration by a
body known as the Paris Tribunal all of the guestions involved;
first, as to whether or not Bering Sea was an open sea and the seals
herding ngn the seal islands were the property of the United
States, with the provision also that in case of these questions being
adjudicated in either direction, then the victorious side might
present to this tribunal any facts bearing on the seizures, have
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them rggorted upon, the liability, in view of those facts, to be de-
termined by subsequent negotiations.

The tribunal, sitting at Paris in the spring and summer of 1893,
determined the two substantial questions against us. First, they
determined that Bering Sea was an open sea, and that the United
States had no jurisdiction beyond 8 miles from the coast line.
Secondly, they decided that the seals herdingron the seal islands
were not the property of the United States. The two substantial
contentions on which the United States rested its claim were there-
fore decided against this Government.

The tribunal then proceeded to hear and report certain facts
that were presented, these facts being that certain vessels floating
the British , and claiming Canadian ownership, had been
seized by the United States, 18 in number. There were really 21
seizures, but 18 different vessels. The only fact that was deter-
mined by this tribunal was that these vessels were seized in the
open sea. The necessary inference from the facts, although not
specifically determined by the tribunal, is that the United States
is responsible in damages for the seizure of these vessels.

The tribunal expressly stated that it left open entirely the ques-
tion as to ownership of these vessels, leaving that to be considered
by su uent negotiations. They of course did not determine as
to the liability of our Government for the seizure of these 18 ves-
sels, beyond what could be shown to have British ownership. So
far as there was American ownership there was no liability rest-
i:n%aga.inst this Government.

ow, that was the state of facts presented to the State Depart-
ment when it took up this case. After considering it they found
that there had been presented claims as damages by the Canadi-
ans bills for $542,000, without including interest. This, however,
did not include all the damages that may be presented, for there
remain the claims of 80 persons arrested or detained by the officers
of our Government in the course of these seizures. But in these
. claims for damages there is found a claim for $375,000 or there-
abouts for the expected catch, not actual catch that had taken
place at the time of the seizures, but prospective catches, esti-
mated catches, and those estimated catches figure to the extent of
$375,000, leaving about $175,000 as actual claimed damages.

Now, I believe with my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt| that this
claim for Erospective damages ought to have no standing in any
tribunal that may adjudicate this case, but I will not say surely
that it will not have a standing in the commission that will be
formed to adjudicate this matter. I remember that we had the
Halifax Tribunal, where we submitted the question of damages to
a commission, one member of which was chosen by ourselves,
one by the British Government, and the third, the nmpire, to be
chosen precisely as the nmpire of the prospective cominission in
this case is to be nominated, from one of the foreign Govern-
ments, making him practically the commissioner who decides the
in claims.

Now, in the case of the Halifax award we all believed that there
never would be a cent of damagesawarded against us. But the
Belgian nmpire made an award of $5,000,000 against the United
States, and we were obli to pay it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does the gentleman remember how
much of it was co: uential damages?

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly all of it; the prospective value of the
inshore fisheries.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wanted to bring that out, and in-
tended to do so in m%vclosing argument.

_Mr. DINGLEY. e have felt outraged about that award ever

gince.

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. Will the gentleman permit me to
make a single gestion?

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON of 1llinois. It is that this sum of money can
not be appropriated except by Congress; and I do not believe the
American Congress will ever make an appropriation for the pay-
ment of speculative damages.

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, that may be. We did
make an appropriation of $5,000,000 to pay the Halifax award
when the verdict went against us.

‘What troubles me in this case is the fact that we have to choose
between two admitted evils. Now, I have no doubtat all that the
award of $425,000 is an excessive one,

Mr, HITT. There is no parallel between this and the Halifax
award, as it was su nently proved that the speculative dam-
ages as awarded were all obtained through perjury.

Mr. DINGLEY. I agree with you entirely in this matter.
Now, what I wanted tocall the attention of the committee to was
that it is a choice between two evils. I admit that $425,000 is
three times the actual damages sustained by those pelagic sealers;
and I think, too, with the gentleman from {llinoia, that it will be
found, if the facts can be brought ont, that more than three-
fourths of the ownership of the vessels flying the British flag
would prove to be American. Ibelieve the offer made by the Sec-
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retary of State is excessive. I believe that a much smaller sum
would have been accepted to close up the matter. But yet I am
brought face to face with this alternative, and that is the alterna-
tive of the submission of this question to another numpire, who
will be chosen by a foreign Government; and what will come out
of that alternative I am unable to say.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr, Chairman, what the gentleman
from Maine has said covers so much of what I intended to say in
closing the argument that I do not know that it is necessary to
add anything. We are presented with the alternative, as he has
suggested, that we have to pay something. Itis a pure question
of what we shall pay and how weshall pa{ The gentleman from
Tllinois is entirely correct in saying that claims are bred and grow
rapidly and to great strength and size whenever we have a for-
eign dispute. e see it here. They have grown, and will grow
enormously if we put them off, and give full opportunity and un-
limited temptation.

I confess, Mr. Chairman, that I do not look with any degree of
alarm upon what seems to grieve the hearts of the gentlemen
from Illinois and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], that
some of this money may go into the pockets of American cifizens.
As between American citizens and Englishmen, if somebody has to
get it, I would stand by with some Eious resignation and see it go
into the pockets of an American rather than into the pockets of an
Englishman, When this a.pproPriation is voted down it will only

ive better opportunity for an illegal Canadian claimant to go be-

ore a commission and, on testimony taken at a long distance from
here, obtain claims which he can not obtain if this sum of money
is given. This $425,000 putsa sbog to any further perjury or infla-
tion of claims, and of course is obnoxions to those who hope for
fees, salaries, commissions, and illegitimate claims. Unintention-

ally the gentlemen are making these improper gains possible.
o Mﬁ‘ LI% INGSTON. Will the gentleman yielg to me for a ques-
on’

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If this $425,000 is not accepted by the
present Congress and arbitration is had to settle it, would not an-
other Congress have supervision of whatever settlement is had?
Therefore we have nothing to risk.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Your questionis based on the hypoth-
esis that the Congress of the United States will refuse to pay an
award of a legally constituted tribunal. If ever under an inter-
national agreement we to pay a-certain amount, God forbid
that the Congress of the United States, in the presence of the
world, shall refuse to make that payment and be delinquent at
the international bar of public honesty and universal integrity.
Idonotbelieve thatit willever come tothat. It neverhasyet. We
have paid all the judgments obtained at international courts, and
I believe always will. It is purely a question of how much we
shall pay and how it shall be ascertained.

My friend from Illinois [ Mr. HrrT] is, a8 a rule, extremely accu-
rate, but his inaccuracy in this instance shows how in the heat of
debate men make statements that they can not stand to. He says
that it seems as if most of these claimants charge for legal serv-
ices $1,250. Now, if he had examined he would have found that
there are but three who claim $1,250, while there are nine who put
up with $250. That is but a fair specimen of how the gentleman
has allowed himself in the heat of debate to make statements about
figures. If he will take the record and go over it he will find that
the whole amount of consequential damages is $300,000 and not
$377,000. It is true that there is a statement of Mr, Foster which
seems to confirm that, but when the gentleman adds up these
claims he will find that they amount to only $300,000.

Mr. HITT. Istated that there were so many cases where the
claim was$1,250 that the aggregate of thelegal expenses mounted up
to a great deal more than that. There are several at $850, some
at $1,250, and in one case I understand the amount was $10,000.

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky, That may be, but my friend
said they were all put at §1,250.

Mr. ﬁITT. Sir Julian Pauncefote expressly states that the
claims filed are a complete list and summary of all the claims for
the seizure of British sailing vessels in Bering Sea.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But he expressly states that if they are
not’settled and a convention is called he shall be at liberty to file
other claims.

Mr. HITT. No; he says that this shall in no way prejudice the
claimants by limiting them to $442,000, but he does not say that
other claims may come in.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How can you keep claimants out?
Let me put one case to the gentleman. We imprisoned certain
sailors who were engag;ed in a lawful pursunit, as decided by the
Paris Tribunal, one of whom died from the effects of being im-
prisoned in a jail on the western coast. No claim has yet been
put in by his heirs, but does not the gentleman think that unless
we make this settlement there will bs a claim, and a just one, for
that man’s death? It has been decided that his vessel was on the
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high seas, that he was engaged in a lawful business, and that the
United States unlawfully arrested, detained, and immured him
in prison, from the effects of which imprisonment he died.

. HITT. The answer is that if a commission were called,
according to Sir Julian's letter it would belimited to these claims,
and they are all the claims. As to the claim which the gentle-
man suggests, it could be presented to the State Department at
any time, under the international law, as such claims are pre-

sented from all foreign countries.
Mr. BREC E. It would bepresented to any commis-
sion that migh

t be a.p(iminted and we would be obliged to pay
whatever they found due.

