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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, February 28, 1896. 

The House met at 12 -o~clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY M. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
p1·oved .. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and give notice that if the motion is adopted I will ask the 
committee to take up and consider the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the gentleman will yield to me a mo
ment, I desire to give notice to the Honse that I will bring in, dur
ing the day or in the morning, a rule from the Committee on Rules 
to make it in order on this bill to consider a bill reported from the 
Qommittee on the Judiciary to change to the salary system the 
present fee system in respect to the payment-of United States mar
shals and district attorneys, so that it may be considered as a part 
of this bill or with it. I give notice now, and will state fm·ther 
to the members of the House that the bill to which I have refen-ed 
has been printed and has come in this morning, so that those ·de
siring to examine a copy of it in advance of its consideration will 
be able to secure it in the document room. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask to take up for consideration the legisla-

tive appropriation bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriationsforthe legislativ~, executive, and 

judicial expenses of the Government for the fl.sca.l year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that the 
first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to my 

colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GROUTl. 

Mr. GROUT Mr. Chairman, a soun<L stable currency is one of 
the prime requisites of business prosperity and national strength 
and independence. No nation with a disOTdered, fluctuating, or 
permanently depreciated currency, though all other conditions may 
be favorable, can ever take high rank as a commercial power. The 
reason is obvious. The currency of a country always determines 
values; and stocks, bonds, land, and all personal property of every 
kind are rated ina given country according to the commercial value 
of the money standard in that country. If the standard be gold, 
which is to-day the standard of all the great commercial nations, 
then the property of such country may be readily exchanged on 
equal terms with the property or money of all nations having the 
same standard of value. In other words, such nations can trade 
on a uniform basis of values, which not only facilitates the ex
change, but is at the same time free from all disappointment to 
either party when the account is stated. 

But not so with a country like Mexico, for instance, which has 
free silver coinage, and where the standard is measured by silver 
and is of just about one-half the v.alueof the standard of the com-
mercial nations of the earth. . 

When she sends merchandise to a foreign country of the value 
of a dollar in he1· cun-ency she really gets but 50 cents in gold 
for it. 

So it would be in the United States if, like Mexico, we were to 
go on a silver basis, to which fr-ee coinage would inevitably carry 
us; but of this I will speak in a moment. But I think all will 
agree that if we were on a silver basis every bushel of wheat, 
every pound of butter or pork or beef, and every manufactured 
article which we might export would bring just about one-half in 
gold its impu~ed value here. 

Not only this, but all Amelican securities-.railway, municipal 
and State bonds as well as United States bonds-millions of which 
are now held -abroad, would be worth in London, Berlin, and 
Paris only 50 cents on the dollar in gold. They would in fact be 
worth only 50 cents on the dollar in gold in our own markets. 

Confessedly this would be the inBvitable situation if we were on 
a silver basis, and where is the American who will say that this 
would be satisfactory to him? Where is the farmer or manufac
tm·er who would be satisfied with his lot under a government 
whose measure of values is so delusive that when he takes his -sur
plus products into the markets of the worla.~ whe1·e their value 
would be measured by the world's standard, he gets only half price 
t.D.r them? What American could view with equanimity his .A.mer-

ican citizenship if American ~urrency were worth but half price? 
In short, what American would be satisfied if the currency of his 
country were not equal in value to the 'best currency on earth? 
I think everyone will agree that if we were on a silver basis the 
above is a fair statement of the disadvantages we would labor 
under at the present time in our commercial intercom·se with the 
rest of the world. But the situation would be far .more humiliat
ing and unsatisfactory right here at home. 

Instead of 4 percent United i:States bonds selling at 10 and12 per 
cent premium for gold, an 8 per cent bond could not be sold at an 
equal or greater discount, and at that be paid for in a currency 
worth but 50 cents -on the dollar in the commercial marts of the 
world. 

TESTIMONY 011' :BOND SALE. 

The bond sale now in progress, though discreditable enough to 
the economic and administrative policies which ha-ve made it 
necessary, yet bears eloquent testimony to the faith of the Ameri
can people in the honesty of the future American dollar; testi
mony also to the faith of all the commercial nations of the .earth 
whose gold is to-day finding its way to the United States Treasury 
in exchange for these bonds payable in coin. Think you, Mr. 
Chairman, the American people or the capitalists of Eur0;pe would 
take these bonds at ·this low rate of interest and high premium if 
they believed this country was to go on a silver basis and pay 
them when due in a currency of one-half thevalue of gold? Nay, 
nay. Then think of another thing. What sort of people would 
we be to do that thing? How, after it, could one American ever 
look another in the face when the subject of national honor o.r of 
public faith was mentioned? 

But, saying nothing of the virtue of keeping faith with all classes 
of our security holders, let us for a moment see what the effect of a 
debasedcurrencywould beuponth~workingmillions who, ''in th-e 
sweat of the face," eat then· bread. With the present disparity in 
the commercial value of the two metals, every dollar of the 6579,-
400,907 of gold would be withdrawn from circulation and would 
become a commodity. It would be at ·a premium of 2 to 1. And 
who will describe the disastrous effect on the business of the conn
tTy by the withdrawal of just about one-fourth of our -entire cir
culating medium? And who will comp-lete the picture and tell us 
of the business and financial collapse sure to follow such contrac
tion; of the mills and factories closed, and of the workin()'men hun
gry and cold in the street? And, worst of all, who will aescribe 
the disconsolate1 the pitiable condition of the American people 
from whom lmsiness confidence and honor, the very first jewelin 
the erown of confidence, have alike fled? .And thirik of an intel
ligent, spirited people trying to do business with a 50-cent dollar1 
Pitiable spectacle indeed, but sure to follow such a large and cer
tain contraction of our circulating medium, and from it, except 
a return to an honest dollar, there would be but one .escape, and 
that to the bottomless morass of paper issues, the evi1s of which 
would be worse even than those of contraction. 

But, Mr. Chairman, -this condition of things will never come to 
the American people. 

They understand too well the advantages of a sound, stable cur
rency; in fact, its necessity to individual and national prosperity, 
and especially its necessity in an foreign transactions. 

But some of the free-silver advocates deny that free coinage 
would carry the country to a silver basi~; while others, at :teastin 
private conversation, admit that it would, and say: u It is just 
what is wanted. As a debtor nation we would then be able to 
discharge all of our public obligations with half the value now 
called for; and at the same time the debtor class would be enabled 
to discharge their debts with cheap money; and though this were 
done, the ·capitalist and bondholder would have all :they ought to 
have, and the struggling masses would be relieved of dispro-por
tionate burdens." But I deny, sir, that th~ sturay yeomanry of 
this country or the debtor class ask for or would accept any such 
scheme of repudiation as this. They believe in keeping faith with 
all men. [ Applause.l 

They know that a depreciated, debased currency would surely 
bring evils far outbalancing any slight advantage they might gain 
in paying their debts in a dishonest dollar of half thevalue of the 
one they promised the creditor when the debt was contracted. I 
say the honest, sturdy manhood of this country would indignantly 
spurn any such proposition, and will have nothing of it, 

EFFECT 011' FREE COIN..A.GE 011' SILVER. 

But for just a moment to the question: Will the free coinage .of 
silver at the present Tatio of 16 to 1 carry the currency of his 
country to a silver basis? 

First of all, let me ask yon to keep in mind the fact that the value 
of the silver in .our standard silver dollar of 371t grains is only 50 
cents, and that the silver dollar in circulation and the certificates 
and Treasury notes representing the silver in the Treasury., 
amounting in all to a little over $600,000.,000, are now kept equal 
with gold only by the arbitrary fiat of the Government, whose 
settled .POlicy as solemnl_y declared by the act of 1890 is to keep the 
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two metals on a parity. Think of it! Six hundred millions of 
50-cent dollars are to-day being kept equal with gold by the strong 
right arm of public faith; and the fact is it is just about all the 
strain the public credit will bear, especially when coupled with 
the trouble the evergreen greenback is giving us. The truth is 
the Government is now only barely k eeping itself from a silver 
basis by frequent sales of bonds for gold. 

In the face of all this who doubts if this free-coinage amend
ment were adopted it would take us at once to a silver standard 
and we should at once be a 50~cent people? 

This would be inevitable: as will be seen by following for a mo
ment the practical workings of free coinage. What a field it would 
open to the speculator and the money changer. All one would 
have to do would be to possess himself with 50 cents'worth of silver 
and take it to the United States mint and have it rounded off and 
stamped a dollajr. Five hundred dollars' worth of silver taken to 
the mint would come out in the form of 1,000 silver dollars. Now, 
on the supposition that the Government could keep the silver dol
lar and gold dollar on a parity, what a chance for profit this w ould 
offer. All the man with the 1,000 silver dollars, which cost him 
but 5500, would have to do would be to exchange them for a thou
sand gold dollars (which he could readily do, if they were kept on 
a parity) and go into the open market and with these 1,000 gold 
dollars buy enough silver bullion, when backed up to the United 
States mint, to turn out 2,000 silver dollars, and on every one 
would be found the legend " In God we trust." And so this man 
could go on doubling his money in every transaction in regular 
geometrical progression; the key of success all the time being, 
of course, that the two dollars could be kept by the Government 
on a parity, and not only as against this single man, but as against 
all the world.. The very statement of the case demonstrates the 
impossibility of the Government to do any such thing, however 
determined it might be in the undertaking. · 

EFFECT ON THE POOR MAN'S MONEY. 

Authorize free coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 and silver would 
at once become the standard of value. Gold would instantly go 
into hiding. Every dollar would disappear from circulation and 
would become an article of merchandise, worth twice its former 
value, not in the markets of the world, but here in the United 
States, when measured by the silver standard. And this is how 
free coinage would affect the poor man's money, which is con
fessedly silver, as his transactions are all small, and how also it 
would affect the rich man's money, which is said to be gold; and 
much has been said on this point, as though the poor man's money 
would be benefited by free coinage. 

But it will at once be seen that while the international value of 
of gold would remain right where it is now, its local value would 
be somewhat ~nhanced by its attitudeas a commodity, always de
sirable, and also because it is at the same time money which those 
engaged in foreign transactions must sm·ely have, while silver, 
no longer kept equal with gold, would go straight to its com
mercial value, one-half what it is now; and who fails to see that 
it would be not the rich man and his money, but the poor man 
and his money that would be placed most at a disadvantage? 

But in the grand collapse that would surely follow the contrac
tion by withdrawing $579,400,907 of gold from our circulation and 
in adjusting values to the new standard the poor and rich would 
suffer alike, but the poor would suffer most. The workingman, 
paid in money of half value, whose purchasing power has been 
reduced by one-half, could make himself whole only by having 
his wages doubled; but how long would he have to work and wait 
before his employer could be got up to the point of paying him $-2 
per day instead of $1 as now? In the little State of Vermon~ the 
deposits in the savings banks, which Tepresent the small savmgs 
of the working man and woman and the small yearly balances of 
the farmer and mechanic, amount to 829,430,697, and in the whole 
United States to $1,810,597,223. 

Now, if this country were to go to a silver standard, every dollar 
of this vast sum, which when deposited was as good as gold, 
would be worth but 50 cents to the depositor. Then there is the 
untold amount due from life insurance companies, aggregating 
thousands of millions, every dollar of which thus far paid to the 
companies in premiums was of full value, but if on a silver basis 
when paid out to the widows and orphans at such time as death 
should claim the husband and father it would be a 50-cent dollar. 
The pensioner's dollar would be worth but 50 cents; and so illus
trations might be multiplied to show that the evils of a depre
ciated currency would fall heaviest, not on the wealthy, but on 
those of slender means. 

It is true, however, that the creditor class whose obligations are 
not written in gold would, under a silver standard, be enabled to 
settle their debts in silver. But this would be a kind of repudia
tion which no honorable man asks or would accept. 

A SIGJ'HFICA.?o."'T F .AOT. 

And here let me state a significant fad. It is this: In all the 
Rocky _Mountain States, the so-called silver States, a contract 

payable in gold is a very common thing. And it is even said that 
those who are the most able and eloquent in the advocacy of.rree 
silver have carefully taken their contracts in gold, so that when the 
disasters of a debased currency shall come and all be whelmed in 
general shipwreck, these gentlemen may then clutch this anchor 
of gold, thus with selfish prudence cast to windward. 

I do not say that any one of the gentlemen who are factiously 
standing in the way of wholesome legislation in another place 
holds contracts payable in gold, but it would be quite remarkable 
if every one of them was not interested, directly or indirectly, in 
such contracts-they are so common in their section; and whether 
they hold them or not, their constituents, the men behind them, 
do, and their very prevalence shows two things: First, an admis
sion that the free coinage of silver will can-y the country t o a silver 
basis; and second, it shows that these gentlemen are not willing 
to stand by the consequences of their own doctrines-are not will
ing, in common phrase, to take their own medicine. 

Why, in the State from which I come such a thing as a contract 
payable in gold would be a rarity indeed, and so it is through all 
the Eastern and Middle States. The people there are satisfied with 
silver and the paper representing silver, because they know the 
Government is pledged to keep all its money, silver and gold and 
paper, on a parity, and they have faith that the Government will 
do this. And I tell you, Mr. Chairman, the Government will do it. 
The people of this c0untry will see that it is done. The American 
people have not yet become flo demoralized by their own false 
philosophy on the subject of silver coinage as to want their con
tracts payable in gold. This particular phase of insane selfi .~hness 
is peculiar to the people of the Rocky Mountain States, and they 
are welcome. to a monopoly of it. ..t\_nd here is another notable 
thing about these Rocky Mountain States. You may pick out 
eight of them which have sixteen Senators in the United States 
Senate-! will not name the eight; but they have a total pop
ulation less than that of the city of New York, and a total assessed 
valuation also less than the valuation of that city; in fact consid
erably less than one-half as large. 

And first and last into every one of those eight States, and sev
eral others might be added to the number, have gone hundreds of 
thousands of dollars from the city of NewYork, and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars also from every one of the States east of the 
Mississippi River and north of the Ohio, which have never re
turnedandneverwill return; which, in fact, have never been heard 
from except in the crop of statesmen who have come up here to. 
dictate lessons in finance to their unpaid creditors, and not in 
finance alone, but upon the subject of tariff and revenue as well. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this fact should not be taken as derogating 
from the right of these States to be heard, and respectfully heard 
too, on every public question. And I only allude to it as one of 
the devious and una.ccountable things brought in by the" whirligig 
of time." 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN WISDO:M. 

And it does seem remarkable that this family of young Com
monwealths should possess a wisdom on the subjects of currency 
and finance and public revenue so far above and so completely at 
variance with the opinions and judgment of the older States from 
whose loins they sprung, and who have really nm·sed them from 
small beginnings into Statehood-! say it does seem remarkable, 
in fact anomalous, that this Rocky Mountain wisdom, which 
spurns all counsel from the experience of the world and closes its 
ears to the entreaties and expostulations of the older States, should 
be imperative in its demand for the fTee coinage of silver at 16 to 1 
as the price of much-needed legislation to provide revenue and 
preserve the credit of the Government. [Applause.] 

Verily there must be something in the atmosphere, or perhaps 
in the meat which our rriends do eat, in that wild Rocky Moun
tain region, which gives them an inspiration wholly beyond the 
comprehensio;n of ordinary mortals who live on a lower diet and 
amid milder scenes. But there is one thing the East will very 
likely have learned from this experience, and that is that its loan
able funds will be safer nearer home, and safer, too~ with a people 
not subject to fits of inspirational philosophy on the subject of 
finance. [Laughter.] 

.AMERICAN BIMETALLISM. 

But, Mr. Chairman, enough as to the incomprehensible wisdom 
of our fTee-silver fi·iends; and in closing, just a wo_rd as to Ameri
can bimetallism. 

Bimetallism, from the very nature of the case, encounters some 
difficulty not found in the single gold standard, such as the vary
ing value of the two metals. But this difficulty is surmountable, 
and the system in the hands of the intelligent and honorable Ameri
can people is not only practicable, but, in my opinion, best. I am, 
in short, a bimetallist. 

There can, of course, be but one measure of value, one yardstick1 
and the term ''bimetallic standard" is a misuse of language, as it 
will only apply at such times, not often happening, as the commer
cial value of the two metals is in exact accordance with the estab-
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lished ratio. Hence the fathers in disposing of this question 
avoided the term" bimetallic standard," but did decide that the 
unit of value should rest on both gold and silver. This is clearly 
shown by Jefferson's words in approving Hamilton's report on 
the mint in 1792. He said: "I concur with you in thinking that 
the unit of value must stand on both metals." It was so placed, 
and after careful iilquiryin all the markets of the world as to the 
value of each metal the ratio was fixed at 15 to 1. And thus did 
these great minds of that day, in fact, these great minds in all 
American history, help establish American bimetallism. They 
had put the two metals as yokefellows into the Constitution as 
the only lawful legal tender, and when the question of minting 
money was reached, they were still kept together as the basis of 
the unit of value. And to this day they are yokefellows in the 
aystem of American bimetallism. 
~ It is true just now the whole load is drawn by the gold ox, and 

it would perhaps hardly be worth while keeping the silver fellow 
along, only that there is a prospect that a little later he will do his 
share of the work. Now, it would seem to most people that the 
particular friends of this silver ox ought to be thankful that Uncle 
Sam keeps him in the team at all; that he does not, in short, knock 
him in the head and go on and leave him. But what has been, 
may be again. Prior to 1834 gold was at a premium and did not 
circulate, and the silver ox pulled the whole load. Gold was then 
behind, the same as silver is now. But in that year theratiowas 
changed to 16 to 1, and from that time to 1873, of which I will 
speak in a moment, si~ver was _at a premium and ~o~d alone :was 
coined. The recollection of this ought to beget w1thm us a little 
patience for the worthlessness of the silver yokefellow now. 

SILVER NOT DEMONETIZED. 

But the silverites claim that Uncle Sam has not given him a 
fair chance. They say silver was demonetized in 1873. I deny it. 
Not a dollar of silver was deprived of value or withdrawn from 
use as money, and nothlng short of this constitutes demonetiza
tion. It is true, in 1873 the further coinage of the metal was sus
pended, and that act has been denounced as a crime clandestinely 
committed. . 

Let us see about this. The proposition was before Congress for 
three sessions, was reported upon and debated like any other 
measure, and finally became a law, because, though in that very 
year of 1873 while the silver product of the United States was $35,-
750,000, no silver dollars were then being coined or had been for 
several years for the reason that 16 ounces of silver were worth in 
the market more than an ounce of gold. It was more profitable 
to dispose of it as bullion. Now, how could silver have been hurt 
by stopping its coinage when none was being coined? It was not 
hurt. Very soon, however, from various causes, principal among 
which was the demonetization of silver by the great powers of 
Europe, silver went down in value, and there at once arose a cry 
that the United States ~ints be opened. 

WHAT UNCLE SAM HAS DONE FOR SILVER. 

Uncle Sam heard the lowing of his silver ox, and in 1878 the 
mints were opened to the coinage of not less than $2,000,000 per 
month, and in the twelve ensuing years 363,646,517 silver dollars 
were coined and certificates issued thereon to relieve the American 
people of the burden of over 13,000 tons dead weight in making 
their exchanges. But meantime the production of silver increased, 
especially in the United States, and the price still went down; and 
in 1890 silver was still further provided for by authorizing the 
purchase of something more than the entire American product at 
the rate of $4-,500,000 per month, and out of that purchase enough 
was coined to redeem $155,931,002 in Treasury notes, still further 
carefully relieving the people from_ carrying around between four 
and five thousand tons more of silver money in their pockets, thus 
making a grand total of $606,332,053 of silver and its paper repre
sentatives now in circulation in the United States, including sub
sidiary silver; over $26,000,000 more of silver than of gold, and 
every dollar kept as good as gold, though its actual value is only 
50 cents. 

Now, this is what the American people have done and are do
ing to-day for silver. And yet our Rocky Mountain friends tell 
us it is demonetized. What effrontery, and how given to romance 
these gentlemen are! Mr. Chairman, the plain people are getting 
tired of this.silver agitation. They are beginning to understand 
how utterly groundless is the pretense that silver is stripped of its 
function as money. They are beginning to see how idle and empty 
is all this rant and buncombe about gold bugs and plutocrats. 
They are beginning to understand that, more than the rich, they 
themselves are interested in a sound, stable currency. 

In short, they are beginning to see that Uncle Sam has done all 
he could safely do for silver; and that he is to-day carrying a bur
den that almost breaks his back. I say, the people are beginning 
to understand this everywhere, North and South, East and West, 
and even out among the Rocky Mountains. And let me say in all 
kindness to myfriends from that section that before they know it 

they will find the people in that region repudiating the free-coinage 
craze as likely to multiply their troubles rather than bring relief, 
and as disreputable and disadvantageous to them in their relations 
to the rest of the country and to the world. 

GOLD MONOMETALLISM NOT W .ll\'TED, 

Some one may ask, why not cast out, neck and heels, this worth
less silver yokefellow and go to the gold standard? Now, this 
man would be a gold monometallist and a rich man, or the asso
ciate of rich men, or a crank off the same piece with the silver 
crank. [Laughter.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, gold monometallism would be attended 
With many of the same evils as silver monometallism. It would 
work a like contraction of our circulating medium to the extent 
of our entire silver coinage and deprive the poor man of the very 
money best adapted to his use. And this must not be thought 
of for a moment. 

We must keep the silver ox in the team if we can keep the 
breath of life in him. I know-a double team as the basis of the 
unit of value is, in many respects, a troublesome one, and can be 
made successful only by skillful, careful, honest handling; but 
this the American people are equal to. Besides, the father s f:)tarted 
with this double team, and the American people have prospered 
with it as no other people on earth. The Republican party is 
committed to it; in fact, has always stood for bimetallism , and has 
always been in favor, and is now, of the largest possible use qf 
silver consistent with keeping the two metals together. But a 
point has been reached when not another dollar of silver can be 
safely coined under existing conditions. And this our silver 
friends must understand once for all. 
INCREASED PRODUCTION OF GOLD PROMISES RELIEF FROM TOO MUCH 

SILVER. 

But what is the prospect that the silver ox, truly in a most 
dilapidated condition just now, will ever again be able to take a. 
healthy part in the work of the team? 

Mr. Chairman, it is most promising, indeed. It is found mostly in 
this single fact, viz, that the world's production of gold is rapidly 
increasing, whilethatof silver is remaining justaboutstationary. 

The world's product of gold in -1894 was $180,626,100, while in 
1895 it was $200,000,000, ·a gain of almost S20,000,000 in a single 
year, while the commercial value of the world's product of silver 
in 1895 was just about the same as in 1894, viz, $106,522,900. 

In our own country, however, the change is far greater. There 
has been a steady decline in our silver output since 1892 from 
63,500,000 ounces, worth $55,563,000, in that year, to 49,500,000 
ounces in 1894, worth $31,422,000. For 1895 the product was but 
46,000,000 ounces, worth $29,500,000, a decrease in three years of 
16,500,000 ounces, a loss of more than one-fourth the output in 
1892, and a loss in commercial value of almost one-half. · 

Whereas in the same three years the output of gold in the 
United States has increased from $33,000,000 in 1892 to $39,000,000 
in 1894. In 1895 the procluct was $46,500,000, a net increase in 
these three ,years of $13,500,000, considerably more than one-third 
of the entire output in 1892. 

At the same rate of increase of gold and loss of silver for the 
next three years, and there is every prospect of it, the United 
States will be producing $60,000,000 worth of gold and only 29,500,-
000 ounces of silver, worth at present price only $19,765,000-less 
than one-third the value of the gold product. 

Mr. Chairman, think of this country producing, as it will within 
the next three years, gold of more than three times the value of 
its silver product, and that, too, from the bowels of the Rocky 
Mountains; and then think how the people out there, and their 
representatives in the two Houses here, will wonder and blush, and 
blush and wonder how they could ever have had the gall to so vocif
erouslydemand the free and unlimited coinage of a 50-cent dollar. 

The figures already given show an increase in the world's gold 
product of 1895 of $20,000,000, and that the total value of that 
product was just about twice the value of the silver product, 
which is practically stationary. Now, at the same rate of in
crease for the next five years the value of the world's gold product 
will be three times that of silver; and in ten years four times that 
of silver. And who fails to see that this increased production of 
gold must tend to bring the two metals together throughout the 
world. And in my mind there is no doubt this increased produc
tion will continue, for the heart of the world is to-day set on gold 
mining as never before, and through improved ma-chinery and 
new chemical agents and processes ores heretofore worthless are 
now profitably handled. It also has the further advantage, that 
the product, being itself the measure of all other values, is never 
at a discount. Gold mining to-day is the most alluring and the 
most profit-promising field open to adventurous and enterprising 
manhood. The gold prospector with his pack and pick is camped 
on every mountain slope froi:n the Yukon to the Rio Grande, 
while the story of the South African gold fields reads like a tale 
from the Arabian Nights. Surely this all promises largely in-
creased production of gold. . 
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1 And who does not know that supply and demand r~aulate the 
price of these moneymetals the same as of everyothercommodity? 

~ And when gold shall become so plenty and silver so scarce that 
16 ounces of silver are worth more than 1 ounce of gold then sil
ver will become the measure of value, so far as our coinage is con
cerned, the same as it was prior to 1834. Then, Mr. Chairman, the 
silver steer will be the likelier one of the two. He will move up to 
first place in the te~m and the gold bug will go behind. 

THE GOLD ofum. 
Mr. Chairman, it is said by naturalists that for every human ill 

there is some antidote; like varioloid and vaccine for the smallpox, 
sulphur for the itch, and the gold cure for the liquor craze. And 
here we will have for the silver craze the gold cure also. All hail 
the gold curet It is sure to come. It will cure those in this 
country who want more silver, and at the same time those in other 
countries who want less silver. And meantime all we have to do 
is to hold down our frantic silver friends till the cure shall take 
effect. [Laughter.] · 

It will in-evitably bring the nations together at no distant day 
upon a fixed ratio for the coinage of the two metals, which the 
world really wants and which the world will have. 

The rich man and the monopolist may want gold monometal
lism, but the masses do not, and they will never consent that one
half of the money of the world be turned into merchandise. There 
is really none too much for the needs of man when both metals 
are fully utilized. 

Th'"T.ERN.A.TIONAL BIMETALLISM. 

I do not say that increased production of gold alone will force 
the nations to bimetallism, for left to herself I expect England 
would still cling to the gold standard. 

But there is a greater than England in the earth. The young 
giant of the Western Hemisphere, whose money is silver and gold, 
the money of all history, both sacred and profane, will have a 
word to say before either metal shall go to the melting pot as a 
mere commodity. There are many ways in which we can make 
our influence felt. The wh<>le world wants to trade with us and 
will naturally respect our views. And if we a1·e only true to bi
metallism now, and demonstrate the practicability of the system 
by preventing <>Ur silver friends from carrying the country to the 
silver standard-and we are surely going to do it-and thus keep 
our public credit in this time of great trial free from spot or stain 
of any kind we shall have some influence in the next international 
conference. And with the metals near each other in commercial 
value, international bimetallism on a fixed ratio is something I 
hope, nay something I expect, to live to see. And when the time 
shaH come that American coins of both metals shall pass side by 
side as yokefellows through the capitals of Europe, will it not in
deed be .a great day for American bimetallism and American 
statesmanship? [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL <>f Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state 
briefly that the Committee on Appropriations has endeavored to 
keep well within the law as it now exists in preparing the bill be
fore the committee. The bill appropriates $21,444,195'.51, being 
$925,855.49less than the estimates submitted for the fiscal year 
1897 and $625,482.57less than the appr<>priations for the fiscal year 
1896. The whole number of salaries provided for in the bill is 
10,017, being 235less than the number estimated for and 335less 
than the number provided for in the law for the current year. 

The report accompanying the bill sets out all the propo ed 
changes in the number and grade of officers and employees in the 
-several Departments and their rates of compensation as compared 
with the current law. The tabulated statement, which is aho a 
part of the report, shows by offices, bureaus, and other titles of 
appropriation the amounts appropriated, together with the num
ber of salaries for the current year, and the estimates for 1 97, and 
the amounts recommended by the pending bill. In addition I 
append to my remarks a tabulated statement showing the exact 
reductions under appropriations for 1896 and the number of of
fices reduced, together with the number of salaries increased, and 
the sum total thereof, and the number of employees or offices cre
ated. 

The tabulated statement is as follows: 
REDUCTIONS UNDER APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1896. 

.REDUCTIONS UNDER APPROPRIA.TI<ONS FOR 189G-eontinned. 

No. of 
iS&la- Amount. Total. 

House of Representatives; 
Amount for session employees ·reduced ' 

$2i,565.53, on account -of short ·session; , 
3 employees in Clerk's document :room . 
appropria-ted for until Dec. 1., 1895, 
$1.600.55, omitted: a.mount for station
ery redueed $1.,000; amo1mt for cl~k 
.hire to members r educed$1-3-7,000.99.., on 
account of shGrt session; total redu-c
tion, $163,561.07; 3 cle1·ks to Committees 
on Eleetlons1l.D.d Banking and <.i'urreney 

.ries. 

are provided for oat $2,(U) each; ne.t re-
duction .. ............. --···· .... ----------

T.reasury Department: 
1 -----------f$158,263.01 

Secretary's ofliee-
2 clerks, at $l,lrn each, omitted m wan-ant 

divi io~ special employee, E. W. Sells, 
$l,{XX), omitted; pay of '1 per diem em
-ployees reduced.$22.00; a laborer ~t SOOO. 
i.nstead of a clerk at $900, given in divi
sion of m-ails and files; total reduction 
$4.,522.30; 2 elevator condu-ctors, at $720 
each, provided for; net reduction______ 1 .$3, 082. "30 

500.00 Postage, t'rom $1,500 to Sl,OOO .. ---- ----------
Office Auditor for Treasury-

2 clerks'-~t Sl,OOO each---------------------- 2 
Office Auctitor for Interior Depa.rtment-

2,000.00 

18,000.00 

1,.000.00 
3,£ro.OO 

12 clerks ..... _____ .............•....... . _____ _ 
Office Auditor for Post-Office Department-

1 clerk.-------------------------------------
Register's offi-ce, clerks-----····-----------

Income tax: 
Clerks in office Commissioner Inter.n.alBev-

enue ···---------- --- ---------- - --------Deputy collectors internal Lreven:ue_ .. __ _ 
Inter.nal-revenue agents .. ----------------· 

12 

1 
2 ' 

24 30, 590. 00 
aE ws. fro. 00 
10 36, 00). 00 

28,182.'30 

,1----1175,190.00 
Cheek and draft paper .... ·---··---··---------- ------- --·-------·- 3,000.00 
Freight on bullion and coin _________ -------- --···------- 4,000.00 

Mints and assay offices: 
Carson City, two salaries reduced-------
New Orleans, contingent fund------------·· 
St. Louis, contingent fund.--------.--·-- •... 

800.00 
8,000.00 

650.00 
. - \ 9,i50.00 

Terr1tonal governments. ---·-·---------- ----- 11 -- ------ -----------
War Department: 

Stationery-----·------------------------------------ - .5,,(X)().OO 
Contingent expenses- -- -----·--·------ .•.... · ------·- 9,000. 00 

NaVJfv!fif~!~----·-- --- ---------·- ------ -- ------- 4:,-ooo.oo H,OOO.OO 
Naval Observatory, contingent------------· ····--- .500.00 

Interior Department: 4, 500.00 
Rent of stable omitted···-·· ·----· ·····-·---- --- ----- "1.500.00 
Patent Office, photolithographing ... ____ .... . ... . .. . 5, 884. 00 

Post-Office Department; 7,BM.OO 
R-ent... ...... ----.--------··-----·------------ .... •.•. 1., 000.00 
Postal Guide ________ -----------·---------------- 2,006.00 

Judicial (Indian Territory): .3,000.00 
Judge, attorney, and marshal_______________ 3 ............ 3,900.~ 

Total reduction -----------------· ----- --- 370 ------------ 7ll,369 . .37 

INCREASES OVER APPROPRIATIONS FOR 18!16. 

Treasury Department: 
Office Auditor for StateDepartment, clerks 
Office of Treasurer, 25 expert counters., .at 

$720 each, provided for .i reduction made 
of S3.20 on account or 1 per diem .em-
ployee; :and skilled laborer at $1,<>00 

'$t,OOO.OO 

given instead of a -clerk at $1,'200; net 
mcrease. ------ ·-· .... ____ -------- ---- .... 

Boston subtreasury, stenographer---------
.Mints and assay offices- · 

25 ~7, !roB. 80 $00, '396. S) 

1 -------·---- 1,000.00 

Boise City, wagesof workmen.__ ________ ··-------------
Territorial governments .... ________ _____ -------- ----- •••... 
Garfield Park, night watchman_______ ___ l -----------

Post-Office Department; 
Postmaster-Gen-eral~s Office, curator ..•. ___ 1 1 000. 00 
Second Assis-tant Postmaster-General's 
Offi.oo,mailmessenger.~ giveninstead 

Fg~;t~18~i~~I>:rm.a5ier.:Uenerai·8 ________ , 11.oo. 00 
Office, clerks .. ____ ... __ -----· .. --------- 2 2, 600. 00 

Department of Justice: 1 
Increase of ~ to clerk in char.ge Gf ac-

<:annts, and three additional clerks ... ____ 3 . !, 4.00. 00 
Additional for books, stationery,a.nd official 

l,OOil.OO 
19,800.00 

'660.00 

'S,7BO.OO 

------------------------------------------------~--------~--------~------------- - transportation- -----·--------·------- ----------·- 1; 250.00 -5,U50.00 No. of Department of Labor.,-------------- ------ ------ ·---- 6,'600.00 
Total increase _________ ... ---------- __ _:_.i--35-..:J--_-_-_ -------·~!--88-,-.886-.-80 

sala.- Amount. TotaL 
ries. 

Sena-te: 
2 clerks to committee.CJ., at $2,.100 each~ 

omitted; amount for pages reducoo ~ 
$4:,300. on account of short session; total 
amount for miscellaneous and -contin-
gent expenses reduced $4,800; total re-
ductions, $13,300; amount for compen-
sation of Senators is increased $10,000, 
on account of new Senators from Utah; 
net reduction.. ________________ -----··-·- -------- -----·--···-

Capitol police, contingent expenses----------~---~------·----

REOAP:ITULA~N. 

· No.of 
sal- Am.oun t. 

aries. 

Total reductions-------~-----------~---------------- :370 . $714,'369 • .37 
Tota.l increases .. ___ --·--_----------_._ _____ ·---___ .35 '.88,.886. 80 · 

13,300.00 · Net.rednetion..__ ________________________ , 335 i!25,i82.:57 
~.00 
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If any member of the committee desires to add anything to the 

statement I have made in the general discussion of the bill I would 
like to make an arrangement now as to time. 

1\Ir. HOPKINS. Let me ask the gentleman from Tenn-essee if 
there are any changes in this bill from the existmg law; and, if 
there are such changes, will he be kind .enough to point them out? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I shall state for the information 
of the gentleman from illinois that by consulting the report of 
the committee there will be found set forth in full any changes in 
existing law which are made by the bill. They are very limited 
in number; and without consuming the tim-e of the House by 
going into detail I will state that they are all fully set forth as 
stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then there are changes in the existing law? 
1\Ir. McCALL of Tennessee. Some very minor changes. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that so far as 

salaries are concerned the bill carries the salaries authoriz-ed by 
existing law that is in the current appropriation bill. There are 
no increases of salaries further than those carried in the appropri
ation bill for the current year. 

I want to commend the bill in that respect to the House. I 
desire also, with the permission of the gentleman in charge of the 
bill, to say that in my judgment in the main it is a good bill and 
an economical bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It ia impossible to hear what ia 

being said. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman,Iwasabouttosupplementthe 

statement of the gentleman in charge of the bill, and perhaps it 
may be well to repeat it, as gentlemen on both sides claim they 
did not hear. I may say, in answer to the question of the gentle
man from illinois rMr. HOPKINS], that this bill is substantially 
the current law. S"o far as salaries are concerned, it is exactly the 
current law. There are no increases of salaries in this bill over 
the current appropriation bill, and no increases of force that are 
not fully warranted by testimony taken by the Committee on Ap
propriations. I am glad, Mr. Chairman, to be able to commend 
this bill in the main without any sort of equivocation or mental 
reservation whatever. 

1\ir. RICHARDSON. The gentleman stat-es that the bill is in 
accordance with the current law in this, that there are no increases 
in salaries. I want to ask the gentleman if the bill has given the 
salaries allowed by law in each case? 

Mr. DOCKERY. As was stated, Mr. Chairman, in the debate 
on the Indian appropriation bill, this bill carries perhaps--

Mr. RICHARDSON. Could not the gentleman say yes or no to 
my question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, if the gentleman will permit me-
Mr. RICHARDSON. I just want to know the fact. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I trust I can presume upon the courtesy of 

the gentleman from Tennessee--
Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly; but I thought yes or no 

would answer the question. · 
Mr. DOCKERY. I trust I may be allowed to make the reply in 

my own way. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise again to a 

point of order. We can not hear what gentlemen are saying. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee must be in order. It is use

less for the Chair to get order if gentlemen still go around and 
visit the moment a member begins to speak. All gentlemen will 
be seated and please to cease conversation. The Chair requests 
the committee to Temain in order until the gentleman can submit 
an answer to the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say further in answer again to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that, as was stated in the debate on the 
Indian appropriation bill, there are some salaries in this bill that 
are below the statutory limit. They have been carried below that 
limit since the Forty-fourth Congress, and I trust they will con
tinue to be carried at the limit fixed in this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My inquiry related not so much to the 
salaries reduced in the Forty-fourth Congress, but to those carried 
in the appropriation bills of the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and 
Fifty-third Congresses. Has there been any reduction in this .bill 
in cases of that kind? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not at this moment recall a single increase 
or decrease of salary over or "below th.a current law. Possibly 
there may be an item of decrease or increase in ihe ·bill, but it does 
not come to my memory at this moment. I am sure that there is 
no increase over the current law. I do not now recall any de
creases. I want to say, in justice to the Committee on .Appro
priations of the last Congress, that whil-e thereia an actual decrease 
of $625,482.57 in this bill, under the current law, the explanation 
is found in two items: First, there is a decre:ase of $158,263.{)7 on 
account of this appropriation being made for the short :Session of 

Congress rather than the long session. There is also a decrease 
of $475,190 on account of the decision of the Supreme .Court hold
ing the income tax to be unconstitutional. That operates, of course, 
to eliminate the salaries heretofore carried in this bill in connec
tion with the collection of the income tax, amounting to $475,190. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should 
like to propound one or two questions to him. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I understand that the gentleman was the chair

man of a revision commission that had charge of the r£organiza.
tion of the Treasury Department, by which a large numbe1· of 
clerks were dropped from the service and the Depa1.'tmentput upon 
a very economical basis. I see on page 2 of the report that in the 
office of the Secretary Df the Treasury provision is made for two 
additional elevator conductors at $720 each. 

.Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. That arises from the ·fact 
that there are two new elevators which must be operated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And in the office of the Auditor for the State 
and other Departments there is an additional clerk of class 2 at 
$1,400? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is that one of the Departments that was .re

vised by this commission? 
Mr. DOCKERY. It is. 
Mr. HOPKINS. How does it happen that you are -compelled to 

employ additional clerks? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Simply because of aninm·ease in thework. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Was that taken into consideration wben this 

commission was considering that Department? 
Mr. DOCKERY. It was nDt, o:rwewould have given the clerk 

at that time. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman now say now many addi

tional offices are created by this bill in the various Departments 
that are covered by it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Covered by what? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman say how :many additional 

clerks are -employed in the various Departments under this bill? 
1\fr. DOCKERY. In this city-in the .Executive DepartmentB? 
.Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, -sir-; in the various Departm-ents. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I can not give the exact number. 1 will say 

to the gentleman from Illinois that there aTe, or were last year, 
17,599 oler.ks in the Government service in the city of Washing
ton . 

.Mr. HOPKINS. Is the gentleman able to say how many aaili.
tional cle1·ks are provided for in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a decrease in the clerical foroe. 
Mr. HOPKIN~. There are additional clerks; how many do they 

number? 
Mr. DOCKERY . . There are increases in the clerical force of 35 

and decreases of 370, making a net decrease of 335. 
Mr. HOPKINS. This decrease relates to places that were pro

vided fo1· under the income-tax law, that was r-egarded as uncon
stitutional by the Supreme Court? 

:Mr. DOCKERY. Largely£o. 
Mr. HOPKINS. So that there is an addition of 35 clerks oTer 

the present force. Is that con'ect? 
Mr. DOCKERY. There is an increase in the total force of 35 

,and a decrease of 370. lf the gentleman wants to knowwhere-
Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. But the decrease relates -to a 

department which never had an existence in fact? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Wh.;ch? 
Mr. HOPKINS. 'The income tax. 
.Mr. DOCKERY. I-t had an existence in fact; an entire force 

of its own. 
:Mr. HOPKINS. But you never collected any money or did .any 

business in that department? 
Mr. DOCKERY. There was some money collected andre

turned. 
Mr. HOPKINS. What I want to -understandis, that outside of 

the income~ tax department you -have an increase of -the clerical 
force of 35? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; and.Iwill answer the gentleman by 
items. There is an increase of one clerk in the office of the Au
ditor for the State Department. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ·will not-put the gentleman to that-trouble. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I desire, as I assume the gentl-eman iB 

candid .in asking the question, to answer it.frankly. · 
Mr. HOPKINS. But I :asked the-gentleman -as to the.number4 

Now, df the .House desires to dmow how that number iB distrib
uted I have no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, if±he gentleman is~ontent, [ .am. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I wmlld !like to ·ask my colleague from 

"Tennessee a qu-estion ur two.. 1 nn.der£tood the gentleman in .his 
opening statement to say that there were 300 sala-.ies less pro:vid~ 
for in this bill than in the law of the ·~m·rent year of 1896~ 

Mr. M ,.,ALL of Telltlessee.. Three hunfu-ed and -seventy, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Now will the gentleman be kind enough 
to tell us how those clerks are divided-to what classes they be
long? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Yes, sir; I can do so if the com
mittee desires it in detail. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think there ought to be some statement 
as to where they are. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The House of Representatives, 1; 
Secretary's Office, Treasury Department, 1; Office of the Treasurer. 
2; Office of the Auditor for the Interior Department, 12; Office of 
the Auditor for the Post-Office Department, 1; Register's Office, 2; 
clerks in Office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 24; deputy 
collectors of internal revenue, 303; internal-revenue agents, 10; 
Territorial governments, 11; Indian Territory, judicial depart
ment, 3; making 370. 

.Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, will the gentleman state what sal
aries have been increased in this bill over and above the statutory 
law? I understood the gentleman from Missouri .to say that there 
was no increase above the current appropriation bill of last year. 
I would like to know if there are not twenty salaries over and 
above the Revised Statutes or statute laws. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I will say, for the information of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that there is no salary in this bill 
that is an increase over what has been appropriated and paid for 
the past several years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that; but I was speaking of 
the statute law, which is not an appropriation bill. There is no 
current law, as I understand it, that applies to the fiscal year for 
which this bill provides-the year ending June 30, 1897-but the 
Revised Statutes apply. Now, I want to know how many changes 
there are, if the gentleman can tell us; how many increases above 
that law-the law. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 
Tennessee seems inclined to be of an investigating turn of mind, 
and I shall give him the information in detail. There are salaries 
appropriated in this bill to the number of 20 over the statutory 
provisions. They are the same as have been paid for years, and 
we have made no change as to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Are there any who are paid more than 
the law prescribes? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I mean the statute law. 
Mr. DINGLEY: But not more than has been authorized for 

several years in appropriation bills? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. But, as I have said, not more than 

has been provided for several years in the appropriation bill. 
Now, as to the number under the statutory amount, there are 107, 
and they are exactly as they have been now for several years, as 
provided in former ·appropriation bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, there has been no saving made, 
then. Is there a provision in this bill which will prevent these 
officers from collecting the amount of the reduction? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. There is, in the first section of the 
bill. And, in addition, I wish to say that the sum received for 
salaries in excess of the amount provided by law amounts to 
$13,850; the sum of those who are receiving below the amount pro
vided by law is $36,250, making a saving of $22,400. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it will not disturb the gentleman, I would 
like to have him state briefly the reasons why the committee have 
increased the salaries of some officers above the amounts provided 
by law. It seems that in some instances they have raised the sal
ary above the amount provided by law, while in other instances 
they have reduced it below the specified amount, and I wish the 
gentleman would state the reasons for that action on the part of 
the committee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The first rea-son that I would as
sign for the benefit of my friend from Illinois is the fact that it 
has been the practice of Congress for many .years to pay these 
sums. For instance, take the salary of the Commissioner of Pen
sions. Hissalary, underthelaw,is$3,000. Thatamountwasfixed 
in 1837, when the working of the Pension Bureau was compara
tively simple and insignificant. The statute regulating the salary 
of the Commissioner has not been changed since that time, almost 
sixty years ago, but under the present pension system the work, 
as we all know, has become very voluminous and the increase has 
been going on for years. The duties of the Commissioner are 
much greater and more multifarious than they were in former 
years, and it has been deemed proper and necessary that his salary 
should be increased in accordance with the increased labors de
volving upon him. Therefore for many years the Commissioner 
has been receiving $5,000 a year under the appropriation bills. 
That has been the case, I believe, for the past twenty years. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman state what Congress 
changed the salary of the Commissioner of Pensions to the amount 
that is a-ppropriated for by this bill? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. lam informed by the clerk of the 
committee that the change was made in 1881. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So that in this bill you are following a prece
dent that was set by the Appropriations Committee in 1881? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. And which has been followed 
ever since. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What other offices in this bill are provided for 
above the rates fixed by law? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The private secretary to the Presi
dent is one. His salary is fixed by statute at $3,500, but he· is to 
receive under this bill, as he has received under several past ap
propriation bills, 85,000 a year. The change in that case was made 
for the same reason as in the case of the Commissioner of Pen
sions. I do not remember the date when the change was madein 
the compensation of the private secretary to th9 President. 

1\tir. DOCKERY. It began with the Administration of Presi
dent Harrison . 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I am informed that the change 
was made in 1889. As I have said, the same reasons which ac
count for the increase of the compensation of the Commissioner of 
P ensions apply to the increase of the compensation of the private 
secretary to the President. The country has grown enormously. 
The business with which this official has to deal has greatly in
creased in volume since the time when his salary was fixed by 
statute. The same reasons will apply to all these increases. The 
salary of the'private secr etary to the Preside!lt is fixed by s tatute 
at $3,500, but under the appropriation bill . he receives $5,000. 
Again, the salary of the secretary of the Civil Service Commission 
is fixed at $1,600 by statute, but under the appropriation bill he 
receives $2,000. 

I have here a tabulated statement showing the officers who are 
allowed under this bill larger salaries and also those who are 
allowed smaller salaries than the salaries fixed by statute, which I 
shall ask leave to print. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if it will not take too much of the 
gentleman's time, I will ·ask him to state how many clerks there 
are whose s3.laries, as appropriated in this bill, are below the 
amounts t.o which they would ba entitled under the &'eneral law, 
and I would be glad if he would state the average reduction. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I have a statement here covering 
all these changes that I can read for the inforn:ntion of the gentle
man and of the committee, but I prefer to a3k that it be printed 
in the RECORD, so that members may have the information. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The statement is as follows: 

Salm-ies that are p1·ovided for in legislative. etc., appropriations act at eums in 
excess of statute lint it, and at sums less than the statttte limit. (Committee 
on .Approp1-iations, House of Representatives, Feb1·ua1·y 11, 1896.) 

SALARIES IN EXCESS OF STA.TUTE LIMIT. ., 

Title of office. L egal 
salary. ~\;ill. Law fixing salary. 

Private secreta.r~ to President _______ $3,500 $5,000 R. S.~ec.155. 
Secretary Civil ervice Commission_ 1,600 2,000 Sup. . S., page 393. 
Assistant Secretary of State ____ ___ __ 3,500 4,51)() Su~. R. S.!Joa.ge 2. 
Chief clerk of Bureau of Statistics ___ 2,000 2,250 R .. ,sec. . 
First Assistant Secretary of the In- 3,500 4,000 Sup. R. S., page 2. 

terior. 

8~~~~!:f:n;~~~~:r!?e:E:~~m6Mce= = 
2,200 2,500 R. S., sec. 440. 
3,000 1>,000 SuK R. S., page 2. 

Chief clerk General Land Office _____ 2,000 2,250 R. . , sec. 440. 
Commissioner India..n Affairs _________ 3,000 4,000 R. S., sec. 462. 
Commissioner of P ensions ______ ------ 3,000 5,000 Su~. R. S., ~age~ 
Firy;t Deputy Commissioner of Pen- 2,500 3,600 R . . , sec.4o 2. 

SlOUS. 
Chief clerk Pension Office------------ 2,000 2,250 R. S., sec. 440. 
Commissioner of Patents------------- 4,500 5,000 R. S., sec. 477. 
Chief clerk Post-Office Department __ 2,200 2,500 R. S., sec. 393. 
First Assistant Postmaster-General _ 3,500 4,000 Sup.R. S.,pa.ge2. 
Superintendent Money-Order Sys- 3,000 3,500 Do. 

tern. 
Second Assistant Postma.ster-Gen- 3,500 4,(J()i) Do. 

eral. 
Third Assistant Postmaster -GeneraL 3,500 4,000 Do. 
Disbursing clerk Department of La- 1,800 2,000 Sup. R . S., page 590. 

bor. 
Chief clerk Department of Justice __ 2,200 2,500 R. S., sec. 351. 

Total number of salaries in the bill that are in excess of the statute limit,20. 
Aggr egate amount of excess, $13,850. 

S.A.LA.RIES LESS THA.N STATUTE LIMIT. 

Executive clerk and disbursing offi-
cer, Executive Office. 

Executive clerk_-- -------------------
Steward, Executive __ -----------------

Trea"hi~l g~~~~~~~~toms_ -----·--
Assistant chief division of cus-

toms. 
Chief division of appointments __ 
Assistant chief division of ap
- pointments. 
Chief division of public moneys _ 
Assistant chief division of pub-

lic moneys. 

$2,300 $2,000 R. S., sec. 155. 

2, 000 2, 000 Do. 
2, 000 1. 800 R. S., sees. 155,156. 

2,800 2, 750 Volume 18, page396. 
2, 400 2, 000 Do. 

2, 800 "' 2, 750 Do. 
2, 400 2, 000 Do. 

2, 800 2, 500 Do. 
2, 400 2, 000 Do. 
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Salaries provided fo-~· in legislative, etc., appropriations act, etc.-Continued. 

SALARIES LESS THAN STATUTE LIMIT-continued. 