Mr. HITT. It could not

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It would undoubtedly go to the com-
mission. The gentleman is wholly mistaken. e facts are, Mr.
Chairman, that this is a most unfortunate fiasco, a most unhappy
chapter in our diplomacy. The agent of the United States (Mr.
Foster) and the Secretary of State (Mr. Blaine) believed that
Bering Sea was a mare clausum, and they put us before a tribunal
resting our claim upon that ground. It wasdecided against us, and
go decided that the only open question is as to the amount of dam-
ages. We lost all before that tribunal, and in an attempt by that
means to save the seals we are going to lose the seals, which are in
process of rapid destruction, which perhaps can hardly be ar-
rested; and now the question, as my friend from Maine [Mr.
DINGLEY] puts it, is whether it is better to end this bad bargain,
to shut up this book of unfortunate diplomacy, to close this chap-
ter of international failure, by a payment less than the amount
claimed and less than the amount that will be proven.

Let us, Mr. Chairman, get rid of this thorn under our thumb
which makes us uncomfortable, and settle this question between
us and Great Britain, and then reopen, with Great Britain and
the other nations, the question of better tions to save the
remaining seals. The question, I say, is whether we shall keep
the case open for more claimants to come in, tempt them to per-
jury, have the expense of a commission, and pay in the end
more than a million or a million and a half of dollars, simply for
the pleasure of shaking our fist in the face of Great Britain and
having, perhaps, a partisan triumph, and, in the end, come to the
conclusion that we have been unwise in rejecting this proposi-
tion.

That is the simple question which is submitted to Congress to-
day. It is not a guestion-whether we ought to have paid this
amount or not, or whether we ought to have gone into that arbi-
tration or not, nor whether all those claims are honest. There
may be dishonest claims involved, in which there may be perjury.
Let us turn over to the British Government the duty of purging
them: the honest claims will, beyond doubt, swallow the whole of
this appropriation. The gentleman from Illincis [Mr. HrrT] has
read from the case presented by us to the arbitrators. We had
the right to have that trib pass on the facts. If our agent
was s0 sure we were strong on the proof taken why did he not
ask judgment on the facts and relieve us of further expense and
ammoyance on those claims? Why force us to another and ex-
pensive trial if the case was made up for nus? No, Mr. Chairman,
the evidence read, selected with gkill, dislocated from its connec-
tion, unexplained and uncontradicted here by the other testimony,
may seem to make out a case; but when those claims are heard on
all the testimony by a joint commission the resnlt will be wholly
different from that predicted, and we must ¢ pay the piper.”

These ships sailed under the British flag; they were unlawfully
seized by us; ]téh:t‘g%rden ig_;n us to goezthBrggﬂ }lha Etg,sump?;gg
arisin m British registry, sailing from Briti suppli
in Bn‘%lsh markets, and sailing under the British gg. I predict
that this will never be accomplished. As to the criticism of the

tleman from Illinois [Mr. %ANNON] upon the foreign policy of

is Administration it does not need any answer. This is not our

foreign policy. We are paying a debt which you gentlemen gave

us as a part of our inheritance, and we are paying it, not as Demo-

crats, but as Americans. You made this treaty; under it this lia-

bility was incurred. In this matter of foreign policy we have no
apolog%to make.

Mr. DINGLEY. Why does the gentleman say that this is an
inheritance from a Republican Administration, when he knows
that it commenced under the first Cleveland Administration?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Undoubtedly, under Mr. Cleveland
we followed the old rule of holding that sea as ours, We claimed
that we had purchased it from Russia, and that it was our sea.
That had been the ground and the policy under Mr. Seward and
other Republican statesmen, and we followed it; because, how-
ever we may divide upon internal questions as Democrats and as
Republicans, when it comes to international matters, when we
have to eﬁo out upon the sea and to deal with foreign nations, we

ht all to be Americans. Therefore when we came under the
Administration of Mr. Cleveland wefollowed what hadalways been

the policy.

0 to the commission.

But Canada had claimed certain rights in the East. You gen-
tlemen of New England had fixed u the policy of America,
that we should deny those claims by adherence to the 3-mile
limit. Canada said, ** If that is good law for the East it is good
law for the West; if it is good law for the fish that are to be canght
out of Canadian waters in the East, it is good law for seals to
be caught out of the Bering sea in the West.” They fitted out
their vessels in order to take those seals under our law, fixed by
New England as the &:olicy of America for the eastern fisheries.

Mr. Bayard opened a negotiation for a modus vivendi under
which the seals might be saved. It was, however, npon the dis-
tinct understanding that the Bering Sea was not a mare clansum.
Mr. Bayard was too good an international lawyer, he understood
the law too well, to make that claim. It was n other grounds.
Tt was an admission, by the very act of asking for this modus, that
we had not this right. Mr. Bayard's policy was reversed. The
State Department said: It is our mare clausum; we bought it
from Russia. We will hold it as such, and we will arbitrate npon
that ground.” We did arbitrate under the lead of Mr, Foster—
the nominal lead of Mr. Blaine, the real lead, I aupggse, of Mr.
Foster. We arbitrated upon that ground and lost. e are now
met with the unences of that arbitration. Is it not better
for us to pay up like men?

I will not criticise our costs in that unfortunate experiment,
nor point out what might a‘nsﬁfy censure. The arbitrators se-
lected—Justice Harlan and Senator MorGaAN—were able and
learned jurists; our counsel were among the most eminent and
accom}ilxshed lawyers in America; and so far as arbitrators and
counsel are concerned I have no word save of respect and esteem,
as to all engaged, respectful silence. Let us complete that inci-
dent in our diplomatic history and put it behind us. Omn the up-
permost shelves, where they can not hereafter be reached, let us
place the many printed volumes, the vast mass of useless matter
submitted as *‘ our case,” and open the way for other labor.

Now, one other matter—this matter of uential damages.
Let us be just to ourselves. Let usnot higgle with these matters.
Mr. Blaine and Sir Julian Pauncefote laid down this rule when
we thought we were going to win. Mr. Blaine thought we were
going to win; he laid down the rule in article 5 of the modus
vivendi, that this should be the rule of damages. Ihave had that
article read in the course of my previous remarks. I merely re-
peat that this is the rule laid down in article 5 of the convention
agreed ttlgfxolcnthe 18th of April, 1892, and approved by the United
States, ugh its President (Mr. Harrison) and its Secretary of
State (&Ilr. Blaine).

Mr. HITT. But subsequently withdrawn. ’

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Withdrawn,asIhave explained. But
is America going to stand at the bar of the world and say, “It
was a good rule when we thought we would win; but now we
have lost, and because we technically made that withdrawal we
now insist that it ought never to have been admitted?”

My. HITT. Will the gentleman allow me a moment?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly.

_ Mr. HITT. Both partfies, knowing that it was an exception to
international law, made that risky engagement. Both, fearing
the decision, withdrew. Both knew it was a departure from in-
ternational law.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE,. I am not in possession of the motives,
but Idonot believe that the Government of the United States
and the Government of Great Britain were two petty gamesters,
sitting down at alittle game of * craps,” trying to see which might
ﬁet the better of the other ;15011 the mere turn of loaded dice. I

o not believe that, and I willnot letii.ala.te upon that hypothesis.
Ilegislate upon the hypothesis that these two contracting parties,
one representing the Government of the United States and the
other Great Britain, thought it was a fair criterion, and I affirm
their judgment was correct.

Here were men putting their little venture into a vessel costing
from six to seven thousand dollars, going out upon the high seas
with the right to catch those seals, where the nominal capital was
comparatively nothing, but where the real capital was their sweat,
their risk, their danger, their skill, their time. The little vessel
cost but from $3,000 to $7.000; but the men risked the storms of
the ocean; they risked their lives. The true capital was the heart
and brain and chance that they put into their work. And when
th_et{were seized and put in Alaskan prisons without right and
without justice, what better criterion of damage than that which
they might have caught and which everybody else did catch dur-
ing that year? Why did not Mr. Blaine and Sir Julian Pauncefote
come to an honest and just measure of damage when they;:ﬁreed
upon that? In my judgment there is no arbitrator who will not
decide that this is in this case the fair measure of dmﬁaﬁ

These are not remote damages. There is a vast difference—I
speak to lawyers—between remote damages and consequential
damages. There are innumerable cases where consequential dam-
ages are given where they are the immediate and not the remote
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consequences of the act. I do believe that the Halifax award will
be followed when these are proven by honest testimony, and that
these questions will be decided in favor of those men who risked
their lives upon those seas. Mr. Blaine and Mr. Harrison and Sir
Julian Pauncefote will be good authority to justify such decision.

My judgment, after going over this case,is that $300,000 is all
that may be called consequential damages. Two hundred and
forty-two thousand dollars will be given beyond the possibility of
a doubt. These claims have been running an average of seven
years, for which we must pay interest tothe claimants. Allowing
 percentinterest, it makes $345,000; at 4 per centinterestit makes
$309,000.