Title of office .. 

Treasury Department-Continued. 
Assistant chief division, Rev-

enue-Cutter Service. 
Chief division of stationery-- ---
Chief division of mails and files .. 
2 disbursing clerks .......... ------
24 chiefs of division in Auditors' 

offices. 
Treasurer United States ...... . .. . 
Assistant Treasure!" U nit e d 

States. 
Cashier, Treasurer's Office ______ _ 
Assistant cashier, Treasurer's 

Office. 
Chief clerk, Treasurer's Office ---
5 chiefs of division, Treasurer's 

Office. 
1 teller, Treasurer's Office .... --- -
1 teller, Treasurer's Office __ ..... . 
2 assistant tellers, Treasurer's 

Office. 
1 teller, Treasurer's Office _______ _ 
1 bookk~:>eper, Treasurer's Of

fice, national bank division. 
1 assistant teller, Treasurer's Of-

fice, national bank division. 
Register of Treasury ____ -- .. _-----
Assistant Register of Treasury .. 
Deputy Comptroller of Currency. 
3 chiefs of division, Comptroller 

of Currency's Office. 
Superintendent, C0mptroller of 

Currency's Office. 
Teller, Comptroller of Currency's 

Office. 
BookkeeperJ...Comptroller of Cur

r ency's Omce. 
Assistant bookkeeper A.. Comptrol

ler of Currency's Omce. 
D~:>puty Commissioner of Internal 

Revenue. 
5 heads of division, Internal Rev-

enue. 
Stenographer, internal revenue .. 
Chief clerk, Light-House Board .. 
Commissioner of Navigation.-.--
Assistant treasurer at Baltimore. 
Assistant treasurer at Chic..'tgo __ _ 
As istant treasurer at Cincinnati. 
Assistant treasurer New Orleans. 
Assistant treasurer at St. Lonis .. 
.A.s.<>istant treasurer San Francisco 

Governor of Arizona ____ _____________ _ 
Secretary of Arizona ________ ____ ------
Governor of N ew 1\fe:rico .....••.•.... 
Secretary of New Mexico.-----------
Chief clerk, Patent Office_-----------
Chief clerk, Bureau of Education .... 
Commissioner of Railroads----------
Bookkeeper under Commissioner of 

Railroads. _ 
Assistant bookkeeper under Com-

missioner of Railroads. 
Director Geological Survey----------
Surveyor-general, Alaska. ____ .••••. __ 
Surveyor-general, California ________ _ 
Surveyor-general, Colorado ....••.••. 
Surveyor-general, Florida ... _____ . __ _ 
Surveyor-general, Idaho ________ ------
Surveyor-general, Louisiana---------
Surveyor-general, Minnesota ________ _ 
Surveyor-general, Montana----------
Surveyor-general, Nevada._. ____ .. ---
Surveyor-general, New Mexico _____ _ 
Surveyor-general, Oregon ••...• -----
Surveyor-general, Utah--------------
Surveyor-general, Washington ______ _ 
Surveyor-general, Wyoming--------
Disbursing clerk, Post-Office Depart-

ment. 
Solicitor-General, Department of 

Justice. 
Solicitor Internal Revenue, Depart

ment of Justice. 

~~~;.. ~~Il Law fixing salary. 

$2,(00 

2,800 
2,800 
2,800 
2,100 

6,500 
3,800 

3,800 
3,500 

2,700 
2,700 

2, 700 
2,600 
2,350 

2,600 
2,600 

2,200 

4, 500 
2,500 
3,000 
2,(00 

2,(00 

2,(00 

2,(00 

2, 200 

3,500 

2,500 

2,000 
2,500 
4,000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
4,500 
5,000 
6,000 
3,500 
2,500 
3,500 
2,500 
2,500 
2,000 
5,000 
2,@ 

2,000 

6,000 
3,000 
3,000 
3,000 
2,000 
3,000 
2,000 
2,0CO 
3,000 
3,000 
3,000 
2,500 
3,000 
2,500 
3,000 
2,300 

7,500 

5,000 

$2,000 V ~lume 18, page 396. 

2,500 Do. 
2,500 Do. 
2,500 Do. 
2,000 Volume 18, page 397. 

6, 000 R. S., sec. 301. 
3, 600 Sup. R . S., page 75. 

3,600 Volume 18, page 397. 
3,000 Do. 

2,500 Do. 
2,500 Volume 18, page 398. 

2,500 Do. 
2,500 Do. 
2,250 Do. 

2, 500 Volume 18, page 399. 
2,400 Do. 

2,000 Do. 

4, 000 Sup. R. S., page 75. 
2,250 Do. 
2,800 Sup. R. S., page 76. 
2,200 Do. 

2,200 Volume 18, page 399. 

2,000 D;:~. 

2, 000 Do. 

2,000 Do. 

3, 200 R . S., sec. 322. 

2, 250 Volume 18, page 398. 

1, 800 Volume 18, page 393. 
2,4DO Do. 
3, 600 Sup. R. S .• page 41>1. 
4, 500 R. S., sec. 3596. 
4,500 Do. 
4,500 Do. 
4.,000 Do. 
4.,500 Do. 
4.,500 Do. 
2, 600 R. S., sec. 1845. 
1,800 Do. 
2,600 Do. 
1,800 Do. 
2, 250 R. S., sec. «D. 
1, 800 Do. 
4,500 Sup. R. S., page 194. 
2,000 Do. 

1,800 Do. 

5, 000 Sup. R. S., page 251. 
2, 000 R. S., sec. 2210. 
2,000 Do. 
2,000 Do. 
1,800 R. S., sec. 2208. 
2, 000 R. :::;., sec. 2210. 
1, 800 R. S., sec. 2208. 
1,800 Do. 
2, 000 R. S., sec. 2210. 
1, 800 Do. 
2,000 Do. 
2, 000 R. S., sec. 2209. 
2, 000 R. S., sec. 2210. 
2, 000 R. S., sec. 2209. 
2, 000 R. S., sec. 2"210. 
2, 100 R. S., sec. 393. 

7,000 R. S., sec. 347. 

4, 500 R. S., sec. 34:9. 

Total number of salaries in the bill at less than statute limit, 107. 
Amount necessary to bring them up to statute limit, $36,250. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I observe on page 47 of this bill that there is an ap
propriation made of $4,000 for the assistant treasure:r at the city 
of New Orleans. The law, I believe, fixes the salary of that officer 
at $4,500. I observe also that with reference to the assistant treas
urers at all the other points in this country the law is followed; for 
none of them is the appropriation less than $4,500. Now, I wish 
to know from the gentleman in charge of this bill why an excep
tion is made with reference to this particular officer, and why his 
salary is fixed at a point below that which the law authorizes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee . . For the information of my friend 
from Louisiana fMr. MEYER] I will state that that question was 
not raised at all before the committee. I am informed, however, 
that there are five other assistant treasurers in whose salaries the 

same reduction is made as at New Orleans. The officer at that 
place is not discriminated against, but is placed in the same posi
tion with reference to salary as the assistant treasurers at Balti
more, Chicago, Cincinnati, St. Louis, and San Francisco. In thus 
providing for these salaries, tile committee followed the precedents 
furnished by the action of past Congresses for many years. 

Mr. MEYER. I do not understand by what authority the salary 
has been reduced from that fixed by law. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I presume that the Congresses 
which have reduced these salaries heretofore did it on the same 
authority as the Congress that passed the statutes originally fixing 
the salaries. 

Mr. MEYER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I give notice now that at 
the proper time I shall offer an amendment to restore the salary 
o:!: this official to the amount that the law authorizes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, if no further 
general discussion is desired-- . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I observe in lines 5, 6, and 7, 
on page 1 of this bill, the following language: 

In full compensation for the service of the fiscal year ending June30, 1897, 
for the objects hereinafter expressed. 

Now, I understand from the gentleman from Tennesse~ [Mr. 
McCALL] that in a numbe1· of instances the appropriations carried 
by this bill as the salaries of specific officers are less than the sal
aries prescribed by the statutes. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether it is supposad by the committee that the language which 
I have just read from the bill will preclude an officer for whom less 
than the statutory compensation is appropriated from demand
ing the full compensation fixed by the statute? Will it destroy 
his status in the Court of Claims when he urges his demand for 
the full payment of the sum named in the statute? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The gentleman from Iowa asks for 
the opinion of the committee. It is the opinion of the committee 
that this clause will preclude an officer, under the circumstances 
stated, from setting up in the Court of Claimt: a claim for the dif
ference between the amount of salary appropriated in this bill and 
the saJ.ary fixed by statute, and that opinion of the committee is 
fortified by decisions of the courts of the country. 

:Mr. HEPBURN. But suppose thE'o officer refuses to accept the 
salary named in this bill; can he then ba precluded in the courts 
from demanding the sum which the statute authorizes him to 
receive? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The courts have so held. And if 
the officer does not wish to work for the salary proposed in the 
bill, I take it, if he should resign, the Government would not wait 
long before having offered to it the services of a hundred men 
ready to do the same work at the salary provided in the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to say a few words on this bill. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. How much time does the gentle

man want? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Five minutes. 
Mr. McC ... UJL of Tennessee. Very well; I yield to the gentle

man. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to make any set 

speech on this bill. I rise for the purpose merely of calling the 
attention of members of the Committee of the Whole to the pecul
iar practice that has grown up with this Committee on Appro
priations. I do not mean to refer to the particular subcommittee 
that has prepared this bill, but to the practice of the committee in 
general in changing the provisions of the statute law. 

I observe from the statement made by the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that in some 20 instances the salaries of officers have 
been increased by this bill above the amount prescribed by law. 
I observe also that in 115 instances this bill reduces the salaries of 
officers in Government employ below the amounts stipulated in 
the law. 

Now, :Mr. Chairman, this Committee on Appropriations is ap
pointed under the rules of the House, not for legislative purposes, 
not for passing upon the wisdom of existing law and changing it 
if in their judgment it is wise so to do, but they are charged under 
the rules of the House to report appropriations for these various 
officers in accordance with the provisions of law. We find, how
ever, that in this bill there are 150 cases with reference to which 
the provisions of the statute book have been violated, there being 
in some instances, as I have said, an increase of salary and in 
others a reduction. 

With reference to one or two instances cited by my friend from 
Tennessee there may be special reasons for an increase. In the 
case, for example, of the Commissioner of P ensions, I can see why 
a man charged with the vast responsibilities of that office should 
be paid more than $3,000, as provided by the statute. But I can 
see no reason for reducing the salary of a clerk $100 or $200. I can 
see no reason why this Committee on Appropriations in their wis
dom should undertake to repeal the law as provided by their pred
ecessors and fix the salaries anew. 

In many instances where the salaries have been increased I find 
the increase amounts to only two or three hundred dollars. Take, 
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for instance, some clerkships in the Land Office and in the Pen
sion B1rreau. Where, for instance, there is an increase from 

2,000, the salary provided by law, to $2,250, that, in my judg
ment, smacks more of a spirit of favoritism toward particular 
clerks than it does of an effort to provide a general system in this 
matter. The true policy to be pm·sued, in my judgment, is this: 
If these inequalities exist, these gentlemen whose attention is called 
to them in making appropriations from year to year should come in 
here with a general law changing the salary allowed to these offi
cers, so that the general public may know the amount of com
pensation given to these Government employees. A man who is 
not familiar with the general appropriation bill will go to the gen
eral statutes touching the subjects, but a person familiar with 
the workings of the House would go to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois whether his salary as a member of Congress is not 
fixed bylaw at 7,500, while, in point of fact, he receives only $5,000 
as his compensation? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, that simply emphasizes the 
position I am taking. A Congressman does not stand in any dif
ferent position in respect to this matter from these other officers 
mentioned in the bill. The case which the gentleman puts is sim
ply another evidence of the fact that a vicious system has grown 
up under the practice of the Appropriations Committee and that 
they have assumed to determine the amount of compensation that 
should be given to the public officers of this country, regardless of 
existing law. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

condemned cannon balls to W. H. Wallace Post, No~ 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other pur
poses. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL .A.PPROPRIA..TION BILL. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 
chair. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to the remarks 
of my colleague who has just taken his seat. 

This bill as reported, as has been already stated, except where 
clerks have been absolutely dropped out because their ·services 
were no longer neces ary in the Department, carries recom
mendations for the full amount that the officials a.re now receiv
ing. My colleague from illinois criticises the committee· for its 
work in connection with the preparation of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not this committee. What I refer to is the 
general practice of preparing appropriation bills not strictly in 
accordance with the letter of the law. 

Mr. CANNON. In all of these .reductions, the 107 cases, I will 
state to my colleague that they are substantially in accordance 
with the law for twenty years past, beginning in the Forty-fourth 
Congress. The increases have gradually crept in from year to 
year, but they are substantially also of many years' standing and 
they were made in the twenty-odd cases referred to bv my col
league on the committee from Tennessee, because the salaries, 
fixed a generation ago, were not found to be adequ:tte under 
existing circumstances. The reductions below what the law pro
vides are found to be adequate, and therefore your Committee on 
Appropriations recommend according to thecurrent law, because 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken they believe it adequately provides for the public service. 
the chair, a message in writing from the President of the United Now, my colleague, or anyother member of thecommitteecan, 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. if he desires to do so, make the point of o.rder on the first clause 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that of the bill to which he has referred, which provides that these 
the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions salaries shall be in full compensation for all services rendered dur-
of the following titles: ing the fiscal year. I say that he can make the point of order, if 

On February 19, 1896: he regards the plan proposed as an improper one, or contrary to 
An act (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309 Revised Statutes, pro- the law, or that it involves new legislation. If he thinks so, that 

viding a chaplain for the Military Academy; right is open to him. I suppose-I do not know-it may go out of 
On February 20, 1896: the bill on the point of order. I think, possibly, that it is subject 
An act (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National Society of the to the point of order. It was made two or three Congresses ago, 

Daughters of the American Revolution; and the Senate performed its function, in my judgment, and put 
An act (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of it back, not increasing, however, the salaries in the appropriation. 

Colorado for the loeation of mining claims; It is perfectly competent for the House of Representatives to 
An act (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled, "An appropriate less than the salary fixed by law; and when we get 

act to divide a portion of the Teservation of the Sioux Nation of to these various items my colleague or anybody else who wants 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure tp.e re- to increase the salaries recommended by the Committee on Appro
linquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for .other priations because they are below the statutoryrequirements, from 
purposes," approved March 2, 1889; point to point as we reach them in the consideration of the bill, 

An act .(H. R. 2654) to amend an act entitled "An act to punish can offer amendments and take the sense of the committee upon 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force them. 
and fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other Mr. DINGLEY. And let me su~st to the gentleman from 
purposes," approved May 11, 1~92; Illinois, also, that in tile cases of the twenty-odd salaries which 

An act (H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary- are fixed above the statutory provision the point of order will be 
land and Washington Railway Company shall be required to com- good. 
pletethe buildingoftheroadofsaidcompanyundertheprovisions Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly; and theycouldall be reduced. 
of an act of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amended by an Mr. CANNON. Certainly the point of order could be made 
act of Congress approved March 2, 1895. against each and every one of them. In other words, the Com-

NOTE.-The following bills were presented to the President on mittee on Appropriations, as the organ of the House, has per
February 12, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the formed its function according to the best of its judgment. It re
House of Congress in which they originated within the ten days ports the bill for the consideration of the House. And it is in the 
prescribed by the Constitution, they have become laws.without his power of any member of the Committee of the Whole to make 
approval: points of order and to make motions fo1· .amendment in the shape 

An act (H. R. 3812) to authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw of an increase or decrease, within the rules. We do not deprecate 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the the making of points of order and motions to amend; and it will 
Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; be for the Committee of the Whole House to refuse, if it sees 

An act (H. R. 3009) granting to the Brainerd and Northern proper, the recommendations of its smaller Committee on Appro
Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech priations. All we desire is the intelligent judgment of the ma
Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reservation in jority of the Committee of the Whole House upon the work which 
Minnesotfl. we have presented. 

The following bills were approved February 26, 1896: Mr. HOPKINS. I think my colleague does not fully under-
An act {H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent stand my position. The remarks I made are not for the purpose 

deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June of increasing the salaries of any of the parties whose salaries 
30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes; have been reduced in the pending bill, because as I understand 

~ An act (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to my colleague, these reductions have been in existence for anum-
/1\ homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the ber of years under the appropriation bills. The point I make is 

1 State of South Dakota, and for other purposes; not -against the personnel of the present committee, but .against 
An act (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled "'An act for the what has been assumed by previous Appropriation Committees, 

relief and -civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of char~ed with the duty of making up th.ese bills, that is, changing 
Minnesota"; existing law in such bills and recommending new appropriations 

On February 27, 1896: or different appropriations from those fixed in the statute law, 
An act (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the diplomatic instead of proposing or introducing .a separate bill, if you please, 

and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; changing the existing law to meet their -views. 
An act (H. R. 1676) to change and fix the time for holding the . Now, it is far from me -to make the point of order on the first 

, district and circuit courts of the United States for the northern · section of the bill to which my colleague has referred, because I 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee; and do not know, from the information I h-ave regarding these officials 

. An act (H .. R. 1785) authorizing and 'directing the Secretary :Of and their dnties., whether the salaries fixed in the bill are too high 
tile Navy to donate one -condemned -cannon and four pyramids of or :too low, and 1 am not in a. position to intelligently make tha.t 
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objection, either on the increase or decrease of the salaries. But Mr, DINGLEY. Supposing he does not. Under that provision 
I do protest against the committee charged simply with the duty the bill fixes the salary for the fiscal year 1897. 
of making up the .appropriation bill constantly recommending Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. 
changes of existing law and coming in here with statements of Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly it does. 
that kind, when we, as members of the committee who are re- Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. The bill fixes it provided the per-
quired to pass upon their recommendations, do not have sufficient son whose salary is affected by this appropriation accepts the 
information to properly judge of the merits of such recommen- amount; but there is no lawyer but will say that if he refuses to 
dations. accept it and goes into the Court of Claims he can recover the 

Mr. HEMEJ\TW AY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: amount, not of the appropriation fixed in the bill, but the amount 
Does not the fact that these salaries-the 107 that have been provided by the general law. 
reduced for twenty years-provide a sufficient and satisfactory Mr. CANNON. My colleague and I are both of age and both 
service demonstrate the fact that the salary is sufficient? The have had some little experience. Does my colleague have any idea 
service has been as well performed at the reduced salary as it was that that question will ever arise? In other words, does my friend 
before, and does not that fact demonstrate the good judgment of think anybody will refuse to accept the salary? 
the Committee on Appropriations in reducing these salaries? Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I am not prepared to answer that ques-

:Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman's question is predicated on an tion. I trust they will all a-ccept the amount provided in this bill. 
assumption of fact that he and I know nothing of. I do not know I only make the point to show the vicious character of these bills 
whether the duties of these various officers have been as well per- that are brought in here year· after year, and to emphasize the fact 
formed since as before the reduction of their salaries; and if it is that there should be a general revision of the law fixing the sala
so, if it is as he suggests, it is an additional reason why there ries of these persons, so as to provide against any such contingency 
should be some general legislation fixing the salaries, instead of as the one that I have here suggested. 
allowing a .committee to -change the law at their will and increase :Mr. DINGLEY. Few die and none resign. 
or decrease a sala1·y in the individual cases which may come Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. MI-. Chairman, I have no desire 
before them for consideration, without :any other justification to cut off general debate at all, but I think it would be better to 
than that it was carried in some previous appropriation bill, con- limit th.e debate in some way. I thm·efore ask unanimous con
trary to the statute. sent that the general debate upon this appropriation bill be 

Now, I might say to the gentleman that the Commissioner of limited to forty-five minutes. I understand there is to be an 
Pensions would discharge the duties ·of his office ,as efficiently at amendment offered by the Judidary Committee, embracing what 
$3,000 as he would at $6,000, but the fact that he would do that is known as the salary bill. and I should like to ask the chairman of 
would not, in my judgment, be a reason why we should take from that committee what time he would like in which to discuss 
him the amount of the salary that is allowed him in this bill. that. 
But I say, as I said before, that this Committee on Appropria- Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman., the Committee on the Ju
tions, before the days of thi3 present personnel of the committee, dic:iaTy would like two hours, to be consumed to-morrow in gen
have dropped into a vicious habit that has been followed out from eral debate on the fee bill or salary bilL 
year to year, and I think the time has arrived when the attention Mr. DOCKERY. That is, as I understand the gentleman from 
of this committee and of the House and, the country should be Iowa, when we reach the point where that amendment is moved. 
called to it, and that these gentlemen, instead of pursuing this Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; when the amendment is moved to
erroneous pra-ctice, should come in with a general law fixing the morrow. It will be offered to-morrow. Then we should like 
salaries of these officers and giving the reaSQns for the changes, so unanimous consent that two hours be given to the Committee on 
that they ean be fixed in acc.ordance with justice to the Govern- the Judiciary to control in the discussion of the fee bill. 
ment itself and the employees of the Government. 1\Ir. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, before any time is fixed upon, I 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend sees proper to introduce a bill re- would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
vising the salaries of officials in the public service, in the event the chaTacter of this bill that he proposes to make an amendment 
that under the rules it would go to the Committee on Appropria- to the present bill. Is it a general revision of all the officers of 
tions-- the Government in the judicial department of the Govern-

Mr. DOCKERY. It would not, however. ment? 
Mr. CANNON. I believe it would not, but if it should be sent 1\fr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, it does not touch the clerks 

there by th.e House, we will take great pleasure in giving either a of courts at all as to their compensation, but it puts upon salaries 
favorable or an unfavorable report upon it. United States district attorneys and United States marshals, and 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not for a single individual, certainly not cuts down, in some respects, the fees of United States commis
one who is a member of another committee and unfamiliar with sioners. That is the general scope of the bill. The details of it 
the details of the appropriation, to make a recommendation of we will go into when general debate is had. 
that kind. If I served upon that committee and was as familiar Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask. a question of the 
with the subject-matter as my learned colleague from illinois chairman of the Committee on th-e Judiciary. 
[Mr. CANNON], I certainly long before this would have brought in Mr. HENDERSON. If we can have order, I will be pleased to 
a bill revising the .salaries of the Government officials and recom- answer. 
mended its passage in the House. The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will piease cease conversation. 

1\fr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, a single suggestion, if the All members will be seated. 
gentleman will pardon me. In justice to the Appropriations Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand that the request of 
Committee, it should be said that originally, in reporting these the gentleman from Iowa has been disposed of. 
reductions, the committee acted .strictly within th-eir authority The CHAIRMAN. It has not been submitted. 
under the then existing rules of the House. The then existing Mr. HENDERSON. I am coupling it with the request of the 
rules of the House authorized the Committee on Appropriations Committee on Appropriations. 
to report any change of appropriation or salary where there was Mr. RICHARDSON. I just want to ask the gentleman if this 
a reduction. That was the law of the House, and hence the com- proposed measure fixes the salaries of all marshals in the United 
mittee then were entirely within the law of the House in doing it. States? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was the rule of the House, but it was Mr. HENDERSON. All of them except the southern district 
not the law of the country. of New York, which is exempt fl·om the operation of the bill, as 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it made the law for the time being. that is working under a special act of Congre.ss; and, on the rec- · 
Mr. HOPKINS. It made the law for that particular Congress, ommendation of the Attorney-General, that and Alaska were 

·provided the Government employee was willing to take the .salary. excepted from the provisions of the bill. All these details will be 
But the danger of that is this: Of these 107 employees whose sal- explained fully in general debate. I wish to say to the committee 
aries are reduced h-ere, if any one of them refuses to :accept the that of course this bill will be considered in Committee of the 
salary provided in this bill, there is no lawyer in this body but Whole under the five-minute rule~ and every opportunity will be 
what will acknowledge that that employee can go before the Court given for offering amendments that may be desired. 
of Claims and sue and recover the amount of the salary provided Mr~ HOPKINS. As fully as if it were considered as a separate 
for in the general law. Now, I say for one that such a condition measure.? 
of affairs Qught not to exist. Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will not if the provision in the first section Mr. RICH.A.RDSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, has 
is adopted. · the measure which he desires to offer been unanimously reported 

Mr. HOPKINS. This does not bar the employee from suing from the .committee of which he is chairman?. 
unless he accepts th-e salary? · Mr. HENDERSON. It is unanimously reported by the Com-

Yr. DINGLEY. If he accepts the salary and draws it, that is mittee on the Judiciary, and we are agreed as to the time asked 
conclusive. for general debate. We may not need more than an hour, .and 

.Mr. HOPKINS. If he accepts; .but supposing he does not ac- yet we ask for two hours, so there may be plenty of time. 
cept? Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the bill and report been printed? 
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Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If that is satisfactory, I ask unani
mous consent-

Yr .. McRAE. It is not satisfactory. 
Mr. HENDERSON. The request made in behalf of the fee bill 

is for two hours, and the Committee on Appropriations is asking 
for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then the debate under the five
minute rule will be how long? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Committee of the Whole will deter
mine that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman state whether that 
report and bill has been printed? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The bill has been printed. The report 
was made this morning and has gone to the Government Printing 
Office now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the suggestion as to the time to 
which debate was t-o be limited? 

Mr. ·HENDERSON. Two hours' debate on the fee bill to
morrow. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
better to leave that open until members shall have had an oppor
tunity to look at the bill and determine what amount of debate 
they desire. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am quite willing to leave it open and let 
the request for the limitation of debate be made on the appropria
tion bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A reasonable debate is all that is desired, I 
presume? 

Mr. HE.l"\fDERSON. When the bill is offered in the morning 
the request will be made for two hours of general debate. 

Mr. McRAE. That is entirely too short. 
Mr. CANNON. Now we can go on. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If that is satisfactory, I ask unan

imous consent that general debate on this bill be limited to forty
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent that general debate upon this bill be limited to forty
five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Am I to understand that the question of the 
I(mgth of debate on the fee bill is to be left open? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. With the understanding that when the fee 

bill is introduced as an amendment the committee shall then fix 
the time for general debate on the fee bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at 

$1,~ each, $45,600. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 

the gentleman in charge of this bill, or the chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations, lmder what statute or resolution or by 
whatanthoritytheitemjnstreadappearsin this appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In reply to the ~entleman I will 
state that there is no authority for this appropnation except the 
fact of its appearance in the appropriation bills from year to year. 
It is not provided for by statute or by joint resolution. The appro-
priation was first made, I understand, three years ago. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The fact is, then, that we simply 
put into this appropriation bill this much money to pay clerks 
for Senators, without any authority of law? 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman from California 
that the force of clerks for individual Senators was provided for, 
in the first instance, by the Senate passing a resolution to pay 
their clerks from the contingent fund, and in connection with that 
the Senate put on an amendment increasing the contingent fund. 
That action led to a contest between the two Houses-in fact, to 
several bitter contests-but the Senate, being a coordinate branch 
of Congress, insisted on its point, and this force being for the serv
ice of the Senate, the Senators had their way. Later on the Senate 
amended the bill so as to provide clerks for Senators at an annual 
salary. That proposition was fought bitterly in the House, but 
the Senate stood, if the gentleman will allow me the expression, 
"pat," and said: "Thisisforour own convenience," and they had 
their way, because no bill can pass without an agreement between 
the two bodies. The fight on the part of the House had been made 
so often and with such ill success that in the last Congress this 
appropriation providing for the payment of clerks for Senators 
was put on the bill in the House. In other words, the contest had 
been fought so often and so bitterly and with so little success that 
it was deemed better to put the item in the bill. I will say to the 
gentleman, however, that I think it is subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that I understand the explanation made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, with the single exception of some technical, abstruse term 
which he used, but which I suppose is well understood in Illinois, 
though unfamiliar in California. [Laughter.] Iwillaskthegen-

tleman, however, why should not the House "stand-pat," as the 
Senate did? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no.- It was invented in California and put 
into the dictionary there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Perhaps the gentleman from California 
will repeat the language, so that the members of the committee 
may have it before them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It is not necessary that I should 
repeat it for the gentleman's benefit, because I understand the term 
is very familiar in Tennessee as well as in illinois. [Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand from the chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations that there is no legal warrant for this 
item; that it is not authorized by any statute or any resolution of 
the two bodies, but that this is simply a naked, bald appropriation 
put into this bill to pay these annual clerks of Senators. Am I 
correct in that? 

Mr. CANNON. There is no joint resolution and no statute: 
which authorizes this appropriation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I frankly confess that I am not 
as familiar with the rules of this body as I wish I were, or as I 
probably should be with the technical term used by the gentleman 
from Illinois awhile ago if I ha~ studied the dictionary with proper 
attention. [Laughter.] I would like to inquire, however, if it is 
in order to offer an amendment to this particular paragraph pro
viding for paying annual clerks for members of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that such an amendment 
would not be germane; because we are now providing for a Sen
ate force. Later we shall come to the paragraphs providing for 
the House of Representatives and then such an amendment might 
be in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. But why can we not amend the 
bill in any part, at any place? There is no law prohibiting that to 
be done, or requiring it to be done in a certain way, is there? 

Mr. CANNON. I would say to the gentleman that the rules of 
the House provide that an amendment must be germane. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, whenever any
body wants to do anything in this House for the purpose of ex· 
pediting its business, or doing justice as between its members and 
the public business, somebody always gets up and says that the 
rules of the Honse provide differently. [Laughter.] Now, sir, I 
think it would be a good plan for us to tackle those rules at some 
time, and not, in the expressive language of the gentleman from 
Illinois, to "stand pat" upon them all the time. [Laughter. 
Cries of "Read!"] 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that there is nothing pending before the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have a right to debate this paragraph. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. But no amendment has been of· 

fered to it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That does not matter. The paragraph is 

pending and has not been adopted. I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois to conced-e that this provision in the bill is subject to 
the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, why does not my friend from Cali· 

fornia insist on his point of order? His objective point, as Inn· 
derstand it, is to get annual clerks for members of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, then, insist on the point of order 

and let this go out, and then when the Senate puts it in they will 
put in a provision to give members as well as themselves annual 
clerks. When the Senate amendment comes to the House giving 
members annual clerks, the House can keep it in if it wishes to do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Pardon me. Can you vouch for 
the fact that the Senate will put it in for both of us? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I guarantee that they will put it in for 
themselves, and I think they will put it in for the House, because, 
as the gentleman from Illinois has suggested, they have done so 
heretofore. The Senate did, as the gentleman from illinois has . 
stated, insert in a former bill a provision to give clerks to mem
bers of the House; but the House in its magnanimity declined to 
accept that amendment of the Senate. It may be possible now 
that, inasmuch as the business of members has increased so greatly, 
the House would not at this time decline to accept such an amend
ment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is barely possible that the chairman of 
our committee would not permit it to be done. I understand that 
he is not favorable to such a provision; so that, although the pro
vision might be entirely agreeable to the Senate conferees, we 
shall probably have to convert the chairman of our own commit
tee to a conviction that that is a proper measure. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I observe that on page 16 of the bill there is 
a provision of clerk hire for members--

Mr. JOHNSON of California. We have not come to that yet; 
let that wait for a while. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the objection urged by my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is not tenable, because as I un-
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derstand the rules, on any amendment put upon the bill by the 
Senate no point of order can be raised in this House. Am I cor
rect in that position? I understand from gentlemen around me 
that I am. Then, if the Senate should put on this bill an amend
ment allowing annual clerks to :Members and Senators, I do not 
think any point of order h ere would carry much weight. 

I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee [1\fr. RICHARDSON] 