Now we are in a dispute over a sum of $300,000, and want to
settle it. What is the best compromise that such anafion as ours
can ask under those circumstances? Evidently the best way is to
divide it in two, take one-half. Adding the one-half of this sum
to what it was admitted we were obligated for, it will make a
sum la.rglthgn the $425,000. So thatwe save money by that proc-
ess. Admitting we counld get everything we claim, admitting
that the gentleman from Ilinois is right, what then? We have
this snm of §242,000, seven years’ interest at 4 per cent and two
years’ interest during the arbitration, and $150,000 added for the
expenses of arbitration, and by that we are out of pocket §50,000
more than if we pay the lnmp sum of §425,000 su ted.” Soinany
aspect of the case, as far as money is concerned, we have made by
this se iappend a little calculation under several hy-
poMr. Chairman, a scene occurred in Parliament the other night
when the under secretary of state was asked a question about this
arbitration. He said that the President of the United States had
asked Congress to appropriate the sum necessary to pay it; that
the Secretary of State had sent a message to Congress; and when
asked if the award would be paid, the under secretary said he had
no doubt in the world that the Congress of the United States wounld
appropriate a snm sufficient to paya debt acknowledged to be due
by its own Administration, its ident and Secretary of State.

I sincerely trust when Parliament meets again that that state-
ment will not have to be taken back. Isincerelyhopethat it will
never be said of us, asit is of men who are sometimes posted up at
clubs, that * they are delinquents;” and that we will notstand be-
fore the world as men and as a nation who do not keep faith; as a
nation that does not follow the dictates of fair dealing when were-
fer our controversies to arbitrament and lose. I do nof ask this
appropriation because a Democratic President approved the agree-
ment and asks it—though thiswould be a powerful motive—but it
is not that he is my President. Though he is my President, he is
the President of the United States. ]

Sofar as foreign matters are concerned, he is the nation’s Presi-
dent. Iam free to confess, and I speak now as a Democrat and a

artisan, that when I was elected to this Congress, and the Presi-
gent was elected, as a Democrat, I held it to be a joint commis-
sion with which we were both intrusted on behalf of the people.
1 held it as though my name had been written in a joint commis-
sion, and that we were joined to take charge—I mean the Senate
and House and the Executive—of the affairs of the nation, and
believed it to be my duty, in conjunction with all other Demo-
crats, to do the very best I could for the glory, for the advance-
ment, and for the honor of our common country. And so far as
I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, without criticism and without
censure as to others, whenever I could with a good conscience I
have nf)held the arm of the Chief Magistrate of the nation, and
when 1 could not agree with his views I have only voted my own
conscience, not contemning his view with abuse, not weakening
him in the minds of the pecgle, or attempting to make his policy
unpopular in the minds of those who are fo aid in the work.
or four years he is President. Heand we are charged with the
angust responsibility of Government; upon the Presidentreststhe
burden of affirmative action; to us is committed the duty of legis-
lation. Thisrequireswisdom, confidence, mutual aid, mutual con-
cessions. We can not govern to suit every one of us. We must
find some common ground on which to stand—some line of policy
to be pursued; and he who will not yield something, who will not

follow, can only excite and destroy. I thank God that I am not | Ch

responsible for any divisions. A loyal Democrat, true to my con-
victions, yet anxious to accord with the official head, the chosen
leader of my party, I to-day and always, when possible, sustain
him and his Administration.

And looking back now on a Congressional career about to close,
I think I can say truthfully that T have never criticised a publie
officer against me in politics when I could commend him. I have

never belittled an Administration I could uphold; and as to foreign
affairs so far as possible I have tried to remember, as I do to-day,
that on the floor of the House of Representatives, representing
the entire imperial Republic of America, I say as to all other
countries I am not a Democrat, but an American and a patriot;

to-day this House will take of the
Applaunse.]

and that is the view I ho
question now before us.

T Gl A o e e e T S aae 2542, 184
Put at 6 per cent f0r 80VON FOATS. c coemceescoccreammmmm m e emaeam e 27,708
709,872
Deduet s o s R 000
844,872
Amount claimed ey 542,164
7K T e e e e A L e L R o e e T A B 151, 505
693, 069
Deduct ---. 425,000
268, 969
Amonnt claimed ... e A e 542,184
It is claimed that in these claims are consequential damages... ... 300,000
A e T TR T R e T | ST b o B = 242,164
2 E S T e S S S R R R e A e e IR T TS 130,
345, 000
Add one-half of amount disputed, without interest_ .. ... ... 150,000
495, 000
Bare claim -... : ceee  2A2,1BL
If interest is computed at 4 per cent 67,023
309,187
Add one-half of amount in dispute 150, 000
450,187
N e R e SR 425, 000
" 34,064
If interest on the one-half in disputeis added at 4 per cent - ....__.. 42,000
511, 964
425,000
6, 064
000
Deduct _..._. " ‘& 008
70, 000
If, however, we win before the tribunal to be appoin: d only 4
cent, tgmn the items would be: bad sl wei ey -
Admitted claims §242,000
Interestat 4 percent ... 67, 000
309, 000
REponse ob s Bistion: . o e ——— 150,000
Interest aceruing pending settlement for two years. ..cceococcceeeaas 19, 380
478, 380
Deduct settlement . 425, 000
BavAl. -l S T o 53, 360
I call for the vote.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken
the chair, a 1::::313&3?El from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its
clerks, announced that the Senate hadagreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the hill (H. R. 8272)
making appropriations for the service of the Post- Depart-
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896.

message annonnced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8479{\making appropriations for
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1896, and for othgﬁmrpoaea, disagreed to
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and had appointed Mr. Carn, Mr. CoCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER as
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments
of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the Senate
to the bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney.

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. TRACEY in the

air.
The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Kentueky, which has been read.

Thgsquestion was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 41,
noes 53.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I raise the point of no quorum simply
to get tellers.

CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. CAXNON

of Illinois as tellers.

Th% 5c0mm1tbee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92,
noes 85.

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. 'What is the total?

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and seventy-seven.

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. That is not a quornm. It would
save & call of the roll, perhaps, if we can knock this out here,
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The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume the count.

Thg t;:ount having been completed, the tellers reported—ayes 94,
noes 86.

So the amendment was adopted.

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. By the indanenee of the gentleman
from Kentucky I want fo state that I will ask, if I can get one-
fifth of the members to join me, a yea-and-nay vote in the House
on this amendment.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. So far asI am concerned I will gladly
vote to give the gentleman the yeas and nays, and hope the i[ouse
will agree to it. This is too important a matter to refuse.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment,
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM].

The Clerk read as follows:

On line 12, insert:

R Tlls?angntht?‘s ker of tifo House of Representatives is hereby directed to
certify, and the Serﬁea.nz—atrArms to pay to Representatives the amounts

! . pa;
respectively dedncted and withheld from the monthly payments of salary on
account of absence.™

Mr, BYNUM. I withdraw that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL].

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 58, after line 4, insert:

*To pay Bater Martin §77.80, the amount allowed by the Third Auditor of
the Treasury Department under the act of July 4, 1864."

Mr. SAYERS. While I regard the pointf of order as good on
this amendment, and I do not wish its adoption to be considered
as a precedent, yet in view of the circumstances of the case I will
withdraw the point of order. I have a fondness for the Irish, and
inasmuch as we have an Irishman as chairman, and as the mover
and the beneficiary of the amendment are Irishmen, I withdraw
the point of order, but for no other reason. [Laughter.]

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment
offered by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL].

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 58, after line 17, insert the following:

“For pnrment on account of transportation of the Army for.1851 and prior
years the following numbered Treasury settlements, heretofore allowed and
certified by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury under appropriz-
tions the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus
fund, and enumerated and described in Executive Documents Nos. 55 and 153,
Forty-eighth Congress, first and second sessions, and House Miscellaneous
Document No. 56, thtﬁhﬁrﬁ Congress, third session, viz: Nos. 174, 161, 176,
331,162, 210, 533, 382, 543, 544, T01, T11, 805, 944, 1206, 1536, 1538, 1715, %39, amounting to
the sum of $37,313.44."

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order against
that amendment.

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. That is an amendment I in-
troduced, and the point of order is reserved. 1 now ask permis-
sion to withdraw the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be withdrawn, and
the Clerk will ;'?ort the next pending amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On pnﬁ:fr& between lines 21 and 22, insert:

“ For acks and quarters, §39,500.62."