that so far as I am concerned, speaking only a-a one member, I am 
prepared to vote an annual clerk to every member of this body. 
I think we need such assistance much more than Senators do; and 
I thank the gentleman for calling my attention to the fact that he 
ruled such a proposition in order at the last session and voted 
for it. 

:Mr. CANNON. Allow me a word. This debate is necessarily 
proceeding by unanimous consent. The best way of meeting this 
question is to be entirely frank. I have no doubt that the clause 
in this paragraph providing for clerks to Senators is subject to a 
point of order. Later on in the bill there is a clause appropriating 
for session clerks to members of the House. That is in pursuance 
of law. I have no doubt that if there should be an effort later on 
to amend thatrprovision so as to cover annual clerks to members 
of the House, somebody would make a point of order on it. 

:Mr. JOHNSON of California. You will not? [Laughter.] 
1tfr. CANNON. I do not say that I will or that I will not. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Suppose we make a bargain? 

[Laughter.] 
. :Mr. CANNON. I say I have no doubt somebody would make 
a point of order upon it; and right here I want to state to the 
gentleman from California in complete fairness that as this de
bate is proceeding now by unanimous consent, no amendment 
having been offered, a point of order would still be in time; but 
if we should entertain and discuss an amendment it would be too 
late afterwards to make a point of order on the text of the bill. I 
shall not make the point of order because the committee has re
ported this provision; but it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, .Mr. Chairman, I do not 
want to make a point of order. I believe in having annual clerks 
for Senators and :Members. I have made my suggestion in good 
faith. Suppose we agree that we will not make a point of order 
upon either of these provisions? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman that, in my 
judgment, unless he makes a point of order upon this provision 
he will never get annual clerks for members. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CAN "ON] would not make the "bargain" 
which my friend from California so politely invited him to make; 
the gentleman f1'0m illinois would not agree not to make a point 
of order upon an amendment providing for annual clerks to mem
bers; and even if the gentleman from Illinois should not make 
the point, some other gentleman would. The clause giving to 
members of the House clerks for the session can not be amended 
so as to meet the wishes of the gentleman from California, be
cause such an amendment would be obnoxious to the point of 
order. Now, I suggest that, if the gentlem·an wants an annual 
clerk, the only way in which he can get one is to make the point 

· of order now. If he does not insist upon the point now, he may 
as well give up the idea of annual clerks for members of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. In matters of this kind I am a 
babe in swaddling clothes. [Laughter.] If my friend from Ten
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] gets me into trouble in this matter he 
will have to carry me out of the trouble. I am reasonably able to 
look out for myself if I am permitted a fair show. But he will 
have to give me that fair show and help me out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can only promise to stand up to the 
suggestion I make. 

:Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is all I want. You stood 
up last year most admirably. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 
order that this paragraph is not in order-! do not know exactly 
. the technical language to use-(laughter]-but I make the point 
that the provision is not authoriZed by any statute or resolution, 
or as a gentleman suggests, is a change of existing law. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I submit that the point of order 
comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee suggests 
that the point of order comes too late. The gentleman from Cali
fornia will remember that this paragraph has been under debate 
for some minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I rose immediately when the sec
tion or paragraph had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman rose for the purpose of 
inquiry or debate-- · 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I beg the pardon of the Chair. 
I rose for the purpose of learning whether the provisibn was au
thorized by law; and the chairman of the committee [Mr. CAN
NON] told me that I could make a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will allow me a moment on the 
question of order. 

It seems to m.e that the discussion has been proceeding under 

unammous consent p"resumed, fOl' ot herwise it would have been 
out of order. There has been no amendment to the proposition; 
no motion to strike out or anything of tha"t kind, and there haa 
been no parliamentary step which would warrant the committAe 
in indulging in the debate except by unanimous consent. I merely 
submit to the Chair whether or not talk, out of order, without 
any parliamentary step taken or sought to be taken, would of 
itself waive the question of order? 

Mr. RICH..'\..RDSON. If I may be permitted, Mr. Chairman, I 
distinctly understood the gentleman from illinois in the course of 
his remarks to state to the gentleman from California that the 
point of order could be made upon this provision, and it would be 
misleading to our youthful and guileless friend from California 
[laughter], who confesses to the condit ion in which he finds him
self on account of his youth-I say it would be misleading to sug
gest that the point may be made and then refuse to allow him 
that privilege. I do not think we ought to take advantage of the 
fact, when h e states that he was on his feet for that purpose; and 
he was certainly misled, of course without any such intention, 
by the gentleman from Illinois, who said that the point of order 
would be good against the paragraphr 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is exactly what the chair
man pf the Committee on Appropriations said to me, that the point 
of order would lie against that provision of the bill. I was inquir
ing about the matter with a view to determining the facts. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] said also, sotto voce, 
the same thing, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD
SON], and other gentlemen around me. I was simply inquiring 
as to the status of this particular paragraph, to know whether the 
point of order could be made against it or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he Chair understood the gentleman from 
California to inquire of the gentleman from illinois whether an 
amendment to the paragraph would be in order, including clerks 
to members of the House. The Chair understood it to be only an 
inquiry, and there was no suggestion as to a point of order against 
the paragraph when the gentleman first rose. 

Mr.JOHNSON of California. I asked the gentleman whether 
there was any law or any resolution authorizing this matter. Then 
when he said there was not he admitted that the point of order 
would be good against it. I asked other questions for informa
tion, and the discussion went on in that manner for a few moments 
until I made the point of order. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the ruling of the Chair is even a 
little more than technical when he says that I have waived any 
right that I had in the matter, when in my ignorance of the rules 
of the House I thought I was saving all my rights. I was afraid 
I would get into trouble. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I think the point 
of order evidently comes too late. 

If gentlemen will reflect a moment they will remember that the 
gentleman from California said that he did not desire to make 
the point of order, but was willing to vote a salary, in connection 
with this provision, to clerks of House members. My colleague 
[Mr: RICHARDSON], soon after I had made the point that the:re 
was nothing pending, said that we had a right to discuss the pro
vision. 

:Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit 
me, I understood the gentleman from California to say distinctly 
that he did not desire to make the point of order upon the pro
vision. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. That was my understanding, as I 
stated a moment ago. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that on a ques
tion of this kind, where the point of order is said to come too late 
and there is a dispute as to what a member said, the criterion 
ought to be not as to what the member actually said, but as ' to 
what he intended at the time he rose . 

Now, the gentleman from California has stated openly and 
frankly, and it should not be disputed, because he makes the 
statement himself, that he rose for the purpose of getting infor- · 
ma tion in reference to this paragraph; that when he discoverea 
that the point of order could be raised upon it he at once made 
the point of order, or as soon as the opportunity was offered to 
him, and it seems to me to be taking snap judgment on a young 
member, who pleads his own ignorance, to take advantage of the 
fact that he did not make the point of order in the first instance, 
although that was his evident intention. It ought not to be done. 
He ought to be entitled to all of the rights the rules give in the 
matter. The criterion ought to be what he intended to do, and 
no technical advantage ought to be taken of the fact. 

I hope, therefore, that the Chair will not decide this question 
without giving weight to the statement of. the gentleman from 
California, that it was his purpose to make the point of order if 
he found it possible to do so. In these matters, of course we should 
all be treated fairly and alike. The mere fact of his saying some
thing that might be construed as going into the debate on the gen
eral question, and thereby waiving the point of order, ought not 
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to take him fr_om the :floor or permit advantage to be-taken of that 
·technicality. . 

. Mr. HILL. .! ·would like to submit a parliamentary inquiry to 
the Ohair. Will the Ohair kindly inform an ignorant-member of 
'the House what rule or .order of -the House prevents a -point of 
'Order to be raised upon a 1provision at any time before the final 
decisi0n ·of th~ question under consideration? 

The CJI.AIRMAN. The Chair does :not -know whether there is 
cBuch a ·pro-vision in the rule or whether it has grown out of the 
uniform practice of the House. But it has been uniformly h eld, 
·and the members during this Congress h ave been reminded of it 
time and time ·again, that after the debate has begun on a para
graph or an ·amendment it is then too late to raise the point of 
-order. 

Of course there i.s no rule that applies differently to the younger 
m· 'the old8r members. The rules apply to all alike, and the 
Chairman can unly enforce the rules as they are. The practice of 
the House has always been that when a clause has been entered 
upon, and debate has been had upon it, or when debate has been h ad 
upon an amendment offered to any clause of the bill, the point of 
order would be too late and could not be entertained. Sometimes 
when a mem.ber rises and states that he rose in the first instance 
and tried .to get the attention ·of the Chair to make a ·point of or
der and was not beard, the Chair recognizes that fact. But this 
is an entirely-different case. The gentleman from California rose 
for the purpose of making inquiry in the .first instance, to ascertain . 
whether his amendment would be entertained as g~rmane. 

l\Ir . . JOHNSON of ·California. No; I rose in the ·first instance 
to inquire whether this paragraph was authorized by any statute 
or resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. If thegentleman.asked that in 
the first place, he subsequently asked the question whether an 
·amendment to it would be in order. Then he stated once or twice 
-during the course of his debate that he did not wish to raise the 
point of order upon this paragraph. Now, it seems to ·the Chair 
that, after all that, the paint of order comes too late. 

Mr. HILL. ':l'he point I wish to make is this, that we are sup
posed to be governed by the rules of the House as adopted by the 
House, and .not by ancient custom. I ask that some rule of the 
House may be shown under which -this point of oTd-er is not proper 
to be made at this time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous ·consen.t that this paragraph 
be passed for the present. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chah·man, nnder 'the :rule of the House, 
where the rules are silent there is _a general rule that adopts the 
parliamentary law, and the common parliamentary law, as settled 
by the House of Representatives, .and the practiee from th~ foun
dation of the Government is in harmony with the general state· 
ment of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, if the .gentleman from 
·California will yield to me-

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, I will yield to the gentle
·man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. l understand the Chair to have held that 
this point of order comes too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the opinion of the Chan·. The 
Chair, however~ before finally .announcing the decision, will hear 
the .gentleman from Tennessee or the gentleman from California, 
if they desire to be heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman from California, 
if he wishes to debate it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I only ask unanimous coDBent 
that this paragraph .and the ruling-of the Chairman, and all m at
ters connected with d:t, be laid aside .temporarily, to be taken up 
later, ,or when -we reach "Page 16. 

The CHAIR}.f:AN. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent that this paragraph be passed over for the present, 
to be taken up ·at a later ifuru3, .and that the point of order be con
siCI.ered as pending against ·the paragraph. Is the1·e objection to 
the request? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessea I .object. 
Mr. BRUMM. Now_, if the -Chair will permit me to make one 

suggestion with iieference to this matter--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the ·gentleman from California yield! 
.Mr. JOHNSON of ·California. I yield -to the gentleman~ yes. 
Mr. BR U'MJ\I. The gentleman :from Oalifornia.states distinctly 

that what he did when he iirst go.tup was-to make an inquiry in 
the nature of a '})arlia.tnentary inquiry~ and it w.as for th~ purpose 
,of .getting information.Rs to whether -a .point of order was neces- . 
saryto get at the-true status; ·audifiitwas in the-nature nf a par
Jiamentaryinquiry, I -trust the Chair will ·cm·taiir1y not <Construe 
Jthat into being 'debate, :m.d -then take, as .I said befo:xe, snaJ> judg
.ment on him under thes.e conditions. 
~. JOHNSON-of California. T:nnder:stand the-gentleman from 

Tennessee [Mr. McCALL] .is willing to withdra-w Jiis ebjection. 
The CHAIRMAN. .The Chair is .infonmed that :the gentleman 

;hom 'Tennessee withdraws his obj_eeti~. ~ 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. !withdraw my_point thatthe:point 
of ordm· ·com~stoolate . 

Mr. BAILEY. I renew it as to the point of order coming too 
late. l .am perfectly content that it shaU be passed over until we 
.reaoh page 16. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is what I meant, unani· 
mous consent-- , 

Mr. ·CANNON~ Then I will ask unanimous consent that 'the 
clause go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that th~ clause be "Stricken out of the bill. Is there ob
jection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes; I object to that. 
M.r. CANNON. Then, in the absence of any motion, I.ask that 

the Clerk read. 
Mr. MOODY. I have an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

MooDY] desires to offer an amendment to the paragraph. 
Mr. MOODY. I move to strike out the paragraph. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I understand the chairman of 

the Committee on Appropriations wants unanimous consent that 
this go out. 

Several MEMBERS. He ·did not get it. 
Mr. J-OHNSON of California. I withdraw my objection, at the 

suggestion of my friend from Tennessee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 

asks unanimous consent that the clause be stricken out of the bill. 
Mr. BAILEY. I think it had better .be voted out. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 
Mr. BAILEY. I object. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I suggest that the gentleman from 

California move to strike it out. 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, that is my motion. 
l\:1r . . JOHNSON of California. I want to inquire whether or"'lot 

the request that I made for unanimous consent that all action on 
this paragraph. including the point of order, be postponed until 
we ~·each and finish page 16 has been objected to? The gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. McCALL] withdrew his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tenne see [Mr. 
McCALL] withdraw his objection? 

1\fr. McCALL .of Tennessee. I withdraw the objection that I 
made that the point of order came too lat e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc
CALLJ, as the 'ChaiT understands, does not withdraw t he objection 
to the reqnest that the -paragra;p.h be passed over. 

:Mr. McCALL af Tennessee. I do not withdraw the objection t o 
the request that the paragraph ·be pas ed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from T-ennessee objects. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Aparliamentaryinquiry. Would it be com

petent now to ask that the further consideration of this clause be 
postponed until we reach the same section as it applies t o the 
House, on page -16? 

The CHAffiMAN. It can only be done byunanimous consent. 
Mr. J OHNSON :of California. That is what I asked. 
Mr. 'HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the further 

consideration of this clause be postponed until we reach, on page 
16, the corresponding item applying "to the House of Representa
tives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the further consideration of this clause be postponed 
until the committee reaches page 16, where there is a similar 
provision for the House of Representatives. Is there objection? 

J\lr. CANNON. I suggest-that is equivalent to an objection 
when I make the suggestion-! would suggest to the gentleman 
from lowa and the gentleman from Tennessee, in charge of the 
bill, if it meets their approval and that of-the committee, that we 
pass this clause with the privilege -of returning to it on or before 
the completion of the bill. 

:Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 
Mr. JOHNSON ·of California. Is not that the same thing? 
Mr. CANNON. No. I will askforthat. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from illinois asks unanimous 

coDBent that this paragraph be-passed with the privilege of return
ing to it on or befm·e the completion of the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And that the decision of the 
Chair on the -po:int of order is still npen? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not asked that. 
Mr. JOHNSON of •California. I aslr:that. 
The CRAffiMAN. That is the proposition which is excepted 

to. The G'1lair will, howe-ver, put it to the committee. 
.Mr. HEPBURN. That is unnecessary.~ because the gentleman 

from Tennessee [Mx. McCALL] has withmawn his objection that 
the point of order was too late. 

Mr. BAILEY. 1n order that thm·e may be no mistake about 
that, I renewed the point of order. 

'-The ·CHAIRMAN. The _g.entleman from 'Texas >renewed 'the 
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point of order, and the Chair has substantially :sustain-ed it. The sense and the good :Judgment of the members af this House. I · 
request is for una.nim.ons consent that this clause be passed over trust the gentleman will withdraw his -point ·of -order and let the 
with the privilege of returning to it on or before ·the completi<J? amendment be adopted. 
of the bill. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] The Chair The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inquire of the gentle-
hears none. man from Tennessee if the appropriation carried in the last biH 

The Clerk read as follGlws: J>Urported to ftx the salary, except for that year, like the-provision 
Under Architect of the Capitol: "For chief engineer, $1,700; two assistant in the pending bill? 

engineers, at $1..200 eac.~ four ('.<mductors of the elevators. at -$1.100 each, Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. It did not. 
who shall be under the supervision and direction of tht~ Architect of the Q~J?- The CHAIRMAN. Then the Ghah· overrules the point of order. 
itol; laborer, $0"20; five firemen, at$900 each; electrician, $1,~~ la!>;>rel;', $800; Mr. SMITH of illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote TmO:U 
laborer to clean Statuary Hall and watch statuary therem, $660; m all, ~.t' 
$16,(80. my amendment. . 

Mr. Sl\IITH of illinois. I offer the amendment which I send Mr. CANNON. · ~rr. Chairman, Iwisht:o ask my colleague what 
to the Clerk's desk. assurance he has that if this appropriation is increased from$800 

The Clerk r ead as follows: to $1,000 the man he has in his mind will get it. 
In line 2l, ~age 11, strike out the word "eight, and insert m lieu thereof Mr · SMITH of lllinois. Simply that I suppose that jf we pro-

the word "one,, -an.d in line 22, page 11, strike out the word "hundred " and -vide a certain salary for the man who is now performing the duty 
insert in lieu thereof t he word" t hmL..<>a.nd." there will be sufficient honesty on the part of the ·disbursing offi

~fr. McCALL of Tennessee. I make the point of order that we ceTtopay the salary which is provided fm· by Congress. 
ha.d passed that in the reading. ~.CANNON. How long has this man been at wm·k? 

1\ir. SMITH of lllinois. I offered it immediately after the read- Mr. SMITH of illinois. _He has been at work in the position he 
ing of the clause. is now holding for a year. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I reserve the point of order on the Mr. CANNON. Iiind in this same paragraph a provision fora. 
amendment. laborer ,at $820. 

Mr. SMITH of illinois. This is under the head of ''Architect of Mr. SMITH of illinois. That is a different one entirely. -This 
the Capitol," and I offered the amendment just as soon as I could is the one that ta-kes charge of the Bngine. 
offer it. Of course, I was compelled to wait until the reading of Mr. CANNON. There is nothing to prevent the changing of 
the paragraph had been concluded. the positions of thB two men by appointment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair apprehends that that is not the Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Oh, I am not concerning myself at all 
point of order. about changes by appointment. I am willing, and so is the gen-

Mr. DOCK..ERY. I would be glad if the amendment should be tleman willing, to take his chances of getting the amount if it is 
stated again. allowed in this bill. 

The amendment was again report-ed. Mr. CANNON. I only wanted to kn.owwhat assurance my col-
.Mr. SMITH ·of illinois. The amendment is simply this: That league_had that the man he had in his mind would get the money. 

that laborer should receive $1,000 instead of -$800. That is all Now I will ask him another question, whether this is a real 
thm·eisto tha.tamendment. :M:yreasonforo:fferingitisthis: That laborer or somebody who holds a sinecure and does no work, but 
laborer has more work to perform than many other parties em- hires a man to do it for him for a less sum than he is paid? 
ployed in this Capitol who receive $1,100 or $1 ,200 a year. The Mr. SMI-rrll of illinois. The gentleman here concerned attends 
duty of thatla.borer consists of taking charge of an engine and the to his duties from early morning until long after this House ad
lighting of this end .of thB Capitol. Also, he is required, from journs and no one ~ssists him. He has no assistant provided a-nd 
morning until t his House adjourns at night , to be on duty all the he is not able, out of the salary he r eceives, to employ some one 
time. I presume there are but few members of this House who to do the work and let him sit around warming his toes .at the 
have evel' walked to the top of the Dome of this Capitol, and yet radiator. 
that laborer has to do so twice every night that the House is in Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman that this proposed 
session to light up the Goddess of Liberty, I believe it is, that increase of salary is not submitted in the estimates of the Archi
stands on the to-p of the Dome, and to extinguish the light after- teet of the Capitol, under whom this gentleman performs his daily 
wards. In addition to those duties, there has been placed upon duties. I want to say, further, that although quite a number of 
him what was never asked of a man illlingthat place before, that 1 increases·of salaries were submitted by the heads of Executive De
is, to .take charge of a corridox in the basement that is longer, I 1 partmentsando:fficersoftheGovermnent, theCommitteeonAppro
pl-esume, than from here to the Peace Monmnent, the worst coT- priations thought this was not an ·opporttme time to recommend 
ridor in the basement of this building; and I am also told that such increases to the House; so that 1f this increase be made the 
until the gentleman who now performs these duties came in there action will be taken in the absence of any estimate 'SUbmitted by 
w.as a separate laborer who was paid $500 a year for taking charge the proper .officer, and also in disregard of the action of the Com
of that corridor; and there is to-day another laborer who has a mittee on Appropriations in refusin-g to report other proposed in
shorter corridor to attend to who receives $50 a month for doing creases of salary. 
that. So this gentleman is performing the duties of two men, of :Mr. S:M:ITH of Illinois. In reply to that, Mr. Chairman., I will 
two laborers, and has no one to" spell" him, as .we would say, I say that it is not customary," and has not been during the years I 
when ' 'tired nature" may want to seek respose. [Laughter.] We have been in Congress, for the Architect of the Capitol in furn.ish
have four elevator men to-day, and they receive $1,100 each; and ing his estimates of expenses to be -continnally changing the sarla
yet they are not on duty any longer than is this one laborer. N ow, ries. That is usually done by the House itself, or by the Commit
all he asks is this, and it is perfectly reasonable that he should have tee on Appropriations in framing its bill. 
it: That his salary be increased from $800 to $1,000 per annum. Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me to suggest that the 
Certainly that will appeal to the good sense and judgzmmt of the law expn~ssly requires the Architect of the Capitol to submit his 
members of this House. His duties are just as I have stated them, estimates through the Secretary of the Treasury, who sends th-em 
and he performs them faithfully and well; and instead of paying to the Speaker of the House, by whom they are referred to the 
$1,400 in having two :oren to do that work, he is willing to do it committee? . 
fo1· $1,000 a year. I hope the amendment may be concurred in. Mr. SMITH of illinois. I understand that; but it is entirely 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make the point probable that the Architect of the Capitol, in view of his other 
of order against the proposed amendment that it changes existing duties~ does not always bear in mind all the different employees 
law. I find that the la-st appropriation bill fixed this salary at under him, or the quest ion whether they are being sufficiently 
$800 a year, and I understand that by a ruling of tho Chairman of compensated for the work they perform. I ask for a vote. 
the Committee of the Whole the preceding appropriation bills in The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairma-n 
the last Congress have been held to be the existing law where declared that the noes seemed to have it. 
there is no statute to the con trary. That being so, this amend- Mr. SMITH of illinois. I ask for a division. 
mentis subject to the point of order that it changes existing law. The committee -divided; and there were-ayes 43, noes 36. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, has it not been held by So the amendment was agreed to. 
the Chair that an appropriation bill is the existing law? The Dlerk read in full the paragraph providing for employees in 

Mr. SMITH of illinois. I was going to ask that question. the Doorkeeper's department. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Because, if that b e so, then an amendment Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 

which I desire to o:ffer .at i;J:le proper time in regard t o the u se of I send to the desk. 
the fees of the clerks of courts of appeal will be in order, for the The amendment was read, as follows~ 
reason that on the last appropriation bill that disposition was On page 15, after line 6, insert "for the emplo-yment of Joel Grayson in the 
made of them. I have argued in times gone quite the reverse of document room, $1,500." . 
my present contention, but I desire to say now that on all former Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman~ I will reserve th-e point of 
occasions I was entiTely wrong. [Laughter.] order on that amendm~nt until I h ear an explana.tiun of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I hope the gentleman in charge of this Mr. GANNON. The gentleman .can reserve his point of o:rde:r 
bill will not seek refuge behind a point of order when, if I have and I .can ·state in a minute all that I desire t o say about this 
stated the facts, and I have, this case certainly appeals to the good amendment. PJ:-ovi.sion fGr this officer £or ·the bala.nce of the fiscal 
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year was put on the urgent deficiency bill. The officer referred 
to is Joel Grayson; everyone knows who he is. He is engaged in 
the document room, and has been there for many years. He does 
his work well. He was carried by a resolution adopted in .the last 
Congress. I presume this is all that is necessary to be said, unless 
the gentleman from Tennessee wants to ask some further question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not understand the effect of the amend
ment, and therefore reserved the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment is simply to continue this offi
cer for the coming year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not know but that the amendment 
might involve the creation of a new office. 

:Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ODELL. I move to amend by striking out after the word 

" laborer," in line 9, the words " four hundred" and inserting 
"seven hundred and twenty/' making the salary of this laborer 
$720. This ·s to carry out the resolution adopted by the House one 
day last week fixing the ·salary of this laborer at $720 instead of 
$400. The resolution was adopted upon the report of the Com
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. As I understand the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ODELL], this amendment is designed to 
carry out a resolution adopted by the House a few days ago in
creasing this salary from $400 to $720. I make no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, there being-ayes 50; noes none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For clerk hire, Members and Delegates, House of Re-presentatives: To pay 

Members and Delegates the amount which they certify they have paid or 
agreed to _pay for clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge 
of their official and representative duties, as provided in the joint resolution 
approved March 3,1893, $93,792.16, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all of the pending paragraph after the word "duties," in line 10, 

to the end of the paragraph, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"An amount not exceeding to each Member or Delegate, not a chairman of a. 

committee having an annual clerk, the sum of $100 per month, the amount to 
be certified by them on the first day of each calendar month in the manner 
provided in the joint resolution approved March 3,1893." 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I reserve a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I should like to hear the grounds on which 

the gentleman b~-ses his point~£ order. 
Mr. McC.,,~LL of Tennessee. The ground for the point of order 

is that the amendment changes the existing law; that it is an ap
propriation not authorized bylaw. I find that on the 3d of March, 
1893, there was enacted the following joint resolution: 

Resolved, etc., That ou and after Apri11,1893, each Member and Delegate of 
the House of Representatives of the United States may, on the 1st day of 
every month during sessions of Congress certify to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives the amount which he bas paid or agreed to pay for clerk 
hire necessarily employed by him in the discharge of his official and repre
sentativEl duties during the previous month, and the amount so certified shall 
be paid by the Clerk out of the contingent fund of the House on the 4th day 
of each month to the person or persons named in each of said certificates so 
filed: Provided, That t}te amount so certified and paid for clerical services 
rendered to each 1\:lember and Deleg"'.t.te shall not exceed $100 for any month 
during the session: .And provided further, That the provisions of this resolu
tion sba.ll not apply to members who are chairmen of committees entit;led 
under the rules to a clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understood the law as read by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCALL], it applied only to 
the last Congress. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I do not think so. It is a joint reso
lution passed by the two Houses and approved March 3, 1893-a 
general provision of law, as I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. There can be no doubt that the provision as 
read by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCALL] is the per
manent law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle
man from Tennessee is merely reserving the point of order; he 
has not yet raised a point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. McCALL of'"Tennessee. I distinctly stated, Mr. Chairman, 
when thfl amendment had been read that ,I reserved a point of 
order upon it. The gentleman from 1\-Iinnesota ~r. TAWNEY] 
then desired that I should state the reasons on which I based my 
point of order; so I proceeded to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved, as the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. That is all, sir. Now let the dis
cussion go on, and let us see what there is in the amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to 
discuss the merits o€ this amendment. The bill as reported au
thorizes the repayment to members of the amount paid by them 
for clerk hire during the session. The amendment simply extends 
that authority so that members will have refunded to them the 
amount they certify they have paid for clerk hire in the discharge 

of their official duties during vacation. It does not authorize the 
payment of a hundred dollars a month unless the member certifies 
that he was obliged to pay that amount in the discharge of his 
official duties. rCries of" Vote!"" Vote! "l 

:J\.!r. HEPBUR"lf. Allow me to suggest that this same question 
was raised on the 8th of February last upon an amendment 
almost precisely similar to this; and the then occupant of the 
chair overruled the point of order. You will find it on page 1962 
of volume 27, part 3, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa be kind 
enough to send the decision in question to the Chair? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gen
tleman from .Minnesota is clearly out of order in the form in which 
he has drawn it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what respect? 
Mr. McMILLIN. For the reason that the present law-and I 

admit for the purpose of the argument that the provision of the 
last appropriation bill is the existing law-the present law provides 
only for clerks to members who are not chairmen of committees 
having a clerk. The gentleman's amendment extends that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh,no; it does not. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will agree with me 

when he hears me out. 
The resolution provides only clerks for those who are not chair

men of committees that have clerks. 
But chairmen of committees who have only session clerks are 

entitled under your amendment to the privilege it confers. This, 
therefore, is merely extending the law in that particular. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the joint 
resolution passed in the Fifty-second Congress merely authorized 
the payment of the amounts certified by the members to have 
been paid out for clerk hire during the session; and such payment 
was authorized to be made out of the contingent fund of the 
House. It therefore expired with the Fifty-third Congress. It 
had no reference to any other Congress than the Fifty-third, for 
the expense was to be paid from the contingent fund of the House, 
and the appropriation was made and payment was made from 
that fund. 

Mr. McMILLIN. · If the gentleman will permit me, he seems 
to mistake my point of order. I will restate it. 

The original resolution did not allow those who had session 
clerks, as chairmen of committees, to designate a clerk. But this 
resolution that you now offer as an amendment would ~ve a clerk 
not only to the member who has no clerk now, as chairman of a. 
committee, but would allow also a member, as chairman of a com
mittee who has a session clerk, to appoint another one. You ex
clude the annual clerk, I admit, but the chairman of the commit
tee which has a session clerk would, under the terms of this reso-
lution, be given permission to appoint another clerk, which has 
never been the case so far as I remember in the House up to this 
time, and which the law does not now authorize. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the act of March 3, 1893, with 
reference to this matter, contains the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the provisions of this resolu tion shall not apply to 
members who are chairmen of committees and entitled under the rules to a 
clerk. 

Now, these are merely annual clerks, and that is the reason I 
put the same limitation in the amendment. It conforms precisely 
to the proviso of the joint resolution of March 3, 1893. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. BAILEY. Under the amendment the gentleman proposes, 

would the clerks of the individual members be permitted to draw 
their salary when Congress is not in session? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; the amendment does not authorize 
the payment of any sum to the clerk. The amount must be paid 
to the member on his certificate as to the amount paid by him for 
clerk hire. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it is absolutel7 certain that they can not 
draw it as the law now stands, and if they could draw it under 
this resolution I submit that the resolution does change existing 
law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amount is now paid not under this reso-
lution, but under the appropriations made by the Fifty-third Con· 
gress. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no question on the manner of its pay
ment---

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). And the authority for the pay
ment is not based upon the joint resolution of 1893, but the 
authority for th~ appointment of the clerks and their payment is 
found in the appropriation bill passed by the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee was recognized. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before the gentleman from Ten

nessee begins, I would like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota. 
a question. In your amendment, would you not be satisfied to 
strike out the word ''annual," so that this would give to each mem
ber a clerk who has not a clerk as chairman of a committee, and 
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also members who have session clerks, but whose services termi
nate at the expiration of the session? They ought to be entitled 
to the disbursements made by them on account of clerical service. 
This could be done by striJPng out the word ''annual." 

I suggest that yon do that, and with your permission would like 
to have that modification in the amendment made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not thlnk there is any objection to that. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Let me make a suggestion right there. The 

~entleman making that suggestion is the chairman of a committee, 
1she not? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I am not the chairman of any 
committee. Why does the gentleman ask that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask that for this reason: I was going to 
illustrate the point. Chairmen of committees have annual clerks, 
many of them, at $2,000. Now, whe.n Congress is not in session 
that salary goes on. That clerk has nothing else to do and can do 
the member's service; but in the instance of the members of the 
committee who are not chairmen their clerks.cease at the end of 
the session. 

Mr. WILLIAM: A. STONE. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Now, why are they not entitled to clerks in 

the interim, from one session to another, the same as the chairmen? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They will be entitled to clerks if 

you strike out the word" annual." As you have drawn it now 
you give to every member of Congress the right to a clerk, or to 
$100 for disbursement for clerk hire, except those who are chair
men of committees having annual clerks. That would include 
chairmen of committees having session clerks, and they would 
draw during the session $100 a month, and their session clerks 
would also be paid. 

Mr. MAHON. Whose session clerks? No chairman of a com
mittee has a private clerk. They are the clerks of committees. 
This does not apply to the chairman of a committee. The clerks 
of my committee have offered to do my private work, but I have 

·refused. As the chairman of the committee I absolutely will not 
allow a committ-ee clerk to do my private work. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You are the chairman of the Com
mittee on War Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. The clerks of thatcommitteehaveall that 
they can attend to to perform their committee duties. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Your committee has an annual 
clerk? 

Mr. MAHON. Ther~ are two. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This does not affect that question 

one way or the other. 
Mr. MAHON. Why should I pay my private clerk and two

thirds of the members of this House be reimbursed for their clerk 
hire? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This does not affect that question. 
The amendment as drawn by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] excludes chairman of committees having annualclerks. 
Now, that would go to the chairman of a committee having a ses
sion clerk. He would have his session clerk and his hundred dol
lars a month besides. It would not affect the question of annual 
clerks. My suggestion is to strike out the word "annual." 

Mr. LACEY. In other words, why should the chairman of a 
committee having an annual clerk be in any worse situation, so 
far as his other work was concerned, than the chairman of a com
mittee having a s9ssion clerk? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will modify my amendment by striking out 

the word "annual." 
Mr. CHICKERING. Let it be read. 
The CHAIRMAIN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 

modified by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

An amount not exceeding, to each Member or Delegate not a. chairman of a 
committee having a clerk, the sum of SlOO per month, the amount to be cer
tified by them on the first day of each calendar month in the manner pro
vided in the joint resolution approved March 3, 1893. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. MAHON. I move to amend that by putting in the word 

"annual." 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if I should yield 

to the promptings of my personal desire to accommodate mem
bers and the importunities of members of the House, I should not 
insist on this point of order, but it occurs to me that in the condi
tion of affairs now existing to propose an amendment to this bill 
that will cost the people of this country an increase of $432,000 
biennially is something which: as a member of this Committee 
on Appropriations, I can not consistently do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In a moment. Not only so, but 

there are certain rules adopted here for the government of the 
House, and, as I understand, this proposition is subject to a point 
of order. Now, the q,uestion is presented, shall we let an item of 
this magnitude come mto this bill, in the face of the fact that it 
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is subject to a point of order, and thereby throw down the bars 
for every kind of an amendment, or shall we invoke the rules of 
the Honse and let this go out upon the point of order? That is 
the question. I want members to reflect that in the midst of these 
hard times, in the midst of these days when we are boiTowing 
money to pay our own salaries and to pay the expenses of this 
Government, it is proposed by this amendment to increase the ex
penses of this Government $4132,000 biennially, and 1 say we should 
stop and consider the consequences of the proposed action. 

Mr. STEELE. How do you make that out? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. By a simple calculation. 
Mr. STEELE. There are three hundred and sixty days; and if 

you employ one clerk each for twelve months for 360 members at 
$100 a month, it would amount to $360,000, which would be a 
difference of $72,000 from what the gentleman states. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. A member of Congress is elected 
for two years, which is twenty-four months. The Congress is in 
session about twelve months out of the twenty-four months, 
being about nine months in one session and three months in the 
other. Now, under the present law we can have a clerk for 
twelve months, and as there are 360 Members and Delegates, at 
$1,200 a year it would be $432,000 for the twelve months that we 
are not here, and we are paying out of the Treasury of the Gov
ernment $432,000 for clerks when Congress is not in session. 

Several MEMBERS. It is not for two years. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. For two years it would be $2,400 

each. 
Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman's assumption is based on the 

supposition that members will certify that they have paid out 
$100 a month for twenty-four months for clerical hire, while we 
all know as a fact that that is not the rule and has not been dur
ing the three or four years that we have had this law upon the 
statute books. So that your estimate is not correct, and there is 
no way in which you can correct the estimate. There are some 
members who have not certified to having had clerical hire ex
ceeding $3 a month. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will you allow me one remark? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIS. I believe this. I will agree to your movement 

in this matter provided you originate it at the other 'end of the 
Capitol and let it go over the whole field. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If I was over there I would be one 
who would be willing to do so. 

Mr. WILLIS. In the way it is at present arranged I do not 
think your point is a good one. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Tennessee will per
mit me, I want to suggest, sir, that there is no statute upon this 
subject. · • 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 
Mr. HEPBURN. There is no such statute on this subject as 

the gentleman has referred to. 
Mr. STEELE. He has not referred to a statute. 
Mr. HEPBURN. The point I make, Mr. Chairman, is that, 

except as to additional legislation from year to year, there is no 
provision of law under which these clerks can be made available. 
The point I want to make is this: That the sum ·provided for 
under the joint resolution approved March 3, 1893, was to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House; a contingent fund that is 
created each year in the annual appropriation bill. If there was 
no provision of that kind in the appropriation bill each year there 
would be no fund out of which to pay. So that I insist there 
must be legislation every year in order to make the joint resolu
tion available which gentlemen say prohibits us from this amend
ment. In other words, there is no law-the gentleman can point 
to no law, complete in itself-upon this subject; and every year 
there must be new legislation, additional lep;islation, in order to 
make the provision of the joint resolution of March 3, 1893, avail
able. So that the point of order, in my judgment, is not good. 
The provision is this: 

And the amount so certified shall be paid by the Clerk out of the contingent 
~~e3kt~c~~fs~i~n c!~tifi~tg:lo oJ1;cfh month to the person or persons 

The only way to secure that payment is through the contingent 
fund, and that requires annual legislation. • ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. The joint resolution to which 
the Chair has been referred provides that that clerk hire shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. The clause in the 
appropriation bill makes the appropriation direct, to be paid to 
the members, not out of the contingent fund, but out of the gen
eral fund in the Treasury. In that particular it is a change of 
existing law, as contained in the joint resolution, as it appears to 
the Chair. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman upon 
that question, and also upon the further question, if it is admitted 
to be a change of existing law, whether an amendment which is 
germane to that prov;ision in the bill, although it changes existing 



2274 CONGRESSIONAL RE·coRD- HOUSK FEBRUARY 28t: 

law, is not in order. The Chair wou:!dl like to. hear upon those: i 1893 is almost bodi1.y cam:ied into this appPopriatian, arn a.-pprOt--
two questions. • ' priation within. the limitation p1rescribed by that :faint resolution,, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Give it. up. an appropriatien for the purposes specified! by that joint resolu-' 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have no inten- tion, an appropriation ~"'as provided in that joint resol'n.tion."' 

tion of going into a discussion of the fine point suggested by the Now, how do we find that this rupptopriation is to be paid out 
Chair; and, so far 38 I am concerned, I have only made the point of a different fund or· to come through a d:i:fferant channel? lam 
of order, and am satisfied, with what has been. stated, to leave it aware that there was a ruling in Committee of the Whole of the 
to the Chair for his determination. last House which, if the Chairman sees: proper to follow it,. may 

J'rfr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that the dis- serve as a precedent for 3l ruling which. will hold this point of order 
tinction drawn by the gentleman fi~om Jowa is a pe-rfect1y clear not ·to be good. One of the calamities that sometimes arise in leg 
one. The House by a joint resolution provided for the payment islative bodies-, I belie-ve,. is that when a ruling is made, right or 
of the saiarieB of clerks of members. I do not consider, si"r, that wrong, that ruling may be-and too often is, as a matter of 
it was. necessary that such provision should have been made by course-used as a precedent for other rulings. But the question, 
independent statute, but the right exists to provide in annual I take it, before the· present Chairman.. and before this committee· 
appropriations foi' annual legislative expenses. If it should be and before the country is not so much whether the gentleman 
cenceded that the existence of· statutory legislation is necessary to who· presided in the Committee of the Whole in the last House 
authorize such appropriations, then it follows that one Congress ruled correctly or incorrectly upon a similar amendment as it iB 
has the right to limit another in its legi-slative expenBes, a conces- the. question of how the Chairman now presiding should rule and 
sion which I suppose no one will admit is- correct. how this House should govern its action with respect to this matter~ 

My contention is that the current expenses of each House must I say again if a precedent onTy is required fo1· a ruling which 
be regulated byeach House and provision for their payment made shall override this. point of order, the precedent has been set, but 
as the occasion arises. In other words, the power to provide for" I appeal to the Chairman-and I believe I shall not appeal in 
its legislative experues is closely analogoUB to i"ts- power to estab- vain-te exercise his own independent judgment on the law, and 
lish rules for its own government, and if the House should find it not to be bound by a preeedent not founded~ Precedents only 
necessary t.o increase the number of clerks to committees, or to deserve to be followed when they rest upon correct principles. 
increase any other means required for the transaction of the pub- Precedents deserve to be followed only when in· themselves th-ey 
lie business, it would be authorized to provide for the payment are worthy of the appro;va1 of those called upon to act with re,spect
th.ereof by an i-tem in the proper appropriation bill regardless of to them. If we are to scurry oyer the country here and there for 
existing law. For these reas ons, Mr. Cha.innan, I am of opinion the decision£! upon this point and upon that paint, there will be no. 
amendment offered is not subject to the point of order made court of justice which may not" dispense with justice"' and decree 
against it. It being within the power ef the Rouse to provide that which will be the most arrant injusti<..-e, because precedents 
itself with whatever means it conBiders necessary for the trans- can be found for everything~ and unfortunatelythey are notlack
actiDn of the public business, it follows that if it sh<mld be con- ing in this. Honse. 
sid.ered necessary that members should have clerical assistance I recollect that in the last House, after· a ruling in Committee· 
during the recess, the House has as· much right to provide that as of the Whole upon such a point of order as that now pending, I 
other mearu to transact the public business. But, Mr. Chairman, raised the question in the- House itself whether or not the matter 

. while I feel perfectly satisfied that the point of order is not well might not be ther& reviewed. It was my belief then,. it is my be
taken, I concur with the gentleman from Tennessee that the lief now, that the House in its organized ca})acity, with its chosen 
am.andment invohres an extravagant a.nd unnecessary expenditure presiding officer in the ehair, ought to be privileged, and is priv-
ofpublic money which this Hous:eought not to make. ileged (unless we follow some of these· precedents that are ''more, 

Mr. DE ARMOND rose. hono:red in the breach than in the observance")·t' to correct erro-
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, l would like to ask neous rulings made in the Committee of the Whole. The decf

the gentleman who has just taken his seat, and who seems· to be sion, however, was against me upon that point; arid there stands 
opposed to this amendment--- anothe:r precedent. , 

A MEMBER. No; he- is in favor of it. _ . However that may be, the duty of the Chairman now of coursa 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 'l'heniwill takemyseat. [Laugh- · is to rule cor-reetly upon this propositiDn; and I have not a parti-

ter.] ' cle· of doubt. that he will endeavor to do· sn. I ask hin1 to use his 
Mr. DE ARMOND. There is manifest here, Mr. Chairman, a 1 own judgment, to be guided by the law, and not to rest upon a.. 

disposition to rush with hot haste through the rules of the House precedent which has no support in reason o:r in. law-a precedent 
and over the law in order to put. into the pockets· of members of in reference to. whi"Ch, I venture to say,. the gentleman himself 
this House $100 a month when Congress is not in session in addi- who set it .will not risk hi£!. parliamentary reputation by rising 
tion to the salary for which they contracted with their constitu- and stating in this· House that it was founded in reason or is jus
ents. A point of order, however, is pending, and fo1· the present tilled in parliamentary law. 
tll6' Chair may act as a breakwater, and by the use of the law a.nd Now, then, I venture to say that- this provision as incorporated! 
the rules of: the House prevent this raid upon the Treasury, which in this bill, without speaking closely or particularly about this or 
has neither law nor justice behind it; has nothing to support it that exact phraseology of appropriation bills, does not work a 
exceptindividttal interests. The joint resolution which was passed change of law; that it is possible, i"t is reasonable, it is nThtura1 to 
in 1893 provided that there might be paid out of the contingent carry eut the law as embodied in. that joint resolution of March 
fund of the House a sum not exceeding $100 a month for the hire 3, 1893, under and by virtue of this provision. whlch the Commit
of a clerk for each member during tha session of Congress. tee on Appropriations has incorporated in this. bill. A change of 

The fiTst suggestion made now, in order to obviate the force of law has not been propnse-d by the committee. If a change of law 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. be now made, let the resporuibility or the credit, as the case may 
McCALLj-a point of order, in my judgment, unquestionably be, rest upon those who must bear the. on~ or deserve the other. 
good-is that the provision in the bill itself- is a change of existing The p:rovision of the committee does net propose to change tlle 
law, and that a further change of existing law in the form of this law, but the proposition to change the law is that which is now 
amendment may be allowed, as no point of order has been made . pending irr the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mi.nne
againsttheprovisionin the bill. Now, Isubmitthatthepro.vision sota. [.Mr. TAWNEY}. 
incorporated in this appropriatfon bill is not a change of existing The· question here iBnotso much asto.t.hispoint, though I would 
law in any particular, and: that there is no· shelter nor support for be perfectly willing for my part to let the Rouse vote upon it, 
this attempt to override the law and make this u.nauthmized ap- would be glad to have the House vote upon it, would be glad to 
propriation in any!;hing that appears in this bill; so that if the l.aw have spread before the country the record of a yea-and-nay vote 
is· to be oyerridden and this appropriation. is to be made, the fault upon it-this is not, howe"{er, so muc-h a question of the rjght or 
can not be laid at the door of the committee which reported this the wrong of this proposed amendment a.s an original proposition 
bill to the House. as it is- the· question of parliamentru;y law and o£· statutory law in-
' What is the provision in the bill? Th-e provision iB~ vol-ved in this inquiry now before the Chair. 

To pay Members and. Delegates the am.oUilt which they certify they have 
pmd or areed to pay for c!el'khire necessarily employed by them in the dis
charge o their official and representative duties, a.B'provid.edi in the joint 
resolution approved Ma.rch 3, 1893. 

Who has the· right to restrict that language·, ''as·providedin the 
joint resolution approved March 3, 1.893 "? Who haB a right to say 
that the incorporatiun of that precise language in this bill does· 
not carry with it all that is embodied in that resolution, the pay
ment out of the contingent fun<l of the House? It is merely a 
quibble upon words to contend that this appropriation is a.f a dll
ferent character. The very joint resolution of 189-3 is itself re
fened tn in the provision in the pending bill. That l'esoiution of 

But passing on to the other question~ I contend not only that this· 
po.int of order o.ught to be sustained because it is manifestly good, 
but I contend that, being good, it ought to be sustained because' 

, apparently the upholding of the law here and the sustaining of 
thepomt of order made· under the law and under the rules iB the 
only means by which this House mm be kept from thrusting 
ready hand'3 into th.e Treasury and taking from it mon.tilly when 
the HoUBe is not in session funds to which members of this 
House'arHnot entitled, just as mueh an increase of 0ffi.cialsalally,. 
just as completely and effectually, so far as it goes,. a" salary 
grab.". as that infamous· measuret' blac~ and rotten, a stench. fu, 
the nostrils of' decent men, which relegated to priYate life so many. 
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men when the salaries of members of Congress were raised from 
$5,000 to $7,500 years ago. 

The joint resolution which was passed March 3, 1893, did not 
relate to that Congress. I voted against it then, as a great many 
other gentlemen did, but it did not apply to that Congress. The 
gentlemen who put it upon the statute book did not by doing so 
legislate money into their own pockets. But here is a proposi
tion to be passed upon by the beneficiaries to take out of the 
Treasury of the people money which belongs to them and money 
which we have no moral or legal right to take. I beseech the 
Chairman to sustain a point of order manifestly good, to disre
gard a precedent notoriously bad-to save the Treasury and to 
save the people of the United States from the looting that is here 
clearly threatened. ' 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman from :Missorui 
a. question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly, sir. 
1\Ir. HEPBURN. In the gentleman's judgment, is not the pro

vision reported by the committee a change in existing law? 
Mr. DE ARMOND. It is not, in my judgment. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Does it not provide for payment out of a dif

ferent fund from the fund out of which these payments were to 
be made under the joint resolution of March 3, 1893? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Not necessarily. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that under the joint resolution 

of 1893 the sums paid to members are to be paid out of the con
tingent fun_d of the House, while the payments I?rovided for in this 
bill are to be made by the Treasurer of the Umted States? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. This is vb:tually a part, within the mean
ing of that resolution, of the contingent fund of the House. 

Several MEMBEP.S. Oh, no. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. MI-. Chairman, a change of the handling 

officer through whom an appropriation goes is not necessarily a 
change of law within the meaning of this rule. Whether one 
officer pays or whether by a mere regulation another officer pays, 
the money finally all comes out of the Trea.sury of the United 
States through whatever channels it may pass. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In one instance the Clerk of this House is 
required to make payment-

Yr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HEPBURN. And in the other instance the Treasurer of 

the United States is required to pay. Is not that a change of ex
isting law? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is a mere informal I'egulation. Either 
way there is simply an appropriation out of the Treasury of the 
United States. · 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will address myself a moment to that 
proposition. If you ·concede that the contention of the gentleman 
from Iowa is correct-! do not concede it, I combat it-but if you 
concede that it is correct, I claim that still the pending amendment 
is not in order. The proposition to change the law in one partic
ular does not authorize the enlargement of that proposition so as 
to chan~e the law in other and different particulars. 

Here IS where we get, if the contention of the gentleman from 
Iowa is true, on his theory and tested by his own philosophy: He 
says this provision in the bill, as it is, is in itself a change of ex
isting law. Now, for the sake of the argument, let us admit that 
it is and see what follows, according to his theory. On that basis 
he says that the amendment, which he concedes to be a change of 
existing law, is proper as an amendment to another proposition 
changing existing law. If that be true, then the rules of the 
House as to this particular item are absolutely swept away, and 
the point of order on any provision that may change, enlarge, or 
modify any provision of the paragraph in the bill would be in 
order. You could provide, for instance, for increasing the salary 

1 of these clerks from $100 to $500 per month, and that would not 
be subject to a point of o.rder. You could provide that instead of 
one clerk we should have two. You could provide for a messen
ger as well as a clerk. You might provide for anything that 
could be dragged in as a part and parcel of something to go to a 
member. You could have clerks of particular classes. You 
could have a stenographer and a typewriter. You could have a 
Department clerk to attend to the business of the member in the 
Departments. In fact, there would be no stopping place so long 
'as you are providing for the assistance of members, on the theory 
1advanced by the gentleman from Iowa. That is, I submit to him, 
!the logical result of his argument, and the gentleman is always 
an able and a clear debater on every question. 

But, I repeat, the inevitable result of his contention is that any 
amendment relating to the subject-matter of the resolution of the 
Bd of March, 1893, so as to be germane to it, could be put upon 
this clause of the bill, and the provision of the rule against a 
'change in existing law on an appropriation bill would be entirely 
'futile and of no avail-if his contention is right. 
I Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question be
fore he takes his seat? 

Mr . DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are you in favor of the proposition to pay 
members the amount necessarily expended by them for clerk hire·, 
as reported by the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir; I am not; although I have no 
special objection to it in its present form. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are not only opposed to the amendment, 
but you are also opposed to the payment of any clerical biTe 
whatever? 

Mr. DE AR1.IOND. I willsaythis: In days when Congressmen 
on this floor were as useful to their constituents and to the country 
as any of us can ever· be or ever hope to be, when they were paid 
smaller salaries, and when money was worth less than it is worth 
to-day, Congressmen were not supplied with clerical assistance at 
the expense of the people. I voted against the resolution of 1893; I 
would vote for its repeal; I would vote aga.inst this appropriation 
because, while the clerk is convenient and an aid to the member, I 
would be perfectly willing myself to forego that assistance and aid in 
order to bring to the people of the United States the saving that 
would come from leaving the money in the Treasury instead of 
thus paying it out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think I have a distinct recollection of the 
gentleman from Missouri casting a vote in the Fifty-third Congress 
that cost the people of the United States very much more than 
they can possibly lose by the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Please state what vote. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Your vote in favor of the Wilson-Gorman 

tariff bill. fLaughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Ah, indeed l Then let me say to the gen

tleman from Minnesota that I voted for the Wilson-Gorman tariff 
bill, not as reaching the tariff system I desired, but as a long stride 
in the right direction. But I have never yet voted for some little 
bit of an "expediency" tariff measure repudiated in the house of 
its friends and absolutely worthless eyerywhere. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 
,. :Mr. JOHNSON of California. Will t4e gentleman from Mis
souri permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If I have the right to the floor I will do so 
with pleasure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I desire to ask you whether o:r 
not you have availed yourself of the privilege accorded by the 
resolution in question-March, 1893-and drawn any money from 
the Treasury of the United States on that account? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then, as I understand it, to take 

a little money from the Treasury is all right; and the only diffi
culty with the gentleman is that when he comes to take a larger 
sum it is all wrong. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not know how the gentleman from 
California understands it. If he understands that be will be per
mitted to represent a distiict in California, and avail himself of 
the proyisions of the law that apply equally to the people of Cali
fornia as to the people of my district in Missouri, who contribute 
their share of the revenues to support the Government, and that 
the people of my district shall be deprived of whatever serviee the 
employment of a clerk to their member of Congress may be to them, 
he is greatly mistaken, I assure him, so long as I occupy a seat on 
this floor. But if the gentleman wants to raise the question 
whether I will forego the privilege of having a clerk. paid out of 
the public Treasury in order to save the people of the United 
States the expenditure for these clerks, I will say to him now yes, 
readily, at once, upon this bill or any bill. I stand upon that as 
I have always stood; but I am not around here admitting, by my 
acts or by my words, that the gentleman from California or any 
other gentleman here representing any constituency has any rights 
beyond those which I have, or that his constituency possesses any 
merits beyond those possessed by my constituency. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a 
few words with reference to the point of order, and incidentally 
upon some other matters that have been referred to by our friend 
from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the point of order. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Oh, I will try to. My friend 
from Idaho rMr. WILSON] says I may scatter a little, but I hope 
not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it was but a few days ago that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] made a very fine, close, legal, 
and technical argument, so technical and metaphysical that it 
needed the trump of the Archangel Gabriel to bring a man to the 
surface that could see the point he made in reference to the point· 
of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I presume that man has the floor now, Mr. 
Chairman. fLaughter.] 

J\fr. JOHNSON of California. No; I do not think anycommon 
man could understand the point. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I suppose Gabriel has summoned the man, 
and that he is here. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. No: I did not understand the 
gentleman's argument, and I do not Understand it now. It was 
made in reference to the payment of salaries of Indian inspectors, 
and the gentleman said that the point of order was not well taken, 
because the bill itself, as introduced by the Committee on Appro
priations, had changed the law, and he argued very elab01:ately 
and very eloquently and very learnedly, as he always does, and I 
am informed that he convinced the then Chairman that he was 
correct in his attenuated point of order. Now he seeks, embold
ened by the success that he met with at that time, to ask the 
Chairman-! believe the same gentleman now presiding-to rule 
in his favo1· upon this point of order that he has now made, not 
because the point of order is good, but because he says that if the 
point of order is overruled it will take money out of the Treasury 
of the United States. He asks this Chairman to oven·ule a prec
edent made by a gentleman equal in knowledge of parliamentary 
law to anyone on this floor; equal, perhaps, to the gentleman from 
Missouri in devotion to the interests of his people and the rights 
of the whole nation. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE AR
MOND] asks the Chairman to overrule that precedent. In the short 
time in which I have been able to practice law I have always dis
trusted not the ability, but the discretion of those lawyers who 
seek to win a lawsuit by asking the court to overrule the prece
dents that have been made by courts in former days. And so 
to-day, when the gentleman asks that this be overruled because 
the precedent ·has been made, and you must overrule that prece
dent, it seems to me he robs his argument of much of its force. 
. Now, in regard to this point of order, is not this a change of 
law? As is well said by the gentleman from Iowa, the joint reso
lution of 1893 provides that the money shall be taken from the 
contingent fund, shall be paid out by the Clerk of the House. As 
I understand, the bill introduced by the Committee on Appropri
ations provides that the money shall be taken from the general 
fund, and that it shall be paid out by the Treasurer of the United 
States; and it seems to me that that shows that it is a change of 
existing law, and that therefore, if no point of order was made 
against the paragraph introduced by the committee, certainly a 
point of order can not be made against the amendment. Now, so 
far as it may affect the gentleman from Missouri, I am not the 
keeper of his conscience. I am the keeper of my own; and I am 
ready to meet the verdict of the people of the Second district of 
-California upon the question that they sent me here as a Repre
sentative and not as a clerk, and that they are willing to pay for 
the services of a clerk to help me answer their letters and attend 
to other routine business. [Applause.] 

I want to say, speaking as one, that I have no doubt the people 
of the United States will sustain those Representatives who vote to 
spend their money in doing good work, and will not support those 
who seek to make a cheap record by wearing the old clothes of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Holman] and to pose as great re
formers and watchdogs of the Treasury at the present time. The 
day of watchdogs Of the Treasury has passed, and we ought now 
to meet this matter upon its own merits. The gentleman says 
that he has drawn that money from the Treasury of the United 
States t.o pay for clerk hire. I am glad of it. It shows us that he 
is a much better man than he would have us believe by his attack 
upon this amendment. It shows us that he realizes that we all 
need clerks; that he realjzes that the services of a clerk are neces
sary, and that this objection of his to this amendment is made 
solely and simply, as it seems to me, because he is satisfied with 
the small amount that he gets and is not broad minded, as he 
usually is, to allow the rest of us to have that which we desire. 

Now, there is not any law to compel him to take this money. 
If the dear people of the United States are suffering, and are just 
standing up in arms and crying aloud because they are losing this 
money from the Treasm·y, the gentleman from Missouri need not 
draw his if he thinks it is too much. He can tm-n it over to the 
rest of us, and we will be glad to take it and use it. [Laughter.] 
But it does seem to me that this point of order is not well taken, 
or else that the point of order made the other day upon the sala
ries of the Indian inspectors was not well taken. Both of them 
ought to stand or fall together. If jt was right then to follow the 
gentleman from Missouri in saying that the appropriation bill 
changed the law, it seems to me that it is right now, and if it was 
wrong then it is wrong now. A precedent was set then, and I 
believe in following precedents. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the point 
of order made against the pending amendment is that it changes 
existing law and increases the expenses, which is prohibited by 
the rule. I want to call the attention of the House to the follow
ing facts which militate against this view of the question: In the 
Fifty-first Congress a provision to pay clerks $100 per month was 
inserted in a general appropriation bill. It was carried in Com
mittee of the Whole House, and defeated on a yea-and-nay vote in 
the House. In the Fifty-third Congress, when we had exactly the 
same rule that we have now, an amendment was proposed on a 

general appropriation bill in the Committee of the Whole House 
and it was carried. It was voted down in the House. 

Now, sir, if the contention of the gentlemen who support this 
objection is a sotmd one, that provision in a general appropriation 
bill in theFifty-firstCongresswascontrary to the rule, and the same 