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will withdraw that amend-
ment.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE.
in at the end of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

That th oceeds of sales of the property of the United Sta made
the I?ltcrgn?éonal B:undary ?}ommissitm, ptx{wided for by the ct::'vant-ion]g
July 29, 1882, and the convention of February 18, 1889, between the United
Htates and Mexico, shall revert to the appropriations for the execution of the
engagements of eaid conventions, and be applied to the purgwes for which
mi%ns propriations were made, and shall not be covered into the Treasury as
g:isge&tsnwns receipts, as provided for by sections 3617 and 3618 of the Revised

tatutes.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desireto printin the RECORD certain
letters from the Department and from the State Depart-
ment, showing the necessity for this amendment. It involves no

new appropriation.
The SEOMMAN . In the absence of objection, the letters will
be printed in the RECORD.
ere was no objection.
The letters are as follows:

1 wish to offer an amendment to come

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, D. C., January 31, 18594,

Sin: I have to inform you that I have directed the Auditor for the State
and other ents to state and settle an account with you under the
fund * proceeds of sales of United States property,” and to char%a you with
the sum of §2,521.05, being the amount received by you from the sale of United
States property, and eredited by you to the Government in your account for
disbursements made under the agl?roprin.tion * International boundary sur-
ve{. United States and Mexico,” from February 1 to November 50, 1803,

on were informed by the First Comptroller of the Treasury on August 28,
1894, that the proper disposition to be made of this item would be a subject
for consideration in the next adjustment of your accounts. I have carefully
read yonr communication of September 17, 1804, and examined the law bear-
ing upon this subject. The of the sections of the Revised Statutes re-
ten'og to and you are as follows:

8618, “All p

b
r%%mds ofsasm of old material, condemned stores, supplics, or

other public property of any kind, except the proceeds of * * ¢ galesof
mal stores, or supplies to any exploring or mlrva&"ing expedition au-
thoﬂmdAl]:ir law, shall be deposited and covered into the Treasury * * *+"

3892. “All moneys receivedfrom * * * salesof materials,stores, or sup-
plies to any exploring or surveying expedition authorized by law, shall re-
specuvz}f revert to that ?propmnou out of which they were original Jl
emrl;d = nl:'d shall be applied to the purposes for which they were appropri-
ated by law.

‘U'ne meaning of these sections is fo my mind quite clear, and while they di-
rect that all moneys received from eales of United States property sold to
any exploring or anrveiligg expedition authorized by law shall revert to that
appropriation out of w they were originally expended, they can not be
constroed to mean that all moneys received from sales of United States
property sold by any exploring or surveying expedition shall pursue the
fame course. It therefore follows that ang moneys received by you from
the sales of United States property sold toother than exploring or surveying
expeditions authorized by law must be deposited by you into the Treasury.
gn t:gudtig that they may be disposed of in pursuance of section 8618, Revised

In conclusion I will state that any evidence in your possession tending to
show that the moneys received by you from the sales of United States prop-
erty credited in your acconnts were sold by you to a.n{;&xplori.ng or survey-
ing expedition authorized by law should be transmitted to the Auditor for
the State and other Departments, in order that you may be credited on ac-
count of the sales of United States property and char, on account of the
appro.gmtian “International boundary survey, United States and Mexico.”

ully, yours,
R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller,
Lieut. Col. J. W. BArLow, U. 8. A.,

Special Disbursing Officer, care of the Department of State
Washizgtom D. 0.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1895,

Sir: Referring to the accounts of Lieutenant-Celonel Barlow, about which
I had some conversation with you this morning, I inclose a copy of a letter
recently written by me to him in regard to sales of property used by the
Mexican Boundary Commission in the prosecution of its work. Under a mis-
apprehension of the law he has used the money derived from such sales for
the purposes of the survey. in lieu of covering the same into the Treasury,
Mtpmqm by the strict letter of sections 3617 and 3618 of the Revised Stat-
utes.

It appears that unless the proceeds of such sales can be used a deficiency
ap{)mpmtion will be req‘nimg, and that unless made at present serions delay
will occur in the final settlement of Colonel Barlow's accounts. It seems
;11-0 r, nnder the circumstances, that the proceeds of sales should be cred-

ted to the appropriation, but the accounting officers find themselves with-
out anthorit; law to do so. I therefore have drawn aclause to be inserted
in the deficiency appropriation act which will accomplish the purpose. I
heartily recommend itz adoption.
e R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller.
B - N 1x (]
Hon. J. E. WASHINGTON, 2
House of Representatives,

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 20, 1895,
BIR: The inclosed copy of a letter addressed to me by Lieut. Col. J. W Bar-
low, United States Army. the United States representative on the United
States and Mexican International Boundary Commission, in relation to the
disapproval by the Comptroller of his account for sales of propert rhased
under the appropriation for that survey, is sent to you for your mr’&mm
in connection with an amendment to the deficiency bill, whi

learn, Mr. Bowler hasrﬁuested you to advocate, antho
of the proceeds of such sales to the original appropriation.
Seeing no reason to question the correctness of the Comptroller's decision
in view of sections 3619, 3672, and 5692 of the Revised Statutes, yet rding
Colonel Barlow’s course as in the interest of the pnblic service a.ns in the
direction of the intent of the appropriation in question, I have the honor to
r@ﬁuea_st that you will support the proposed ame ent, in order that, by
relieving the Boundary Commission of the statutory obligation to turn into
the Treasury the proceeds of past and future sales of property, the work of

.88 I informally
the reversion

the Commission may be completed wi the limits of the appropriation
already made. ;

Colonel Barlow represents, as you will observe, thatif the amounts realized
as above are not to be available for the pu of the Commission, an addi-
H;ma: appropriation by this Congress will be essential in order to carry on

@ work.

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant,
W. Q. GRESHAM.
osure.

[Incl ]
From Lieut. Col. J. W. Bazlow, San Diego, February 11, 1805,
Hon. JosEPH E. WASHINGTON,
House of Representatives.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY COMMISSION,
UNITED BTATES AND MEXICO,
San Diego, Cal., February 11, 1835,

S1r: I have the honor to state that, in a communication just received from
the honorable the Comptroller of the Treasury, I am informed that an item
of £2.521.05, received from sales of property Eertaining to the appropriation
for the international boundary survey, must be covered intothe Treasury.

This decision is directly the reverse of what I have conceived to be the
meaning of the Revised Statutes on this subject,and if sustained and applied
to the other sales of property pertaining to this survey it will result in com-
pellitg me to turn in a sum considerably greater than the balance now re-
maining from the tsyl'eseut ap rogri.ntiun.

‘When all liabilities are d this balance will be about $5,000, an amount
which, if available, would carrzmgn the map construction next fall until a fur-
ther appropriation could be obtained.

In view of the Comptroller’s decision it would now a%Gpear to be expedient,
in fact imperative, that an appropriation be obtained before the close of the
present session of Congress to provide for the necessary expenditures which
must occur before the next Congress can actin the premises. I would there-
fore respectfully and nrgently request that an amendment be added to one
of the a&gmri&ﬁm bills to provide for the completion of the maps of the
interna : %um_i&ry survey betv:‘een the Ugitedt%t‘;tte;e and He:;l,iﬁ
Il:ussp ropriation is EDBCIH.U urgent, as an an n made
the Me:gcm Oners toyha\'e the Joint &mmi&%ion assemble in Wash-

Commission.

ington in October next to carry forward the work of the
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It is suggested that the sum of §10,000 be asked for, a part of which may
'perhsge avn.llabl:ﬁocr mbumhgigln ui the re];orl;.
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, J. W. BARLOW,

Lieutenant-Colonel of Engi 8, Ci

Hon. W. Q. GRESHAM, Secretfary of State.

The amendment offered by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was agreed to.

And then, on motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, the committee
rose: and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. TARSNEY,
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid-
eration the bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to Bufply
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ﬁscaf year ending June
80, 1895, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and di-
rected him to report the same to the Honse with sundry amend-
ments, and with the recommendation that as amended the bill do

ass,
. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask for the previous question on the
amendments and the bill to its .

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the
amendments?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask for a separate vote on the amend-
ment giving a month’s compensation to the officers of the House
and Senate and the amendments thereto, and I ask a separate vote
upon the amendment to appropriate $425,000 to carry out the
Bering Sea arbitration.

The SPEAKER. Is any other separate vote demanded? If
not, the question will be upon agreeing to the amendments in
gross, with the exceptions indicated.

The amendments, with the exceptions indicated, were ﬁeed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first anendment on
which a separate vote is demanded.

The Clerk read as follows:

Qnmpgﬁ%mr o 9; %g‘:'?btéhe :Dugmnt%‘t.he Government of Great Brit-
ain, nnder the agreement mheﬁ“ gmexchsnge of notes of August 21, 1804,
i full satistastion of all demands for damages t the United States
growing out of the controversy between the two Governments as to the fur
ceals in the Bering Sea under the award and findings of the tribunal of arbi-
tration at Paris, $425,000."

The SPEAKER, The question is upon agreeing to this amend-
ment.

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes
seemed to have it.

Mr. CANNON of Tllinois. Division.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr.
Caxxox of Illinois. :

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 143,
answered * present” 5, not voting 89; as follows:

YEAS—112.