amendment which was adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
House on an appropriation bill in the Fifty-third Congress was 
also amenable to the same objection; but that objection, if it was 
made, was overruled. I do not recollect that it was made; but 
certainly, Mr. Chairman, the House did vote upon the proposition, 
and in view of the fierce opposition then existing to it, tbe point 
would have been made, had it been considered as a change of 
existing law and not in reti·enchment of public expenditures. 
Now, sir, my insistence is this, that this House has the right to 
provide at each session of Congress for its legislative expenses, 
whatever they may be. That the proposition to add to its clerical 
force in any direction, whether for the service of the committees or 
for the service of members, is a question to be determined by the 
present exigencies, and can not be limited by any law which has 
for its object to forestall the action of future Congresses' expendi
tures; and upon that line of reasoning the point of order is not 
well taken, and should be overruled. [Cries of "Rule!"] 

Mr. LINNEY. I want to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is pending, and must first 

be determined. 
Mr. LINNEY. Oh, yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the joint resolution 

passed in 1893. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That on and after Aprill, 1893, each Member and Delegate of 

the House of Representatives of the United Sta.tes may, on the 1st day of 
every month durmg sessions of Congress, certify: to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives the amount which he has pa1d or agreed to pay for clerk 
hire necessarily employed by him in the discharge of his official 'and r epre
sentative duties during the previous month, and the amount so certified shall 
be paid by the Clerk out of the contingent fund of the House on the 4th 
day of each month to the person or persons named in each of said certificates 
so filed: Provided, That the amount so certified and paid for clerical services 
rendered to each Member and Delegate shall not exceed $100 for any month 
during the session: And provided ju1·ther, That the provisions of this resolu
tion shall not apply to members who are chairmen of committees entitled 
under the rules to a clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph in the bill, on page 16, reads 
in this way: 

To pay Members and Delegates the amount which they certify they have 
paid or agreed to pay for clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the dis
charge of their official and representative duties, as provided in the joint 
resolution approved March 3, 1893. 

That is the resolution just read; and then it makes an appropria
tion of a sum of money. Now, the language in the bill is" to 
pay,"etc., as provided in the joint resolution. The Chair can see 
no warrant in separating the balance of that resolution from the 
provision requiring payment out of the contingent fund, and giv
ing effect to a part of the language and leaving the other without 
effect, as has been suggested in debate here. Or, in other words, 
the very provision in the joint resolution is provided for in this 
bill-to pay as provided under the joint resolution, to pay from 
the contingent fund of the House, all clerks provided for under the 
joint resolution. So in the opinion of the Chair the.text of the bill 
does not change existing law. 

The next question is as to whether the language of the amend
ment changes existing law. The Chair has been referred to a de
cision made in the last Congress upon similar language in an 
amendment nearly identical, offered to the provision in the bill 
which seems to the Chair precisely identical with this, and it was 
held to be in order and not changing existing law. Upon turning 
to that decision the Chair finds that a gentleman, a member of the 
House, raised the point of order. The Chair asked if the gentle
man desired to be heard on the point of order. The gentleman 
answered he did not; and, without any debate, and without any 
reason being stated, without even the grounds of the point of order 
being stated to the committee, the Chair very promptly overruled 
the point of order and held the amendment to be iu order. The 
present occupant of the chair has not found from the REcoRD what 
gentleman was in the chair at that time. He does not feel bound 
by a decision made in a former Congress, where no reason is given 
for the ruling, as stated, and where the Chair can not ~ee any rea
son for sustaining or following the ruling that was made at that 
time. 

Now, this amendment is clearly obnoxious to the point of order, 
standing in itself, and being an amendment to a paragraph in a 
bill, which paragraph does not change existing law, it is not in 
order under the rules of the House, and the Chair is constrained 
to sustain the point of order, and so rules. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I take an appeal, Mr. Chairman, from the de
cision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota takes an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and the question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
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The question was taken; and the Chairman announCed that the 

noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. DOCKERY and others. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 102, noes 43. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire whether 

theprovisiononpage7, which was passed over forthe time being, 
is now in order for consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, unless by unanimous consent. 
Mr. MOODY. It was pa-ssed over until some future time by 

unanimous consent, and whether that time has arrived or ·not is 
my inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The understanding was that the committee 
might return to the paragraph at any time before concluding the 
bill. The Clerk will report it. 

The paragraph was again read, as follows: 
For 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at 

$1,200 each, $45,600. · 

1\Ir. MOODY. I move to amend, Mr. Chairman, bystrikingout 
the whole of the paragraph just read. I wish to say very briefly 
that this amendment-- . 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that that part of the bill has been passed. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman could not _have been present 
when this paragraph was passed over temporarily by unanimous 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Ithinkthegentlemanmisapprehends 

the point of order I make. At the time we left this part of the 
bill the point of order raised by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. JoHNSONl was undecided. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; that point of order was overruled. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I did not understand that the Chair 

had so announced. 
Mr. MOODY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out this 

paragraph, because if it is stricken out by a vote of the committee, 
the effect will be precisely the same as if it had gone out on the 
motion of the gentleman from California who raised the point of 
order, but raised it too late. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not an opinion upon the merits of annual 
clerks to members. I have not any right to have an opinion, be
cause I have not had any experience of the calls upon members 
of this House in vacation, having been elected only a month before 
I took my seat. But I have an opinion upon another subject; that 
is, that we ought to require the same measure of economy at the 
other end of this building that we impose upon ourselves. [Ap
plause.] Now, I am informed that the practical consequence of 
the adoption of the motion to strike out this paragraph may be 
this: That the Senate will insist on the appropriation and that in 
the conference between the representatives of the two Houses 
some equitable adjustment will be made, and then the question 
may return to this House to be discussed and voted upon on its 
merits. r Applause. Cries of "Vote!"] -

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 

offer an amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert after the word "necessary, ;, in line 14, page 16, the following: 
"That all officers and employees of the H ouse, including the Capit ol police, 

who were employed on the 2d day of December, 1895, and who have ceased or 
who shall, prior to the 1st day of March, 1896, cease to be so employed shall b e 
paid a sum equal t-o one month's pay at the rate they were severally r eceiv
mg on the 2d day of D ecember, 1895; and an amount sufficient for t his pur
pose is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Tr~asury not otherwise 
appropriated.,.~,. the same to be immediately available and to be paid by the 
Clerk of the .tt.ouse of Representatives." 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman; I make a point of 
order on that amendment. 
' 1\Ir. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman state it? 
· Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. It proposes an appropriation not 
authorized by law. 
· Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It does not change any exist
ing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that this does not change in any manner any existing law. There 
are several precedents for it, especially one which was approved 
December 21, 1881, almostidenticalin language and making an ap
propriation for precisely the same purpose. It i~ evident to all 
of us that quite a number of the discharged employees of this House 
are still in the city and that many of them are unable. to leave for 
want of funds, and it is a matter of common grace and courtesy, 
and according to the usual custom of the House, to make this ap
propriation. I ask a ruling of the Chair in favor of the amend-
ment and a vote upon it. . . 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is not authorized by law, 
a.nd therefore the Chair must sustain the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
BOTANIC GARDEN. -rr ... 1 

' For superintendent, $1,800. 
For assistants and laborers, under the direction of the Joint Library Com-

mittee of Oon~ess, Sl2,093.75. -
For procunng manure, tools, fuel. purchasing trees and shrubs, and for 

labor and material in connection with repairs and improvements to Botanic 
Garden. under direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress, $5,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
On page 19, line 10, strike out" twelve~:· and insert" two"; page 19, lines 10 

and 11, strike out "and ninety-three douars and seventy-five cents," and in
sert "one hundred dollars"; so that the provision will read "two thousand 
one hundred dollars.'' 

Mr. STEELE·. The adoption of this amendment, Mr. Chair· 
man, will make a saving of about $13,000 on the maintenance of 
this sinecure at the foot of the hill. It seems almost as idle to 
propose to strike out any appropriation for the Botanic Garden as 
it does to strike out member's clerks. It has been tried time and 
time again, bnt has always failed, yet no member of this House 
can in his own mind sustain or justify the expenditure of S18,893 
for maintaining that little bit of a house under the hill from which 
no member gets any benefit whatever. Though the amendment 
may not prevail, I have offered it in good faith. I think that the 
reduction proposed in my amendment ought to be made. If this 
amendment and the one which I propose to offer to the next para,. 
graph be adopted, we shall authorize three laborers at $700 each· 
and $2,000 for the purchase of manure and seed. 

Why, sir, they have not even cut the grass over there during the 
last few years. With the orchard grass and the crow's-feet, the 
place looks more like an abandoned Virginia farm than like a gar
den kept by the Government as an example for the country. If 
my proposition prevails we can save 13,000, and when the Gov
~r~ment is run:r;Ung behind at the ra~ of about $40,000,000 a year 
m Its expenses It seems to me we ougnt to lose no opportunity to 
cut off absolutely useless expenses such as these. My amendment 
will not interfere at all with Mr. Smith. He will receive his salary 
just the same. [Cries of" Vote!"" Vote!"] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEELE, 
The CHAIRMAN said: The noes seem to have it. 
Mr. STEELE. Let us have a division. I want to see who will 

stand up to appropriate $10,000 for useless expenditure. 
The question being again taken, there were-ayes 23, noes 28. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HEPBUR~. I move to _amend by striking out the last 

word. I offer this amendment simply for the purpose of putting a 
question to the gentleman in charge of the bill. I should like to 
know whether all the appropriations made or to be made for this 
institution are to be found in this bill; and if not, what appropria
tion£! there will be in addition to the $17,000 covered by the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Eighteen thousand dollars. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I will state for the information of 

the committee that there is an appropriation of $5,000, I believe 
in the sundry civil bill for this institution. . ' 

Mr. HEPBURN. So that the appropriation for this year will 
be about 822,000. -

·Mr. STEELE. Twenty-three thousand dollars. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman in 

charge of the bill whether he can give to this Committee of the 
Whole some approximate statement of the cost of the Botanic 
Garden to the United States? I have been familiar with these 
appropriations for about fifteen years, and I think during that 
time there has been appropriated to the Botanic Garden at least 
$300,000. And I know that at the time my service here began 
that garden was in about the same condition that it is now. I 
should like to know, if the gentleman can tell us, how near to a. 
million dollars this institution has cost the United States. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have not had the 
honor that my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has had of serv
ing in this House for a great number of years, and therefore I have 
not been, as he has been, the r~cipient of flowers, etc., grown by 
the Government. Of course I do not pretend to be well informed 
as to the exact sum that this Government has expended upon this 
department. The gentleman's statement of $300,000 is possibly as 
accurate as any guess that I might make. 

Mr. STEELE. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether he can 
give any excuse for the maintenance of this garden at all; whether 
he can show any benefit it has given to the country in return for 
the $300,000 which, -&8 the gentleman from Iowa states, has been 
expended during the last fifteen years? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. There is the same excuse, I pre
sume, for the existence of the Botanic Garden as there is for the 
beautifying of any of the public grounds about this Capitol. As I 
understand, it is not necessary that flowers be grown over in the 
Smithsonian grounds or along the drive there; it is not necessary 
till!t flowers be grown about the Library building or the Capitol 
or upon a.ny of the reservations in the city. Yet this has been the 



2278 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE. - FEBRUARY 28, . 

custom for years. It shows the good ·taste of Congress; it shows 
a love for the beautiful; and I suppose that is the reason, or as 
the gentleman says "excuse," for the existence of this .Botanic 
Garden. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
· Mr. STEELE. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 12 to 15, inclusive, and insert "For procuring manure 
tools, fuel, and shrubs, under the direction of the Joint Library Committee of 
Congress, $1,993. 75. '' 

Mr. STEELE. J!tir. Chairman-
Mr. LIVINGSTON. One question before the gentleman pro

ceeds. Why should we leave :in the previous paragraphs of the 
bill appropriations of $12,000 for a particular purpose, and then by 
the gentleman's amendment to this paragraph stTike ant all the 
means or agencies necessary for caiTying out the work contem
plated? 

Mr. STEELE. There is only $5,000 provided for in this pal't of 
the bill, and that is for the purchase of manure, shrub.s, etc. The 
place does not look as if there had been any manure put upon it 
for the last ten years. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman may not be as well ac
quainted with the Botanic Garden as are some other members on 
this floor. 

l\fr. STEELE. I am not. I have not been there this year. 
Looking over the fence is all I want. fLaughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Alittlemorefamiliaritywith the Botanic 
Garuen might make the gentleman acquainted with the agencies 
carried on thm·e under the direction of Mr. Smith. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, this is S12,000, and I left that to the judg
ment of the House because I had to, and I leave this the same way. 
If they see fit to .gh!e him 85,000 for manure instead of 2,000, I 
am content to leave it to the judgment of th~ House. The ques
tion is for them now to consider. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
STEELE) there were-ayes 8, noes 38. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For compensation to the following in the office of the President of the 

United State : Pri-vatesecretary,$5 ... 000; assistant ecretary, $2,500; one execu
tive clerk and disbursing officer, ana one executive clerk, at~,OOO each. 

Mr. BAILEY. 1\fr. Chan"IDan, in line 22 thm·e is a provision · 
for the private secretary of the President at $5,000. 

I make the point of order against that provision that it changes 
existing law. The statute only authorizes $3,500 for such service, 
and that is an excessive sala1·y for the person who now fills the posi
tion. rLaughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that statement disputed as to the law? 
Mr. CANNON. I suppose that is what the statute provides, 

although for several yeaTs the amount of $5,000 has been appro
priated. 

The CHAffiMAN: The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. CANNO:N. How will this clause read now? 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For compensation to the following in the offi.ce of the President of the 

United States: Assistant secretary, $2,500; one executive clerk and disbursing 
officer, and one executive clerk, at $:~,000 each, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The words in the bill have been stricken out 
on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. The statute fixes the salary at three thousand 
five hundred. 

A MEMBER. Would it not be better to strike out the fifteen 
hundred and leave it at three thousand live hundr~d? 

1\fr. BAffiEY. The point of order was against the provision of 
the bill. Of course the gentleman can cure it by oifering an 
amendment. · 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend
ment I send to the desk. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, page 19, after the words "United States," insert" private se~re-
tary, $3,500." 

The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting under 
the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinations and in ves
tigations held els.ewhere than at Washington, $7,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman. I move to strike out the word 
"seven," in line 2, on page 21, and 1nsert "nine,'' in the paragraph 
relating to the Civil Service Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Pa~e 21, line 2, after the word " Washington," strike out the word "seven" 

and msert "nine"; so as to read: "and for expenses of examinations and 
investigations held elsewhere than at Wash.i:ngtc)n, $9,000." 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph providesior the 
expenses of the traveling commission of the civiLservice when 
on duty away from Washington, to enable them to go through the 
States and Terntories and examine applicants for the civil service. 
My experience, and I think every other member of the House will 
corroborate it, is that they fix but vet'Y few places, that is to say, 
that the appointments are few and far between in each State, for 
the purpose of making these examinations. In my State, for in
stance, applicants often have to travel from their residences to the 
place of appointment for these examinations from two to four 
hundl.·ed miles; and I take it that that is the case more or less 
throughout the whole country. 
•Now, it is very unfair to applicants, unfair to young men and 

young women, who can not afford the expense of going these long 
distances, to be placed at such a disadvantage in these examina
tions. When you go into the Civil Service Commission hm·e _and 
ask to have places fixed for the examination so that it will be more 
convenient to the people, they answer: "We would do so if you 
would provide for the expense." 

·I think it is true that the examiners ought to go to as many 
places in the country as they ~ave money 'to pay the expense of 
reaching in order to make these examin;1tions for the convenience 
of the people. This money is too small an amm.mt as the bill now 
provides. It does not give them an opportunity of hold:ing these 
examinations in a sufficient number of places in each State, and 
does not give the applicants for examination a fair chance. A 
man who is too poor to pay his way these long distances for the 
purpose of undergoing the examination is entirely excluded. 

1\Iy amendment, to add $2,000 more to enable the examiners to 
fix additional J>la.ces in the States and Territories for examina
tions, would enable our constituents who desire to be examined 
and appointed-very few of them get the appointments anyway
to have an o_pJ>oi'tunity at least to be examined; and if this 
amendment is adopted these examinations will be held at places 
within then· reach, and not involve peo_ple of very limited ~eans, 
as is often the case, in the expense of traveling long distances to 
undergo the examination. 

I believe that this amendment ought to prevail. It is in the 
interest of those who desire to be examined for these places, and 
it is utterly impossible in a large numbeT of cases, unless a young 
man is pTettywell off, io:r him to get to the point-where the exam
ination is held. The adoption of this amendment -will give us 
additional places for examination in the State. 

1\Ir. ALLEN of Utah. How many additional places will this 
provide for? 

:Mr. PICKLER. It ought to provide one or two additional 
places in each State. I think it will. The appropTiation is only 

7,000 now, and adding $2,000 I think would probably give one or 
two more places in each of the States and Territories-probably 
not more than one place. I take it in my own State it would give 
one more. Although my own State is 300 -miles long from east to 
west, we only have two points of examination now. I presume 
the addition of this $2,000 would only give one more point in my 
State. It would give more, of course, in the more thickly popu
lated regions. I hope the committee will accept this amendment. 
It is in the inteTest of poor men and pOOl' WOmen who are unable 
to incur the expense of going these great distances, staying two 
or three days at these examinations,. paying hotel bills, and so forth. 
It will confer a banefi.t on a class of persons who, it seems to me, 
ought to have this consideration. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not have the examinations con-
ducted at their homes and be done with it? . 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, that would be carrying the thing a 
little too far, I think. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. :Mr. Chairman, I see that in 1889 
there was an appTopriation of $5,000 for this work. Then there 
was an appropriation of $5,250 in subsequent years down to 1894, 
when there was an appropriation of $6,000. In 1895 there was 
9 6,000; in 1896, $7,000. Now, I understand the gentleman's amend
ment proposes to increase it to 89,000? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. An additional reason is that very lately, 
as the gentleman well knows, they have put applicants for teach
~rs in Indian schools under the civil service, and a numbeT of other 
employees of the Indian service. The employees of the Printing 
Office and of the Geological Survey have also lately been put in the 
civil service, which of course brings a greater number of people 
for examination, and would therefore be a stronger argument why 
this sum should be increased and give better opportunities for 
examination. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I was going to remark that the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] differs fi·om the 
gentlemen in charge of this department who state in their esti
mates that they only desire $8,000. And as we gave them $7,000 
last year, and that was the first year the_y had received that amount, 
we thought, under all the circumstances, $7 ,OOD would be enough 
tq appropriate for 1897. I only wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that my friend must be excited on this quea-
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tion, because he exceeds the estimate by $1,000. - TherefQ3ie ~L~us.t ~;hich h.e .. ao,;ahly.!J aJl!l:he-oo1l&bly~;r-ep-l'esen.ts.- n.ow.,~Nffllb-ag_.:ther 
insist that the amendment should be voted down. ·,' -.r ·. · r' ?:-r···· r-;-,<)-, ptM1~~~1t~. e .. .>tlrie.kl.' y. ·i.~ tt.loo·. ·.::::,~q. ~ '-t_;:.:; 

1 r:,~.t..:.J-..:~: r.·<"' ":'! 1 :: r~_.n~ 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know Wtmt'--t1iWestlf- . :_-~,£(1>.1~. · __ , '\ ~]'h,1fM~~?J:Utii~.fi:q ·'r·~~a-U.oi~~ 

mate is. I know that when a member of the House--goes .to. $ ae:JSays-:-rthe131~ ·.:8e:JW:me-veO~ .aDO¥t-1ifoo.oo-o-_Las~r.~ ,N!)W;- .i!Bl 
that another. place for holding exa.minatio~s be allowe~ .i~~s P,.~ .. that->;~h~ :~:ry ·.st~«?,~ges_t'~~~g.u~n.:t ?t~a~. ;-th~s~ :.e-x~~~~~-s.: 
State the umversal answer has been that Congress refuse~~.aPrr sh'bhld'f£.e1 ·m~a.A :'~C®s~tbl~ ~.t6 · a71-y: yptfug- )'ri.a't(OT:. Yb:"w..+lrrtv"~til~1 
propriate for the expense, and that therefore they can not• d6l,ii.; iWh<l. te~-.~tb:a&lte~d.!~''ell.fi::wab.~a,ohaiic~:.for: J;!,r{ ex~oriw~t.~bli?:_r_:.:lSi 
I have been therefor four or five ye_ars, and t~e answer has always- ~~ttb.a.~.~~~~~~~:t~~~o~:gi1~~h~~J~n.-.o_ppo~'i 
been that. They ~ay they are willing to do It, b~t that Congress ~r:we 11Jiliw;-&P~fi- 'a1~Jh~·m9JWY:-?;·::,,·, .. :r . • \1 ·., .:;·~ - .\·~·. i .~~-'-:~r .~::~~ 
refuses to appropriate the money. I do not behave there can be lli. G~QN.; ..,'()11J.-w~w~. meet1!he§j)tim~we._ft~y.el-,q_IDJ..8 1 
any more worthy appropriation put into this bill. With the large as fast as w,e ;arey~rizOO ·in· tr~"V:e1ing.:;: I.Will~y-to my;fri.end.:; 
civil-service list that there is now in this country, it is a good Mr. PICKBE'Rf.., 1 ,UJ;~e.~~stfu'iaw i.,~SS:,B(ro-: .. ~ ·' :\~ ~~ ::~;:.~.;:!., 1 :~~·:·;; 
thin~ to.give the young ~en and young women of th~ S~tes and Mr. C~NNON."CJ3~~~~:P.tle~a!fAi8lew·.;b.~t@r:~A;h6Y.~,i 
Tenitones an opportumty to go where these exammations are and put It at $9,000:- "' .rNew;,:tt ! has~baeno.growmg-· . ..a.nd~easmg,. 
held. . . and the committee, a_fter r-ex~~@:tio~·;t;4qU:gb.F,' S.~.~;~~l,et!1;j-:' 

1\lr. STEELE. If you '!J.ave been turned do~ I.n this wa1, why and I hope the comrmttee will -v~te..:d:C?~th~ ~~~~;~.· '~, ";;,:; 
not make a motion to strike out the whole proVIsiOn? I will vote The CHAIRMAN. The question 18 nn the:amondiiien..t· _ffiiereda 
with you. · by the gentleman from South Dakota. ':~·;:-: ·.r:.:..n/.r.::r,;r.r•l"\·1 ~::.''!:!.J::..:~: 

Mr. PICKLER. I will not do that, because I believe in the The question was taken; and the Chairman ·amwun~4'd 'W .. £:tAAi 
Civil Service Commission. I do not want it stricken out. noes seemed to have it. ·-:.;~ l i ~.,; i11T-i; 

Mr.BROSIUS. ljustwanttoadda.wordtowhatthegentleman Mr.PICKLER. Division,Mr.Chairman. [Pendingtheec,nmtJ . -
from South Dakota (Mr. PICKLER] has said. I had not intended I withdraw the demand for a division. ..,.) ~~ 
to say anything upon this subject, but I am very strongly im- The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it, and the amendment 1H 
pressed, after giving the matter some considerable attention, that rejected. 
there is a real necessity for an increase in the appropriation for Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the word "seven," in line 
the expenses of the Civil Service Commission. The law and the 2, page 21, and insert the word'' eight." 
rule require that two examinations be held in every State and The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
Tenitory in the Union. That number of examinations is abso- The Clerk read as follows: 
lutely necessary. Indeed, it is inadequate. In 1894 there wer~ On page 21, line 2, after the word "Washington," strike out" seven" and 
over 37,000 persons examined for places in the civil service of the insert "eight." . 
United States. Now, they are unable often to hold the required Mr. PICKLER. That is the estimate, as I understand, of the 
number of examinations, namely, two in each State and Territory. Commission. 
An increase in the amount allowed for this pnrpose-the small The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
amount named by my friend from South Dakota-would, I think, Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer tbe amend-
be a very proper recognition of the importance and value of these ment which I send to the desk. 
examinations. The amendment was read, as follows: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? On page22, after line 12, insert: · 
! Mr. BROSIUS. With great pleasnre. "That hereafter the total amotmt appropriated in the various paragraphs 

Mr. LIVIN~ ~sTON. Do not the present facilities for examina- of an appropriation act shall be determined by the correct footin.· g up of the 
u- specific sums or 1•ates appropriated in each paragraph contained therein. 

tion give us the examination for about 40,000 persons for civil unless otherwise expressly provided." 
service and their eligibility passed upon, which is 35,000 more than The amendment was adopted. 
we need or have places to fill? Now, if you extend the facilities, Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the committee rise. 
then you extend the number of applicants and inCI·ease by thou- Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, pending that, I desire to present 
sands and tens of thousands the people knocking at the doors of some amendments which I propose to offer to the marshals' and 
the Departments who can not get places. What do you want to attorneys' salary bill, and I ask that they may be printed in the 
do that for? RECORD. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think it is very important and a good thing There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
that the young men and young women of the country should as- The amendments are as follows: 
pire for civic honors. It would afford them opportunities of Insert as an independent section, between sections 6 and 7, on page 9, of bill 
securing an honorable record if they desire it, and would increase H. R. 6654: 
this provision still more and authorize not only tw~ examinations "SEc. 7. That in all writs of venire facias and of subprenafor witnesses sum
. h St t T •to b t th f that th · moned on behalf of the United States it shall be the duty of the clerk issum eac a e or ern ry, u ree or ·our, so e exarm- ing the same, so far as practicable, to ascertain and .insert therein the post-
nations would be accessible to all who desire to take them. . office address of each person named therein, and when the marshal shall 

Mr. PICKLER. The suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia receive any such writ, if the time is sufficient for service by mail, as provided 
simply means that the rich man's son should be given an oppor- in this section, he shall address to each person nam.ed in such venire or sulr 

pama, whose post-office address is given or can be ascertained promptl:y by 
tunity to be examined while the poor man's son would not be able him, a notice requiring such person to be :and appear a.t the time and place 
to be examined. and for the purpose mentioned in the writ. The marshal shall sign such 

Mr. BROSIUS. The great virtue, the pecUliar excellency of notice officially, mail and register it at the post-office, addressed to the person 

Our CI.vil-serVI· ce system I. s that it ona_ ns the doo,rs of the ci"vil serv- therein mentioned, with a request indorsed on the envelope in the usual form 
vv for the retm'Il of the letter to him if not delivered within ten days. The 

ice to person~ worth. It knows no rank, but gives every man and postmaster to whom any such letter shall be delivered, inclosed in a Depart
every woman who is ambitious to serve his or her country in its ment of Justice penalty envelope, shall transmit the same without charge for 
civil service a convenient opportunity for an examination with postage or registry fee. The receipt of such registered letter by the person 

to whom the notice was addressed shall be deemed valid se-rvice u_pon him 
a view to entering that service. of the subprena or venire, and the return registry receipt card, IDgned by 

Mr. HARDY. At one hundred or two hundred dollars a month. such person, or proof of the delivery of such registered letter on his order, in 
Mr. BROQIDS. I think this slight concession to this D'l'eat in- writing, to any other person for him1 shall be taken as prima facie evidence 

"-' o- of service, and the marshal shall maKe return accordingly. Whenever any 
stitution of ours should be made. such notice shall be retumed through the post-office undelivered, themari!ha.l 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it costs now, in round numbers, shall serve it as other writs are served; and whenever practicable all such 
~100,000 to run the Civil Service Commission. returned notices, and aJl process and writs, the costs on which would be 
9 chargeable to the United States, other thari Wlits of venire facias and sub-

Mr. LIVINGSTON. About $100,000 more than it is worth. prena for witnesses shall be sent by mail, directed to the deputy marshal 
Mr. CANNON. I am not here to attack it or to defend it. If residingnearesttheiocalitywheresuchwrits..process,orreturnednoticesare 

we meet its estimates-and they always guess high enough, for to be served or executed, or to a special deJ?uty appointed by hun to serve 
the same in such locality, and such deputies shall ma,ke return of such 

they have canght on to that along with the other Departments-we writs, process. or notices to the marshal by mail: and in no case in which 
will do quite well. In my judgment the bill gives quite a suffi- the United States would be chargeable with costs for the service of any writ. 
Cie t s f eff tive se Vl·c It 18· useless f r zn.a to e 1 to th process, or notice of whatever character shall mileage be charged or allowed n urn or ec r e. 0 "" r P Y e for travel from the place of issue to the place of execution or service thereof, 
gentleman from Pennsylvania 11\fr. BROSIUS], because we might if the same was sent or could have been sent by ID!I.il to a deputy marshal or 
not agree about the great benefit that comes to the multitude who other suitable person in the neighborhood of the place of service." 
have a chance to enter the civil service. Out in my country, when Insert thefollowingnewseetion between sections li aud 15 on page 12: 
the notice is ooiven, people travel and submit to the examination, "SEc.-. That every person who carries on the business of a. reta.il.liquor 

o~ dealer without having paid the special tax as required by law shall for every 
and not one in fifty, after they pass the examination, has any suchoffensebefl:nednotlessthanonehundred normorethanfivehundreddol
fruition. Should I undertake to say anything further, from that la.rs and be imprisoned in jail not exceeding six .mouths. That the judges of 
standpoint it is a flat failure. 1 am not here to attack it or inter- the circuit courts ofthe United States a.ud thejudgesoftheTerritormleourts 

shall divide each district into commissioners' districts, consisting of one or 
fere with it, but when we give them the estimates we give quite more co.unties or parishes, and they shall appoint one or lllore United States 
enough. I did not think they were really in earnest about this ~~~~o~~~~h~=J~~fth~~~~iciuasu~3St!~:C~~nS:~ 
appropriation until the gentleman from Pennsylvania bore his are hereby constituted inferior tribunals, with jurisdiction for final determi
testimony. I did not think my friend from South Dakota was in nationandjudgmen.ton.anycomplaintfortheo:ffenseofre~~liquorswith
rew earnest. I supposed he was talking for that very spar.sely out payment of the special tax required by the laws of the united States. 
settled section of the country known as the Sioux Reservation, . The trial of such cases by commissioners sha.ll be without indictment, and a 

traversejury .oftwelv.em.en.:wlmndemandedby thedefen.dant,shallbe sum· 



2280 CONGRESSIONAL · RECORD- HOUSE. FEBRUARY 28, . 

m01:ied from the bystanders. From any judgment of the commissioner in any 
such case the defendant may appeal to the district court. In all proceedings 
in and about the trial of such complaints the commissioner shall conform to 
th.e rules for criminal procedure prescribed by the Revised Statutes, so far as 
the same are applicable, and in matters not provided for by the laws of the 
United States the commissioner shall follow the rules of procedure and the 
Ri!ctice in trials of misdemeanors by justices of the peace or other courts of 

~i~rd.J~~g~~~~~ ~~~~rt!~~h~b ~~~e~;:~~:tt:r: :!~:~J>~~~le~ 
as may be provided by law, exce-pt that in all criminal cases heard by them 
they shall only ba allowed $1 for Issuin~ process to arrest and $1 for a recog
nizance or bond for court, including affidavits of jurisdiction of sureties and 
acknowledgments, and for all other writs and processes issued, for all oaths 
administered, for docketing and trying the same, and for all services per
formed the sum of S5, and no more, for eacll ca.se; but where two or more 
charges are preferred against any person at the same time the commissioner 
shall be allowed only for a fee m one case. In preliminary examinations 

·where there is probable ground to believe the defendant guilty the commis
sioner shall bind him over, if he shall give the bail required, to appear for 
trial before the court having jurisdiction nearest the place where the offense 
was committed; and if he can not give the required bail the commissioner 
'Shall commit him for trial to the nearest jail where prisoners can be securely 

f:~h~~~ee~~~~~ie~Ji ~if~e aij~i~~~1k:!t~~t~~e:O t~!~~\:~~e !~f;I~~ 
nearest the place where the offense was committed, at which court grand 
juries are impaneled; and the clerk shall notify the district attorney thereof; 