Alexander, Cornish, Henderson, N. C. Pendleton, W. Va
Allen, Crain, Henry, ott,
Baldwin, De Forest, Ikirt, ice,
Bankhead, Denson, Kem, Reilly,
Barnes, Dinsmore, Kilgore, Richard Mich.
Barwig, Donovan, Lapham, Robertson,
Beckner, F)tmn.il Layton, Russell,
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, [;‘ynch. Sayers,
Beltzhoover, Durborow, ] . Simpson,
Black, English, Cal. Mallory. Sorg,
Bland, English, N. J. Martin, Ind. Sperry,
Boatner, Lpes, McCreary, Ky. Springer,
Branch, rdman, Me oc{L, Stalli
Breckinridge, Everett, McEstrick Talbott, Md.
Bretz, orman, cKaig, Tarsney,
Brown, Geissenhainer, Hg:Kejgimn, Tracey,
Bryan, Goldzier, Milliken, Tucker,
Bynum, Graham, Money, Turner, Ga.
Cabaniss, Gresham, Montgomery, Turpi
Caminetti, Griffin, Mich. Morgan, %Fler,
Caruth. Haines, Neill,
Catchings, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Weadock,
Causey, Hammond, Outhwaite, Wever,
Clarke, Ala. Harris, Paschal, Wheeler, Ala.
Cobb, Ala. Harrison, Patterson, Whiting,
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, Pearson, Williams. Miss.
Cooper, Fla. Hayes, Pence, Wilson, W. Va.
Cooper, Ind. Heard, Pendleton,Tex. Wise,
NAYS—143.
Abbott, Brookshira, Cox, -
Adams, Pa. Brosius, Crawford, Gillett, Mass.
Aldrich. Bundy, Curtis, Kans. Grady,
Arnold, Campbell Curtis, N. Y. Griffin, Wis
Avery, Cannon, Dalzell, Grout,
Baker N H. ©  Capehash,  DoArmond, Hawes
Baker, N. H. ™ rmond, s
Bartholdt, Ch?gk i Dockery, Halner, Nebr,
Bartlett, Childs, Dolliver, Hare,
Belden, Clark, Mo. Doolittle. Harmer,
Biair, . Cockrell, Draper,
Boen., Coffeen, Wyo. Edmuonds, Hauge:
Boutelle, Coffin. Md. Ellis, Oreg. Hoinor, Pa.
Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Tex. Fletcher, Henderson.
Broderick, Cooper, Wis. Funk, Henderson, Iowa
Bromwell, Cousins, Fyan,

Hermann, Linton, Moses, ' Stone, Ky.

Hicks, Little, Mutc%lw. torer,

Hitt Livingston, Page, Strait,

Hooker, N. Y. Loud, Payne, Strong,

Hoplins, TiL Loudenslager,  Per) Talbert, 8. C.

Hopkins, Pa. [ucas, Phillips, ° Tate,

gmilmck. ’ ﬁnddox. Powers, M‘:mlo Yind..
u; r, Taylor,

Hull Mmﬁ, bt ml{ﬁll. Thomas,

{er, Marsh Ray, Updg&'mﬂ. h
Johnson, N. Dak. = Reyburn, Van Voorhis, Olio
Jones, McCleary, Minn. Ritchie, ‘Wanger,

e e ponp, | G
efer, cDowel nn. an
B Emen ERT EEan
yle, eiklejo! §
Lacey, Mercer, Bomers, Wolverton,
Lane, Moon, Stephe: ‘Woomer,
Lefever, oore, Stone, C. ‘Wright.
5 Morse, Stone, W. A.

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—5.

Bailey, Gardner, Richardson, Tenn, Terry.
Daniels,
NOT VOTING—S89.
Adams, Ky. Enloe, Marvin, N. Y Bettle,
Aitken, Fielder, McAleer, herman,
Alderson, Fithian, MeDannold, 3ibley,
Apsley. Gear, MeG lickles,
Babeock, Gillet, N. Y. Mc_[.:ﬁ?in, Sipe,
Bell, Colo. Goodnight, McMillin, Smith,
Berry, Gorman, McRae, +  Bteve
Bingham Grosvenor, Meredith, n&e,
Bower, N. C. Hall, Minn. Meyer, Straus,
ckner, Harter, Murray, Swanson,
Bunn, Hendrix, Newlands, Sweet,
Burnes, Hines, Northway, Taylor, Tenn.
Cadmus, Holman Oﬁen. Turner, Va.
Clancy, Hooker, Miss, O"Neil, Mass. Van Voorhis, N. Y,
Cockran, Houk, Pickler, ‘Wadsworth,
Cogsweﬁ.. Flute.ﬁeson, Rayner, Walker,
Conn, zlar, Reed, Wheeler, 11l
Coom Johnson, Ind Richards, ite,
Covert, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. ‘Wilson, Ohio
Culberson, Latimer, Rusk,
Davey, Lawson, Ryan,
ingley, Lockwood, Schermerhorn,
Ellis, Ry. Marshall, Beranton,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. HookER]. If he were present he would
vote “yea;” I should vote *“nay.”

The following pairs were announced:

Until further notice:

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL.

Mr. McRAE with Mr. GEAR.

Mr. HurcHESON with Mr. DRAPER.

Mr. WooparDp with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee.

For this day:

Mr. CoveErT with Mr. Houx.

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania.

Mr. RAYNER with Mr, SWEET.

Mr. McDaxNoLD with Mr. JoaNsoN of Indiana.

Mr. BurNES with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois.

Mr. CapMUs with Mr. VAN VooraIs of Ohio.

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SHERMAN.

Mr. CoorER of Indiana with Mr. SyuTH of Illinois,

Mr. HARTER with Mr. SCRANTON. -

Mr. SicELES with Mr. BABCOCK.

On this question: :

Myr. HookER of Mississippi with Mr. GROSVENOR.

Mr. ALpERSON with Mr. DINGLEY.

On this vote:

Mr. BERrRY with Mr. BINGHAM.

Mr. McMiLLIN with Mr. REED.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.
[A.lpplause on the Reﬁb]ican side.

he SPEAKER. e Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre-

sentatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House borne
on the annual and

and session rolls on the 1st day of February, 1895, including the
Capitol Police and Official Re f th d House, and including
the clerks to members of the House of Representatives now in Congress, tobe
f’mt‘ﬁﬁdﬁtb’m“’f‘&mc%‘zgm“” R el 1 e ey S e e
Eﬁion then ;aid them, the same to lzlimmediabe!y availa%:ﬂle.‘ oy

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is that amendment divisible?

Tl;e SPEAKER. Itis not, having been reported as one amend-
ment.

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the yeas and nays on that.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. I demand the yeas and nays.

The geas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the tle-

man from Kentucky, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and the gen
from New York, Mr. TRACEY. : i
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Mr. HERMANN. I ask that the amendment be again read;
there is so much confusion we could not hear it.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment.

The amendment was again read.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 111, an-
swered “present” 1, not voting 94; as follows:

The vote was recapitulated. ¢
Mr. COX. I desire to change my vote from nay to yea, for the
of moving a reconsideration of that vote. [Cries of

1 0}1: »
Mr. JJOOPER of Indiana, Mr. S
tleman from Illinois, Mr.
should vote if I desired to do so.

the
that

er, while I am paired with
the understanding

was

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded?

The SPEARKER.

The

Mr. BROSIUS. Idid not vote. Iam pai
man from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER]. If he were here, he

would vote ““yea;” 1 would vote ** na
Mr. BO of California. Mr.

gentleman is recorded in the affirmative,

with the gentle-

gi;aker,the gentleman from

Ohio, Mr. NorTHWAY, is confined to his room, sick, and I ask
that he be excused.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have
my colleague, Mr. HoLMAN, excused. He is detained from the
House on account of sickness. If he were present he would vote
“nay- ”

Mr. MEYER. My colleague, Mr. OGDEN, is confined to his
ckness, and I ask that he be excused.

room, on account of si
There was no objection, and it was so o

Mr

YEAS—148.
Adams, Pa. De Forest, Hopkins, Pa. i
Judriclhm_ Dolliver, Hugl, gml,
il Doolitile, 1 mf’smn Dak. R o
Avery, Jol . eyburn,
lhkurx{ N Draper, Jorden, Ric%mrds.
Durborow, Kiefer, Robertson, La.
Bartlett, Edmun Lapham, Robinson, Pa.
Barwig, English, Layton, Russell, Conn.
Bel English, N. J. ever, R Ga.
Beltzhoover, l];.pes, 34 4 lsic 7
", rman, 'vingston, rmerhorn,
tl;mer, F‘lc.{n.k, Loudenslager, She?l.
Bowers, Cal. ) Lmcas, Somers,
Broderick, Geary, Mahon, Sorg,
Bromwell, Geissenhainer, Marsh, Sperry,
Bundy, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ind. ) y
s bell, Gritin, W Me(.‘.len-r{' Minn. ggfmmm
18, Ve
Caru?;h, Grosvenor, McDowaf, Stone, C. W.
Causey, Grout, cGann, Stone, W. A.
Chickering, Grow, McNagny, Stone, Ky.
Clar] Hager, Maiklejcxu. Storer,
Cobhb, Mo. Hainer, Mercer, Strong,
Coffin, M Hain Meyer, Tawney,
Cooper, Hall, Mo. illiken, Thomas,
Cooper, Ind. Hare, Money, Tracey,
Cooper, Harmer, Moon, Turner, Va.
Cornish, Harris, Morgan, T'%EITIB«
Cousins, Hartman, Morse, U aff,
Cox Hatch, utchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio
Crain, Hayes, Outhwaite, anger,
Curtis, enry, hal, ‘Waugh,
Curhl.s]ili'. : Hepburn, Pendleton, W. Va. Wever,
Davey, Hooker, N. Y. PoWors, ]
NAYS—111.
Allen Davis, Lane, Perkins,
Bailey, Deim iy Richardson, Tenn.
oy, ore La
Bankiasd. Dockery, ml.l' Ritchie,
Beckner, Y, w Bayers,
%ﬁ[‘tﬁ. Ellis, Or'ag Lou Snﬁnn.
) L; 4 Stallings,
Bland, Everett, Maddos, Strait,
]gwnéh, PR %:(m'zmry‘ Ky. "i‘ubert., C.
Bran |ar, ! .
B Grady, | McCulloch, Tarsney,
Bretz, Me: Tate,
o J Ponmand: McKaig, iy
I, C. L)

w]f' Hauﬁ:’n&m l[chur’ln, Tnzrkyar,
Bynum, Hemn » N.C. McMillin, Tuarner, Ga.
Ca ZE[J'htE Montgomery, @'lar,

fon go = ﬁ ; Wnahméﬁon.

0! u
Gapeber ﬂuntml':: o W
Catchin, Izlar, O'Neil, Mass. ‘Wheeler, Ala.
Clark, lfg' Jones, 0" Neill, Mo. Whiting,
Cobb, Ala. Kem, W TIL
Gockrallw Ki Pa Wilson, W. Va.
oo Eoe e W
Ty y
Crawford, Lg-cay. Pendleton, Tex.
. ANSWERED “PRESENT"—L
Childs.
NOT VOTING—04
Abbott, Culberson, Hulick, Scran
Adams, Ky Denson, H Sett.la,m
Aitken, Dingley, Johmson, Ind. Sherman,
Alderson, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, O Sibley,
‘Mk %‘5‘:‘ l(agugr‘ g
y er, Simpson,
Baker, Kans. Fithian, Mnrshl:i,l‘ Sipe,
Bald Fletcher, Marvin, N. Y. Smith
Bell, Colo Gear, McAleer, Btock
; g;:.odm?ﬁt’;' M Ke!sh(ﬁg: Sty
] <. weet,
Bougtello. Gorman, McRae, Talbott, Md.
Bower, N. C. Graham, Meredith, Taylor, Tenn.
v Hall, Minn. Murray. Van Voorhis, N. Y,
Brosius, Harter, oW, Wadsworth,
Burnes, Hotnor Iggﬂaa?my' geadocﬁ:,
einer,
Cadmus, Henderson, 1L Payne, Wheeler, II1L
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, ‘White,
Mhmli. ?em ;;me‘ gg’ iverbgllal,io
Lin , 0
Conn, 1 o " Ray er, oodard.
Coombs, Hooker, Miss, i Mich.
Covert, Rusk,
So the amendment was to.

agreed to.

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have my name called.

Mr. MOCMILLIN. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote.

The SPEAKER. The vote will be recapitulated.

Mr. TARSNEY. I ask for order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to secure order.

Mr. TARSNEY. Irise toa point of order. I desireto inguire
if it is in order to proceed with all the employees and brevet
employees of this House surrounding the Clerk’s desk.

i thK Mr.IJS1:»1&»1]1:91-1[1r d&l{i}m to mti:fdi:w my vote,
was paired with my colleague, Mr. GORMAN, ‘Were pres-
ent, he would vote ‘ yea;” I should vote ‘‘nay.”

The following additional pairs were announced:

For the rest of the day:

Mr. GrRAHAM with Mr. AITKEN,

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. DINGLEY.

Mr. BERRY with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa.

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. SCRANTON.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr, WHITE.

Mr. HorLMAN with Mr. NORTHWAY.

On this question:

Mr. Brosius with Mr, PICKLER.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded,

Mr. COX. Imove to reconsider the vote by which the amend-

ment was to.
. I move to lay that motion on the table, Mr,

Mr. HA
Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken on the motion to
lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

. COX. On that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEARKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle-
ﬁm (i}.’rom Iowa, Mr. HAYES, and the gentleman from Tennessee,

T, Cox,

The gquestion was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 91, not
voting 113; as follows: i

YEAS—-145.
Aldrich. Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Pigott,
Alexander, De Forest, Hufick. Powe
Avery, Dolliver, Hull, .Rand;ﬁ.
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Tcirt, Ra
Baker, N. Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Reﬁly.
win Dunn, Jorden, Reyburn,
Bartholdt, Dur - Kiefer, Richards,
Barig” Englian fioheta, Hobtars B
2y nglish, 4
Belden, English, N.J.  Layton, Russell, Gonti.
Beltzhoover, Epes, Lefever, Russell, Ga.
Berry, Forman, Linton, Bchermerhorn,
Blair, A Livingston, e,
Boatner, Gardner, Loud, Perry,
Bowers, Cal. i Loudenslager, Springer,
Broderick, Geissenhainer, Lucas, Stephenson,
Bromwell, Griffin, Mich., fﬁch' Stev
Bundy, Griffin, Wis. o, Stone, 8 W
Bynum, Grosvenor, Marsh, Stone, W. A,
Campbe Grout, Martin, 5 , Ky.
Cannon, Cal Grow, MeCall, Ty
Caruth, Ea?ur. McCleary, Minn, Strong,
Causey, Hainer, Nebr. MeCreary, Ky. Tawney,
Chickering, Haines, Hchwe‘H. Thomas,
Childs, Hare, « McGann, Tracey,
Clarke, Ala. Harmer, McNagny, Turner, Va.
Gooper, Fla.  Hariman, Miliier Updegrate
r, en, @ :
Cooper, Ind. Hatch, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio.
Cooper, Tex. Hayes, OO0, Wanger,
Cooper, Wis. Henderson, IIL Morgan, Wever,
ousins, Henry, Morse, ‘Whiting,
Crain, Hepburn, Mutchler, Williams, Miss.
Curtis, Kans. Hermann, Outhwaite, Wise.
RO S
\ 'endle . Va.
Daniels, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips,
NAYS—0L
%Brﬂold, an&h. iage goo%krellw Er&ma.n,
ey, nris y een, 0. verat!
.}mkﬁead. Bretz, Jox, L4 Fyan, b
Barnes, Brookshire, Crawford, Goldzier,
Beckner, Cabaniss, Davis, Grady,
39”3& Capehart, De Armond, Gresham,
Bla 1 Caghh_l‘!gs. Dockery, Hall, Mo.
Bland, Clark, Mo. Dunphy, Hammond,
Boen, Cobb, Ala. Ellis, O Harrison,
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Lockwood, Patterson, Tarsney, The question being taken on ordering the previous guestion,
N.C. Maddox, o ;};“h Ind. the Speaker decl that the noes seemed to have it,
Huator: MoCuiloch, Pondibton, Tex.  Tesry. Mr. MADDOX. T ask for a division.
Izlar, McDearmon, Perkins, Tucker, The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 125; so the
Jones, . R T previous guestion was
Kyle, xm‘ Ritchie, %’ Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Imove to amend the motion
Lacey, MeMillin, Sayers, We of the gentleman from Georgia to recommit by msernn&th%ﬂor-
Lane, Montgomery, S TRT; A tion of the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole
o] Stratt, Wilson. W. Va. that was omitted by him.
Lester, O'Neil, Mass. %m& & Woomer. T:xe SPEAKE%}:JM Clerk will report the amendment of the
Little, gentleman from ;
T Rk b alicn v ety o oo e e s e A
Abbott, Culb Johnson, Ohio  Settle, proposition yrequire ouse to vo upon
Adams, gi .)m gﬁ“ Shell, the question we have just voted on. iy -
\§ Dingley, ire. Sibley, The SPEAKER. But if the motion to recommit is in order it
Ajtken, ore, Magu 2
Alderson, DONova Mars! Sickles, is undouhmiii‘ni amendable under the rules.
Allen, Ellis, Ky. %}”"‘nﬁ ¥ Simpson, Mr, McM IN. The Chair,then, holds that to amend it wounld
it e P 4., pth. not be putting it in a condition so that it could not be voted on.
%' E-i : ﬁg%”‘ Thu;bber ] The (ﬂe'f}ilewl.(f}.lm mth?;mposededm?:;mt oti
Dowen.C. GG N.Y.  Meredlih " Bweet: gentiernan from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR].
Brickner, Meyer, Md. Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to modify mg amendment b,
Brosius, urray, %\yl%r, N Y omitting the reading clerk now reading at the desk. My amend-
m ok f’#‘m Yoo Voorbis, N. Y. | nent is to strike out all of the amendment in to extra
Bunn,’ Hall, Minn. Northway, Walker, month’s pay except that relating to the reading cler i
Burnes, Harter, m o, g Thte tg 'tingR' The gentleman will please reduce his amend-
ein EI: Wi X men WIl .
Cannon, %l %endef'sm, Iowa %%, Wheeler, : ﬁ.ﬂer a pause the amendment of Mr., GROSVENOR was read, as
CYs BT 4 White, OLLOWS:
Cockran, nige, Wilson, Ohio Amend the instructions as proposed by adding the following:
W - .
%{;‘;‘:ﬁi"' Eg&]‘:;:ﬁ‘ Hiss.m g’?gnhardm“ Mich. 'gdwdndm, the%.t}‘;mgt;i 'i‘ilée'?ﬁm clerks, and employees to be paid extra pay, except
o e, aEm Hask, fr BRECKINRIDG
Cornish, Hautcheson, Ryan, .BR E. OnthatIdemand thepreviocusquestion.
Covert, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 145 and the ThegPE . The question is upon the amendment offered
nays are 91. The s;xlfhes have it, and the motion to reconsider is | by the gentleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR].
laid on the table. e question now is upon the engrossmentand | The question being taken, amendment was agreed to; there
third reading of the amended bill. being—ayes 127, noes 39, kT
The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion to re-
and read a third time. commit as amended.

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill with
the instructions which I send to the desk.

The motion of Mr. MADDOX was read, as follows:
i T i i b e o S s
ﬂskm:}‘ormmnttﬁs:nx;ummr members' clerks stricken from the

Mr. MADDOX. T thatldmanﬁtbepmﬁma?:aﬁ?n.

A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I make t of

r]ﬁh.thatthat estion has just been voted by the

order on ju voted upon ouse.
The SPEAKE&:L Not singly. was someth‘JY.ng else con-
nected with it.

Mr. SPRINGER. This motion relates only to the clerks of

members.

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Bat it is practically the same
question that has just been voted upon.

The SPEAKER. Not atall. This motion applies to one class
of clerks, while the amendment just voted upon by the House
related both to those clerks and to another class of employees.

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I find on page 313
of the Manual this:

It is not in order to move to recommit a bill with instructions to insert
what the House has just voted to strike out.

Now, the converse of that ought to be true, and where the House
has just refused to strike out an amendment made in Committee
of the Whole and has voted to sustain it, in m jﬁmentitwuuld
clearly be out of order to move to recommit the with instrue-
tions to strike that provision out.

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman regard the amendment
which has just been voted upon as identical with this? As the
Chair understands it, the amendment reported from the Commit-
tee of the Whole was to pay the clerks and other employees of the
House one month’s extra pay, and also to pay the clerks of mem-
bers one month’s pay. This motion, as the Chair understands it.
is to recommit the bill with instructions to strike out so much o
the amendment as provides for a month’s extra paly to clerks of
members alone, without reference to the House employees.

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the greater includes the less.
If such a motion as that made by the gentleman from Georgia is
in order, we can never dispose of a bill.

The SPEAKER. Under the rules there can be but one motion
to recommit made. The gentleman from Georgia moves to re-
commit the bill with instruections, and cn that he demands the

previons guestion.
Mr. BAhR of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move toamend
the motion to recommit.
The SPEAKER. The

E‘eﬁous question is demanded. The
question is upon ordering

e previous question.

The SPEAKER ed to puf the question.
Ths SPEAKER. Fors tﬁtmurposete)' e gentleman rise?
e . Forw §4] rise
Mr, MADDOX. To demand the yeas and nays.
The SPEAKER. The House is dividing.
Mr, McMILLIN. But the gentleman has the right at any time
to demand the and nays.

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays can not in-
terrupt a division.
Mr. MCMILLIN. I submit, with deference to the Chair, that
the and nays can be demanded at any time.
SP . Not during a division.
The question being taken, there were—ayes 49, noes 135,
Mr DOX. Inow demand the yeas nays.

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there
were—ayes 32,

The SPEAKER. Not a sufficient number, in the opinion of the

Mr. MADDOX. I ask fora count of the other side.

The %ﬁ‘gm being taken, there were 167 in the negative.

Mr. LS. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays.

Tellers were not ordered, only 18 voting in favor thereof.

Mr. WELLS. Imove that the House adjourn.

The SPEAKER. But the Chair must announce the result of the
vote. Tellers are refused; the yeas and nays are refused; and the
g:ﬁhom ‘l;o recommit is mjected! The question is now, Shall the

pass

Mr. WELLS. I move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the eman will not filibuster,

Mt WELLS, T fies t6 s pe tiairotny tnguiry: 7s

: 3 rise to a parliamen i iry: Is a motion to
recommit without instructions in order? —

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. Only one motion to recommit can
be made. The question is, Shall the bill pass?

The guestion being taken, there were—ayes 181, noes 24,

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

So the bill was passed.

On motion of Mr. BRECEINRIDGE, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the House
meet at 11 o'clock every day for the rest of this session.

Mr. SAYERS. I object.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope the gentleman will not object.

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir; I object.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We desire to give an opportunity to the
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Gommittee on Labor to bring their business before the House to-

Mr SAYERS I withdraw the objection if the gentleman will
limit his motion to to-morrow.
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well, I ask unanimous consent that
to-morrow the House meet at 11 o’clock.
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the special
on%er kfor eulogies at 2 o'clock to-morrow be postponed until 3
o'clock.

The SPEAKER. The Chairunderstands that this will beagree-
able to the gentlemen from Illinois. In the absence of objection,
the special order will be poatgoned as requested.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and jointre-
solutions of the following titles; when the Speaker Blc%ed thesame:

A bill (H. R. 8237) for relief of William W. Buckley, late first
lientenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteers;

Joint resolution (S.R.117) grantmg rmission for the erection
of a bronze statue in Washin on, , in honor of the late Prof.
Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL.

Jointresolution (8. R. 138) anthonzlﬁ the Secretary of the Navy
to deliver unserviceable or condem connon to the mayor of
Burlington, Vt., to be used in decorating Battery Park; an

Joint resolution (S.R.109) to fill vacancies in the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. _

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I desire
to submit a conference report on the Post-Office appropriation
bill, which is a ial a ment.

Mr. LOUD. hope the gentleman will not present that this
evening. It is not an agreement in full, and it is now nearly
half pa.st 5 o'clock.

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I only want the report
ado ted and then the other ma{ go over until to-morrow.

SPEAKER. The will read the statement of the
House conferees.
The Clerk read as follows:

STATEMENT. *

rs on the part of the House of the conference on the d

the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H

mt{ons for the service of the Post-Office De nt
June 30, 1896, submit the tollow}ng written state-
action taken by the conference

s ST e TE o Tt g iniing SHe, otas Prom KIA00 the o §15000, 51 () o

ons for ete., from an o
increnl;!pgppmpﬂaﬁun for rnﬂwiy—e;r“ service from £35.105,000 to §3,205,000.

vot.ea

Thesein are in ce with the estimates. The ﬁousea]ao agrees
to an amemdment- striking out “Spring‘?:ld" and inserting * Boston " in the
clause for necessary facilil on trunk lines. This is an immaterial amend-
t.
m%lllm committee of conference report a disagreement in regard to the amend-

ment of the Senate relnting to t‘he mmdance of postal clerks on the route to
which they are assigned.

Amount as passed House.............. i
Incren:e made by BANREA S s e L G S 108, 000. 00

POST-OFFICE BILL, 1806,

ount
Amount of estimates .......
Amount of act for 1895. .

JOHN 8. HENDERSON.
EDW.J. DUNPHY.
E. F. LOUD.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the partial re-

The relz)o agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the question that
is at issue between the two Houses.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend on page 4,line 20, after the words ** Postmaster-General,” by insert-

B Pmmde\d That all clerks hereafter a ﬂ})‘pomted tothe Railway Mail Service,
and to perfnrm duty in railway post-offices, shall reside at some point along
the route to which they are assigned; but railway clerks heretofore ?

;pomted, m now performing such duty, shall not be required to change their

Mr HENDERSON of North Carolina. The Senate ask a con-
ference on this amendment, and my motion will be fo to
that conference. The tleman from California, I understand,
wishes to move that the House recede and agree to the amend—
ment. I am willing to let that lie over until to-morrow morning
to satisfy his convenience.

The S%EAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves
to further insist on the disagreement to this amendment.

Mr. LOUD. I move that the House recede from its
ment to the amendment and agree to the same. And pending
that, I move that the House adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that if the House
does not remain in session until a later hour it will be difficult to
transact the business.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. HoLmAN, for this day, on account of sickmess in his

To iir NoORTHWAY, indefinitely, on account of sickness.
DUPLICATE BILL FROM THE SENATE.

. The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolu-
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted:
Resolved, That the Senat baraqueetadtofumiahhtheﬂoma‘iﬁﬂmh
of the bill (S. ZA3) in a.id of the exposition to be held under the a ces of
the Baltimore Centen: - nial Exposition, and for other purposes, the same hav-

ing been lost or
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman
from California will withhold his motion to adjourn until I can
call up the Friday night bills. It will not take over eighteen or
twenty minutes to dispose of them.

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I understood the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] to request that this conference
report be laid aside until to-morrow morning. I have no objec-
tion to that.

The SPEAKER. That will of course take time from a commit-
tee which expects to present business to-morrow. The gentle-
man asks consent, however, to let this conference report go over
until to-morrow mornin%

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. And tomakeita special
order for 12 o’clock.

Mr. MAGUIRE. I object to that.

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I have no objec-
tion to going on with it and concluding it to-night. I have made
the motion that we agree to the conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California has made a
mot;lon which must be first disposed of.

Mr. LOUD. Imove that the House now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to

And accordingly (at 5 o ‘elock and 30 minutes p.m.) the House
adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions were
severall reg rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referredy to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H,
R. 2325) for the relief of the estate of James S. Clark, deceased.,
(Report No. 1926.)

By Mr. TURPIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A bill
(8. 2364} for the relief of Silas P. Keller. (Report No. 1927.)

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A
bﬂlrt(]:l. R1 962%.)(;) gmntmg a pension to George W. Johnson. (Re-
port No.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow=
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows:
E Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bili (H. R.8949) to establisha

mmonal university—to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. TUCKER (by requeat) A resolution to establish a na-
tional park at &pomattox, Va., and to appoint commissioners to
locate same—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

%Mr SMITH of Arizona: A memorial of the legislative as-
sembly of Arizona, pra.ying that Chalcedony Park, near Holbrook,
Apache County, Ariz., be set aside and formed into a national
park under care of the General Government—to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

By Mr. HERMANN: A memorial of the Oregon legislature, for
the improvement of Umpqua River, Oregon—to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIIT, fpnvate bills of the following titles
were presented and referred as follows:
};{r GROUT: A bill (H.R.8950) for the relief of Company
M, M:rhenty 5Au-&th Regiment New York Cavalry—to the Committee
on
By Mr. ASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 8951) to pension James G.
Matthews, of Texas—to the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 1 of Rule XXIIT, the following petitions and
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: i
By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Frances E. Willard and 79
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others, of the Women'’s Christian Temperance Union, for the pas-

of House bill of January 19, 1895, for a permanent treaty of
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BRODERICK: Memorial of Francis G. Peabody and 50
others, of Howard University, and of Frederic E. Dewhurst and 75
others, in favor of the p of the antilottery bill now pend-
ing in the House—to the Committee on the Judiciary._

Also, resolution of Division No. 161, Order of Railway Con-
ductors of Kansas, in favor of the Wright and Hermann labor
arbitration bill—to the Committee on Labor. ;

By Mr. COX: Petition of J. W. Howard and other citizens of
Maury County, Tenn., in regard to bounty on sugar—to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. =

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of American citizens of Fayette
City, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution that
neither Congress nor any State shall pass any law ting an
establishment of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of the Houston Board of Trade and
the Fairbanks Company of New York, in behalf of the sug:r
producers of 1894 and in favor of giving them the bounty for that
year—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of J. B. Scully and others, of Frontier Cavalry, for
unpaid portion of bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

y Mr. HAYES: Petition of J. Ellen Foster and others, of the
National Council of Women, asking for the passage of House reso-
lution of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Woodburn and As-
toria, Oreg., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the Igrtuxi:-
ing of the right of franchise to persons not citizens of the United
States—to the Commititee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg.,
favoring the Lodge bill for the reorganization of the dipiomatic
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of 40 citizens of Casselman, Pa., pro-
hibiting any State from granting the right of franchise to any

not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on
the Judiciary. : ’

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Pennsylvania who served in the
various construction corpsand on mili railroads attached to the
United States Army from 1861 to 1865, asking that a law be en-
acted to allow them the benefits of a pension, as provided in the
act of June, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of St. Paul

Minn.) Order of Railway Conductors, Division No. 40, favoring
ouse bill 8556, providing for adjustment of differences between
railwaH: and their employees—to the Committee on Labor.

By MILLIKEN: Petition of B. L. Whitman and others, for
ress lotteries—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CE: Resolution of the American Federation of
Labor, in favor of the free and unlimited coi of both silver
and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1—to the Committee on Coinage,
‘Weights, and Measures.

Also, protest inst exempting mining claims from annual
work—to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of 125 citizens of Denver,
Colo., against granting the right of franchise to persons not citi-
zens of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of 125 citizens of Denver, Colo., against appro-

riating public money and in favor of a law prohibiting an estab-
ishment of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PICKEER: Petition of Burt Fuller and 835 others, of
Sisseton, S. Dak., praying for the passage of the Pickler bill, pro-
viding for a reduction of price of Government lands to $1.25 per
acre—to the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of the Wine, Liquor, and Beer Dealers’
Association of Ansonia, Conn., against an increase in the tax on
beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of B. F. Nickersham and others,
of Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of House resolution of Janu-
ary 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of arbitra-
tion between the United States and Great Britain—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RIC DSON of Michigan: Petition of the Grange,
Cascade, Mich., for the of the bill to give the States
authority over the sale and manufacture of imitations of butter—
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Journeymen Bookbinders’ Union,
No. 4, and Columbia Union, No. 101, journeymen printers, per
W. B. Hyde and B. L. Smith, chairmen of committees, in favor
of the passage of House resolution 244, to revise the wages of cer-
tain g;)vemment Printing Office employees—to the Committee on
Printing.

By Mr. WANGER: Preamble and resolution of meeting of citi-
zens of Pottstown, Pa., for the passage of House bill 5246—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

a]awto%u

SENATE.

TUESDAY, February 26, 1895.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, W. H. MiLBURN, D. D.

THE JOURNAL AND THE RECORD.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings
will be read by the Secretary.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the reading of the Journal be dis-
pensed with.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. MANDERSON. I object.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection.

':'&1_5 Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings.

Mr. EALE (at 11 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m.). I ask that the
further reading of the Journal be dispensed with.

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam constrained to object to that request.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection is interposed.

The reading of the Journal was resumed and conclnded.

Mr. HALE. Before the Journal is approved, I wish to call the
attention of the Senate to the difference between the Journal and
the REcorp. The Journal is completed, as it should be, down to
the moment of adjournment, but I find on examining the RECORD
that a considerable portion of the report of last evening is not
included in the REcorp forthe day. Asevery Senator knows, this,
Banicnlarly in the last days of the session, is very troublesome,

ecause we only gain the knowledge of what is done in this and in the
other branch by reading the Recorp., Itisthe first thing that I do
in the morning, so as to be agprised of what is going on.

I call the attention of the Committee on Printing to this matter.
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is, 1 think, the only
member present. I am told that so faithful was the work of our
reporters that at half past 1 the last page of the regort of the pro-
ceedings was copied and completed and sent to the Printing Office.

Mr. HAWLEY. At1.

Mr. HALE. It may have been 1 o'clock. I was told ai half

ast 1. Either is enongh to show that we might have had the

ECORD, But the Printing Office, whose main business it is to
report the proceedings of Congress, shut off its work, put out its
lights, and declined to complete the RECORD and furnish it to us for
this morning.

Mr. President, unless some note of warning and some monition
is served upon the Printing Office (I hope the Committee on Print-
ing will attend to it) we shall be in this situation all the time. We
must have night sessions; we shall have to get a knowledge of the
proceedings of the Senate from the RECORD the next morning, cov-
ering the day before; and if every night this office, which 1s our
servant, the servant of Congress, shuts off work, extinguishes
lights at 2 o’clock, or at any hour when copy is coming in, we shall
be in the same situation as we are now. :

I am aware that the fault, if there is fault, should not be attrib-
uted to our reporters, who are very constant in their work., There
will be cases—I have known cases—where Congress sits all night and
into the early hours of morning, when the proceedings can not be
got into the REcoRD; but the adjournment last night was inside of
11 o’clock, and there was no reason why we should not have had
every word from the Printing Office.

Mr. MANDERSON. Isimply desire to say that no one questions
the capacity and the interest, day and night, of the reporting force of
the Senate; and it is seldom that there is occasion to question the
industry and faithfulness of those who are responsible for the con-
ducet of the Publie Printing Office. It is very exceptional that this
has occurred. Usually when we sit until 12 or 1 o’clock we find in
the RecorD the next morning the full account of our proceedings, or
if there is delay for an hour or two, it is laid on our desks during the
morning.

I have no question butthat there is some good excuse for this omis-
sion. It is, as the Senator from Maine suggests, an omission that is
to be regretted, because it causes embarrassment. Those of us who
desired toread what was done inthe later Liours of last night’s ses-
sion found ourselves unable to get that information this morning.

Mr. HALE. A Senator tells me he was informed by the Printin
Oﬂ?ce that they would receive nothing for the RECORD after
o’clock. :

Mr. MANDERSON. That of course should not be, and will be
remedied.

Mr. HALE. The question is whether they are the masters or
whether we are the masters.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., The Journal will be approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O.
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, requested the S8enate to furnish the House
with a duplicate copy of the bill (8. 2243) in aid of the exposition
to be held under the anspices of the Baltimore Centennial Associa-
fit_):;, and for other purposes, the original having been lost or mis-

aid.
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