but any accused person who may be committed in default of bail may, upon 
the order of the judge, in writing, be removed to and tried at that J.>lace in 
the judicial district where the court will be held next after his comnntment. 
Justices of the J.>eace shall receive the same fees as United State3 commis
sioners for serVIces in criminal cases. Their accounts shall be verified by 
oath and forwarded to the United States attorney of the district to be sub
mitted to the court for approval. It shall be the duty of commissioners and 
justices of the peace to examine and certify to the marshal for payment bills 
of witnesses for transportation and attendance. Jurors shall be allowed for 
attending a commissioner's court, as provided in this section, 50 cents each, 
to be paid by the marshal on the certificate and order of the commissioner." 

Insert the following sections between sections 16 and 17, on page 15: 
"SEC. -. That no fees shall be paid to any United States commissioner on 

any warrant issued, or any other fees, in prosecutions under the internal
revenue laws, unless said fees have been taxed against and collecte.i from the 
defendant, or unless the prosecution has been approved either before or after 
arrest of the defendant by a circuit or district JUdge, or the attorney of the 
United States in the district where the offense is alleged to have been com
mitted, and unless said prosecution shall have been commenced upon a sworn 
complaint setting forth the facts constitutin~ the offense and alleging them 
to be within the personal knowledge of the affiant, or upon a sworn complaint 
by a United States district attorney or his assistant, a collector or deputy 
collector of internal revenue, or revenue agent, setting forth the facts upon 
information and belief. 

"SEc. -. That section 800, Revised Statutes of the United States, is hereby 
repealed from and after June 30, 1896, when this act shall take effect and be in 
force." -

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, before the motion 
thatthecommitteeriseisput,Iwish to ask unanimous consent that 
where any amendment has been adopted which involves a change 
of the total at the end of the paragraph the clerk of the commit
tee shall have the 1·ight to make the total appearing in the bill 
conform to the fact. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The motion of :Mr. McCALL of Tennessee that the committee 

rise was then agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the legislative 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Rouse the following messa-ge 

from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Rept·esentatives: 

I herewith return without my approval House bill numbered 2769, entitled 
"An act to authorize the leasing of lands for educational purposes in Ari
zona." 

This bill provides for the leasing of all the public lands reserved to the 
Territory of .AriziJna for the benefit of its universities and schools, "under 
such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legislature 
of said Territory." 
If the proposed legislation granted no further authority than this, it would 

in terms at least recognize the safety and propriety of leaving the desira
bility of leasing these lands, and the limitations and safeguards regulating 
such lea!.'ing, to be determined by the local legislature chosen by the people 
to make their laws and protect their interests. 

Inst-ead of stopping here, however, the bill further provides that until such 
legislative action the governor, the secretar~ of the Territory, and the super
intendent of public instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of 
said lands under the rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Sec
retary of the Interior. It is specifically declared that it shall not be neces
sary to submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for approval, and 
that no leases shall be made for a longer term than five years, nor for a term 
extending beyond the date of the admission of the Territory to statehood. 

Under these provisions the lands reserved for university and school pur
poses, whose value largely depends upon their standing timber, and in which 
every citizen of the Territory has a deep interest, may be leased and denuded 
of their timber by officers none of whom have been chosen by the people, 
and without the sanction of anvlawor regulation made by their representa
tives in the local legislature. Even the measure of protection which would 
be afforded the citizens of the Territory by a submission to the Secretary of 
the Interior of the leases proposed and thus giving him an opportunity to 
ascertain whether or not they comply with his regulations, is especially with
held. 
It was hardly necessary to provide in this bill that these lands might be 

leased "under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by 
the legislature of said Territory," if the action of the legislature was to be 
forestalled and rendered nugatory by the immediate and unrestl·ained action 
of the officers constituted "a board for the leasing of said lands" pending 
such legislative consideration. These are inconsistencies which are not sat
isfactorily.accounted for by the suggestion that the time that would elapse 
before th~ legislature could consider the subject would be important. 

The protests I have received from numerous and influential citizens of the 
Territory indicate considerable opposition to this bill among those interested 
in the preservation and proper mans,gement.of these school lands. 

~ GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Febma1·y I!S, 1896. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that action 
upon the message just read be postponed until to-morrow morn
ing, after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand that a vote is then to be had 
without discussion? · 

Mr. LACEY. The request is that the matter come up for con
sideration to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear the gentleman distinctly. 
Does this request, if agreed to, bring the matter up in the Honse 
without refening it to the committee? · 

M:r:. LACEY. It b1ings it up in the House. The ·committee 
have no desire to consider the matter further. It has been 
thoroughly considered. 

The unanimous consent asked for by Mr. LACEY was given. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLA.Tl', one of its clerks, an
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re
quested: 

A bill (S. 1758) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt; 
Joint resolution (S. R. ~6) directing the Secretary of War to 

furnish certain information with reference to the projects for the 
improvement of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, Georgia, and 
St. Johns River, Florida; 

Concurrent resolution-
Resolved by the Senate (theHotLSe of Rep1·esentativesconcu1Ting), That there 

be printed 15,000 copies of the work on apiculture compiled by the D -3part
ment of .Agriculture, the same to be in paper covers, 10,000 copies of which 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives and 5,000 copies for the 
Senate; 

A bill (S. 268)for the erection of a public building for the use of 
the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the district 
of Newport News, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 1359) for the construction of two steam revenue cut
ters for service on the Pacific Coast; and 

Concurrent resolution-
Resolved by the Senate (the HotLSe of Rep1·esentatives concurring), That 25,000 

extra copies of Senate Document No. 92, third session of Fifty-third Congress, 
relating to the introduction of reindeer into .Alaska, be printed, of which num
ber 5,000 in paper covers shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 in paper 
covers for the use of the House of Representatives and 10,000 in paper covers 
for the use of the Bureau of Education. 

The message also announced that the Sena.te .had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5359) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; in 
which the concunence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of -conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3537) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary b3 directed to furnish to the Honse of Repre
sentatives, in complianca with its request, a duplicate engro~ed copy of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 54) authorizing the National Dredg-ing Comp<:~.ny to 
proceed with the work of dredging the channel of Mobile I:tarbor, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bills and resolu
tions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: . 

A bill (S. 1758) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 268) for the erection of a public building for the use 
of the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the dis
trict of Newport News, Va.-to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds. . 

A bill (S. 1359) for the construction of two steam revenue cut
ters for service on the Pacific Coast-to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Joint resolution (S. R . 86) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish certain information with reference to the projects for the 
improvement of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, Georgia, and 
St. Johns River, Florida-to the Committee on "Rivers and Har
bors. 

Concurrent resolution-
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep1·esentatives concun·ing), That there 

be printed 15,000 copies of the work on apiculture compiled by the Depart
ment of Agriculture, the same to be in paper covers, 10,000 copies of which 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives and 5,000 copies for the 
Senate-

To the Committee on P rinting. 



Concurrent resolution--
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep1·esentatives concu1·ring), That 25,000 

extra copies of SenaiA"> Document No. 92, third session of Fifty-third Congress, 
relating to the introduction of reindeer into Alaska, be printed, of which num
ber 5,000 in paper covers shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 in paper 
covers for the use of the House of Representatives and 10,000 in paper covers 
for the use of the Bw·eau of Education-

To the Committee on Printing. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLI.A.M: A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I submit . a confer
ence report on the pension appropriation bill, and ask to have the 
report and the statement read. 

The conference report wa.s read, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disas:reeingvotes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to House bill3537, making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States t'or the fiscal 
year ending June 30,1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

re~~~~ttb.~ ~~~::' ::cfefe0fi.~~ its amendment numbered 2. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

Senate numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same. 
WM. A. STONE, 
R. W. BLUE, 
S. M. ROBERTSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. B. ALLISON, 

. S. M. CULLOM, 
:Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the pension ap
propriation bill (H. R. 3537) submit the following written statement in expla
nation of the effect of the action agreed uponandrecommendedin the accom
panying report as to each of the Senate amendments namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Makes continuing and permanent in its char
acter the provision proposed by the House requiring .that pensions under the 
act of June 27, 1w.JO, shall date from the time of filing the first application. 

On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates $750,000, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $800,000, as proposed by the Senate, for fees and expenses of exam
ining surgPons. 

On amendment numbered3: Appropriates$25,830, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $23,0'70, as proposed by the House, for rents of pension a.e:encies. 

The bill as finally agr~ed upon appropriates $141,328,580, being $2,760 more 
than as it passed the Honse. 

WM. A. STONE, 
R. W. BLUE, 
S. M. ROBERTSON, 

Ma-nagers on the pa1·t of the House. 
· Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, if no gentleman 
wishes for further information than that disclosed by the report 
and accompanying statement, I move the adoption of the report, 
and on that motion I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

CUB .A.. 

The Secretary of the Senate, appearing at the bar of the House, 
read the following resolutions, adopted by the Senate; in.which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House o.f Representatives concur·ring), That in 
the opinion .of Congress a condition of public war exists between the Govern
ment of Spain and the government proclaimed antl for some time maintained 
by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of Amer
ica should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, ac
cording to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 

Resolved fttrlher, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the Pr'esident to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba.. 

(Loud applause.] 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. SPERRY. On behalf of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 3273) 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices 
be reprinted, the previous print having been exhausted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
CONTESTED ELECTION-M'DON.A.LD VS. JONES. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by 
the Committee on Elections No.1 to present its unanimous re
port in the case of McDonald vs. Jones, from the First Congres
sional district of Virginia. I ask for the present consideration of 
the report, and shall move the adoption of the accompanying 
resolution. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 
To the honorable Speaker and the House of Representatives: 

The Committee on Elections No.1 do hereby respectfully report asfollows: 
That we have fully considered the application of James J. McDonald for 

leave to serve notice of contest and to contest; the election of WILLIAM A. 
JONES, as Representative in Congress for the First Congressional district of 
the State of Virginia, and we have listened attentively to the arguments of 
the counsel for the respective parties and to the proofs produced by them, 
and-respectfully report: · · ·- · 

That with reasonable diligence the notice of contest could have been served 
within the time prescribed for that purpose by the act of Congress in such 
case made. · -

And we are further convinced by the proofs produced before us on the hear-
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ing of the said application and report that there is rio substantial ground in 
fact for the proposed contest, and the same could not; ba suocessfully mam
tained if it should be allowed to be made. - · 
It also appeared thai; the said James J. McDonald at the time of the elec-! 

tion in 1894, and prior to and since that time, was engaged in business and 
resided ·with his family in the city of Washington, in the District of Colum
bia, and that he had no place of business and no business or residence. of any 
description-in the State of Virginia, and the committee is of opinion that he 
was not an inhabitant of the State of Virginia at or near the time of the elec
tion for Re.Presentatives in Congress in the li'irst Congressional district of 
said ~tate m 1894. .And that he was not eligible for said office at or near the 
time of the said election in the year 1894. 

Upon these gr.ounds the committtee unanimously adopted .the resolution 
that the application of the said James J. McDonald for leave to serve .a 
notice of contest of, and to contest, said election should be, and it thereupon 
was, denied. .And ·the committee respectfully recommend the adoption of 
the following resolution by the House of Representatives. All of which is 
respectfully submitted. 

Dated February 25,1896. 
CHARLES DANIELS, Okairman. 
LEMUEL .W. ROYSE. 
FRED C. LEONARD. 
ROMULUS Z. LINNEY. 
WTI...LIAM H. MOODY. 
EDWARD D. COOKE. 
HUGH A. DINSMORE. 
C. L. BARTLET'l'. 
S. S. TURNER. 

Resolved, That the application of James J. McDonald for leave to serve a. 
notice of contest and to contest the election of William A. Jones as Repre
sentative of the First Congressional district of the State of Virginia in the 
Fifty fourth Congress be, and the same here by is, denied. 

Mr . . TURNER of Virginia. I move the adoption of the resolu
tion just read. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. TURNER of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 

the last vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the House now take a 
recess until8 o'clock. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ihopethegentleman will withdraw that request 
for a moment. I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker--

The SPEAKER. If the motion for a recess is withdrawn, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Utah fMr. ALLEN]. -

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I ask unanimous consent for the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4408) to amend subdivision 10 of sec
tion 2238 and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of theRe
vised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. McCA~L of Tennessee. I have not withdrawn my motion 
for a recess. 

The motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee for a recess was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN", 
will preside at the evening session. 

The House the~ took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m., was 

called to order by Mr. HEPBURN as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read clause 2 of Rule XXVI. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 

itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi
ness on the Private Calendar under the rule just read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, when on last Friday night the 
gentleman who has just made that motion attempted to accentu
ate the position of some gentlemen on this side, myself among the 
number, as obstructing pension legislation and as preventing the 
passage of ~en~ion bills for deserving soldiers, without giving us 
an opportmnty to reply, he probably provoked such antagonism as 
to have preve~ted a.J?-Y pension legislation at all until a quorum 
should appear on this floor, but for myself I do not propose to raise 
that question at this time on going into the Committee of the 
Whole. , 

But I wish to say this in regard to the allegation of the gentle
man from South Dakota. I wish to say that I, and my associates 
with me here, stand ready to assist in passing what we regard as 
honest and deserving bills for honest and deserving soldie-rs or 
their widows; but we do protest that favoritism and unfairness 
shall not be recognized in this House in the consideration of pen
sion legislation. We protest that the '' bums," the bonn ty jumpers, 
the camp followers, and others of that class who are excluded from 
the general pension law and from the benefits of the legislation 
heretofore passed shall not come in here, wl;len they have a friend 
at court, and have their bills presented and driven through to the 
exclusion of honest, deserving, and meritorious soldiers. 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. · 
Mr. TAWNEY. Has the House attempted togt·antanypensions 

to camp followers during this session, or to deserters? If so, I 
would-like to know which· they ·are. · 

Mr. 'ERDMAN. There have been attempts; and from the bills 
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that are still ·on the Calendar the gentleman will see, if he chooses 
to inspect them now, or in future, that there are many of this 
character to coma up for the consideration of the House; .and I 
want to say for myself that these bills we are going to oppose, and 
if the great majority of the House proposes to put themselves on 
record, and go to the country in favor of fo-rcing through bills of 
that character, let them do it. 

J\ilr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman please name one bill 
on the list of bills on the Calendar, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, which is to grant a pension to a camp fol
lower? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will point them out in due time when we 
reach them, and proceed to discuss the several bills in their order. 
If the other side attempts to parade us before the country as op
posed to proper legislation, they are doing or attemJ)ti.ng to do an 
act that is not warranted by the facts, and one that is not based on 
truth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da
kota moves that the House go into Committee of the Whole to con
sider bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion·was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole, Mr. HoPKINS in the chair. 
CAROLINE D. MOWATT. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first business on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. The House bill, Mr. Cha.h·man, No. 1139, 
granting a pension to ·Caroline D. Mowatt, I ask to be reported 
again, as it was before the committee at the time we rose ·at the 
last session. 

The bill was read, .as follows: 
Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ::md hereby is, 

authorized and directed to place on the .pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension lmws, the name of Caroline D. Mowatt as 
widow of Alfred B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-:thixd Regiment Maine 
Volunteers. 

reasons: Fir t, because she is a war widow-and the remar1·iage 
never removes that fact from my mind. She fought the war with 
her gallant so1dier husband, Major Sou1e; she endured the anguish 
of suspense during the time that her husband w.as in the war; 
she remained at home and supported his children. She did her dut_y 
just as wen as did her soldier husband, and the simple fact that 
she remarried can not remove that from my mind. She still re
mains a war widow and as such is entitled, in my judgment, to a 
pension, just as much as the gallant soldier who went out and ex
posedhimself in battle for his country. 

In the second plaoe, she is an aged woman, unable to maintain 
herself, and in the third place, she has no property or means of 
support and no one upon whom she can depend for support, except 
this one daughter-the daughter of the soldier. Now, I say with
out hesitation, afte1· having given this important question sa.-rious 
_consideration~ that all such widows should be again rest01·ed to 
the pension ron. Whether tb.is committee should go further than 
that I am not prepared to say. Gentlemen ask, ''Why do you not 
place all the widows., then, upon the pension roll, if you adopt this 
principle? In order to be consistent and in ordel' to do justice you 
must place them all upon the pension roll." I do not concede that 
proposition, Mr. Chairman. I say, so far as this state of facts i 
concerned, so far as war widows are concerned, so far as aged and 
dependent widows are concerned, we ought to replace all of them 
upon the pension roll, and I am in favor of doing it. Whether I 
wo1lld go further, I do notlmow that I am at this time ready to 
express -an opinion. In my judgment there are nat many of this 
.kind of widows in this country. It has been stated by the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN] that there are pxobably 
10,000 unmarried .and divorced widows. I under tood him to say 
that that includes all widows of soldiers not upon the pension 
rolls that have .remarried or have been -divorced f1·om their hus
bands sinoe the waT. 

He does not inclnde the war widows in that estimate .alone. I 
undertake to say if 10,000 is the t-otal -of all that class of widows, 
the number involved in the spirit and the letter of this bill would 
not be one-fifth of that number-perhaps 2,000. Of course I have 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, this is ·a bill that was unde1· dis- no data by which this number .may be determined, and I am sim
cussion when the committee rose on last Friday night, as I remem- · ply guessing at it. But let the number be large or small, I repeat, 
ber. I have stated that this is House bill No.1139, granting a · after serious consideration, I am earnestly in favor of replacing 
pension to Caroline D. Mowatt. them again upon the pension rolls for the reasons I have stated. 

FTom the report of the committee accompanying the bill, about I do not hesitate to say while I have the floor-and I do not often 
which there appears to be no con'f!roveTsy, -as I understand it, the take up the time of the committee-that I am in favor .of extend
facts are disclosed that this lady was the wife of a soldier, a maJor ing the pension roll in other respects, and I trust this Congress .is 
in the army during the war of the rebellion, who was discharged also of the same mind. We hav-e a bill pending before us to in
as snchby reason of disabilitiesincurred in the service Ol'in the line crease the pensions of armies and legless soldiers. 
of duty, and that soon after his discharge he med as a result of Mr. HARDY. Mr._ Chairman, is there any limit on debate at 
wounds incurred in service. It further appears from the state of thBse Friday night sessions? 
facts accompanying the bill that she was married to this major Several .1\fEMBERS. One hour. 
long prior to the war, in fact prior to 1850, that she bore himchil- Mr. HARDY. The time is valuable, and we have a great deal 
dren; that soon after the war, probably four or :five years, she remar- of business before us. 
tied and remained the wife of her second husband for .a period The CHAIRMAN. ·The gentleman from Indiana will not inter-
of years, when her second husband died, leaving her again a rupt the gentleman who has the floor without his permission. 
widow. She asks now to be restored to the pension rolls; and the Mr. LAYTON. I regret very much that the gentleman from 
question is presented to the House whether or not it will pension a Indiana should attempt to call me down. 
"war widow" who forfeited her right to a pension by her remar- Mr. HARDY. I ani not attempting to call you down. I only 
riage. say the time is valuable--

It will be seen, therefore, that a prope,r and careful considera- Mr. LAYTON. This is the first time that 1 have asked the in-
tion of the facts accompanying this bill, that the principle in- dulgence of this committee, notwithstanding I have been present 
volved in the bill itself necessarily requires the consideration of at every Friday night meeting not only in this Congress, but in 
two or three material and important questions, which ought to the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. I am trying to ex
be disposed of now. The first I have ah·eady stated. The other plain, in answer to a suggestion,-that this side of the House is not 
directly or indirectly involves another question: Whether or not it opposed to reasonable pension legislation. I want to state to the 
is the purpose of this Congress to materially increase the pension gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HARDY] that by reason of the for
rolls; and in the third place, .an.d immediately following that, tunes or misfortunes of politics, my most worthy colleague [Mr. 
whether or not it is ·the dispositicm of this Congress to materially SoRG] and myself happen to be placed in the position of represent
incTease the .appropriations for the payment of pensions. I say ing, in a measure, 400,000 intelligent .Democratic white voters of 
that all these questions are direclly, or if not directly at least in- the State of Ohio [applause on the Democratic side]; and in what 
dil·ectly, involved in the disposition of this case, and hence it Te- I now say I am, as I beHeve, representing on this question those 
quires our serious considerationatthe very outset. 400,000 intelligent white Democratic voters of Ohio. 

I may say alsu, as a member of the Committee on Invalid Pen- Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman allow me for one moment? 
aions, that Ibelieveitisthedesire of the InvalidPensionsCommit- Mr. LAYTO~. For one question, not a speech. 
tee that this question should be disposed of now if possible, as a Mr. HARDY. I want to place myself right before the gentle-
matter of instruction or guide to that committee, for the reason man. I assure the gentleman that I did not know what State he 
that a large number of these bills are pending before the commit- was from, and I did not inject anything into his remarks for the 
tee, and if this hill should be favorably considered I have no doubt purpose of curtailing his time, bnt only in the matter of the econ
-that a very large number of bills of a similar character will be omy of time at these Friday night pension sessions. I am heartily 
presented for your consideration. in favor of the bill and of everything that he asks and proposes, 

Now, as to the first question, so far as this bill is concerned, I and I have nothing against the gentleman personally or politically 
for one have no hesitancy .in saying it ought to receive our favor- or .any other way. I am in .favor of what he has stated; but let 
able consideration. I (fepeat that the facts show that this widow us economize time. That is .all I am after. 
now claiming a -pension was .the wife of a soldier ·during the war; Mr . .LAYTON. I accept the g(jntleman's .apology. [Laughter 
that she bore him children, one or two of whom are yet living; and .applause.] 
that she is an aged woman, something over 70 years old, I be~eve; ?dr. HARDY. It is not an apology, but an explanation. I am 
that she has no property or means of support whatever and 1s de- ·WJ.th y:ou. 
pendent upon the labor of a daughter, who is also the :daughter Mr. LAYTON. This is not my bill, Mr. Chairman. I have no 
of the .soldier. _I iavor the passage .of .this bill fo-r these thl·ee · personal interest whatever in this bill. It was introduced lJy the 
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gentJeman from New .Hampshire .[Mr. SIJLLOW.AY]. 1 do :not 
know the "beneficiary. 

.Mr. HARDY. I am .for the1illl; J.tellyou ;that. 
NT. "LAYTON. 1 am speaking, .and! thinkJ:maae .myself .in

telligible, :because an important princip1e is, as :has ·been .stated 
upon this side, involved in this 'bill. 

:Let me state to the :g-entleman .from Indiana, if we settle this 
bill -and settleJt right, we have auvanced the cause .of -p·ensions a 
great deal. 

Mr. HARDY. Go on, and God bless you. i[Laughter.] 
Mr. LAYTON. ']hankyou. I.havesaidJ.am·inra-vm·, as.one on 

this side of ·the ·House, of extending .the pension 1·oll; :andThave 
mentioned one case in which I propose to advocate upon this flom 
the serious ;extension of tbat roll; ·but I do .not want ·to ..take np 
the time of this committee by anticipating any fm:therJegiSlation, 
but to impress upon the committee the .i~po:rtance of giving tbis 
particulru.· bHl, small as it may appear, their serious a:nd .earnest 
consideration, so that we may .know hereafter,.in the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions especially, what we are to do with the numer
ous cases of this chru:aCter that are s.tibmitted to us. The•guestion 
I refer to, and a good IDaJ:!.Y members aT.e interested in the.matter, 
is the simple question, and the only question, involved in this bill 
submitted by :the ,gentl-eman from 'New Hampsbire! whether or 
not the widow of a soldier ·during the war, who .bol'e him children · 
befol'e he went to the -war, stayea at home during ·.the time he was 
atthef:r:ont, to6kcareof·ands11J)port-edhischilfuen, and wnoafter- · 
wards ·remarried ana again became a widow, wno is now aged, 
o:ver .72 years of age, ana d(fllendent-entirely'u-pon pension~ whether 
ur not that .kind of a Widow shall be restored .to the pension roll. 

Mr. HARDY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LAYTON. That is .the question, and.I -say yes. l.saynot 

onlythi.swidow, butallsimilarwidows,-shouldbeplacedonthepen
sion roll, and I hope that I will.not;"be ... met, and no .gentleman will 
attempt-to meet me, with the argument that bas been advanced 
so frequently heretofore, "Why not :place them all upon the pen
sion roll?" I say to you gentlemen of the committee, let us di'3-
pose of these bills as they come before us, especially in:-a case of 
this kind, where the lady is aged an.d liabl-e ·to -die before -a :general 
pension bill shall be adopted. 

Mr. HULICK. Will-my .colleague ·permit me to ask him a 
question? 

1\!r. LAYTON. Certainly. 
.Mr. HULICK. I wish to know whether your committee con

sider all a_p_plications for bills like this, and report favorably on 
the cases of all widows who are a--pplying for a -special a.ct, or 
whether you make a distinction. I do this for my own jnforma
tion in regard to presenting similar bills fol' my constituents. 

Mr. LAYTON. The question as to whether we are re_porting 
all of them I can not answer; but so far as bills of-this .exact char
acter, where the woman was a war widow and is dependent, has 
no means of -support or property, this committee has invariably 
thus far reported the bills favorably, although we have met with 
-some opposition on the side of tbe minority. 

Mr. HULICK. Then _you do discriminate against certain c1ases 
of widows? 

1\Ir. LAYTON. I can not answel' that qu-estion directly, I will 
say to my colleague. .My Tecollection is now -that that .question 
has not as yet been presented by any special bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN~ Will the gentleman pennit ·me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LAYTON. Certainly. 
1\Ir. ERDMAN. Does heJmow of a single -bill -that the Com

mittee on Invalid Pensions ha.s rejected, of any character, when 
:J>resented by a subcommittee? 

Mr. LAYTON. Ican-uo.tanswerthatquestion directly. I have 
no distinct Teoollection. But .in _answer to the inquiry of the gen
-tleman from Ohio, I state -that -so far as this J>artiotilar character 
of bills is concerned they have all been reported favorably. 

MI-. ANDREWS. J u,st a moment, in response to the question 
asked by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I belie-ve he desired 
"to be informed wbether or not the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
had rejected any bill .recommended by any subcommittee. I do 
not recollect of such .an instance; but -I know of instances in 

• which bills have not been reported which, in -the judgment of the 
subcommittee, were .not worthy of a favorable report. 

.Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I can cor-robmate the gentle
-man from Nebraska as to that statement, becaus-e I have had sim
ilar experience; After investigation of .a n.nn1ber-a large num
.ber, I will say-of .bills, __after a careful invest1gation, and after 
•consulting with --my ,colleagues and with the ·~clerks of the com
:mittee, wbo are experts upon th-e question, and -examining the 
~receden.ts, ·they have been laid aside without fa:vo:rable ·action; 
~uite a number of them. But I illo not ·desire -to ·anti~a-te all 
:the-questio11S that may arise. .But·w.hat the 'Oommittee o-n 'inva
lid Pensions want -aetermined ·to~:riigh.t is wnether ·or :not ,this 
particular ·class of bills are to be -conSidered -favorably by the 

Committee of -the Whole and Q.y .the House. If .not, ·we will sim
ply-lay .them ·aside .and ~be xelie.ve.d :of ..a __good deal of :unnecessar__y 
labor . 

One word now as to a general bill. "There are, as I remember, 
two or three general bills· of a .similar nature to this-that is, bills 
pl'op.osing to re_place .the remarried widows of soldiers npon •the 
__pension.ro11-.and the action -taken llere:in.reference .to this partic
ular bill wP-1 serve as a guiae to the ·committee on Jnva1id .Pen
sions for its action on those bills. ..For this reason, w1iile 1: may, 
perhaps, as suggested by the .gentleman.from 'Indiana, have taken 
up a .goud deal :of time, it will be found :in the long-run that if this 
.general ·question is ·settled .here fairly and .intelligently we shall 
really gain time 4n _pension 1-egislatiou,.and that is why I have ven
tm·ed to occupy so much of the time and attention of the commit
tee on this occasion. 

The OHMRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid asiae 
to be reported -to the House-with the Tecommendation that it do 
pass? 

Mr. ERDMAN. .1\Ir. Chairman, I think .l .shall ~end t-u> and .have 
read ·by the Clerk, in my time, the views which I expressed upon 
this question on a .pl'evious occasion, .and then I should 1ike :to 
hear some gentleman who ho1ds the opposite view take u-p :and 
answer seriatim the argument which I have advanced. 

The Clerk _proceeded to-,read th.e matteT sent up by .Mr. ERD"M-AN. 
·m:r. ANDREWS. Mr. ·chairman, may we have a referenc.e to 

the page of ancient hist.or_y where this statement c.3ill be found? · 
The CLERK. It is on page 1741 of therCONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

of February 14,1896. 
The Clerk read as foE.ows: 

·The·. purpose of this'bill is to restore her to the .J>.ension _rcill --the-same-as ·if 
she were still the-widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surren-
dered yt>ars ago. . 

To pass this bill is to nullify for the benefit or -this one indiv.:fdual the-sub
stantiallimitation of the general laws ,that .-the pension df soldiin's'-widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The-objections· to be urged against --such bills as this are numerous. In-the 
first _place, it makes an .exception .of a case which i'l in no wise exceptional. 
There maybe varying degrees of -destituiiion in different eases;but itnm.y 
be :fairly stated ·that ali eases of widows who.Jlmre remarried and again be
come ·husbandless, by reason of -death m· divOTce, preaent the same substan
tial conditions. 
If any -widow so situated shorild be·restOI·edi;o :Pension, all widows so situ

ated--shou-ld -be restored, and this by gene-raJ. enactment and not by.indrnaual 
private b:illi;, whereby those who may happen to ll.ave a friend to es_poti:Se 
theh·-cause secnre a 'benefit whioh:the moaest·ana the ·unknawn.neve1· think 
of sooki:ng. Spe-cial ·pension acts ·are justifiabl:wonly in cases-whiCh are essen
tially exceptional and should not be used to g.nmt to one that which is denied 
to the many whose situationis ·preciselythe same. But asidefrom--thiscon
sideration, however, the soldier's widow ·who remarries -:volunt-arily relin
qillShes ner·pension because she prefers to tie-so. 

The Governm.ent.can n.ot become an insurer against an unfortunate term~
nation ·of this secund ·martrim.oniru ventUI·e eithe1· by divorce or death. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
divorces, and, in any event, it -is ·to , give them an ostensible .claim upon ~the 
s.oldi.er's death and memory which they have long since renounced JJy _p.F.ef
erence. 

Further:more, it is.n.ot to be assumed that legistation of this chm:aoter is in 
the line of jl!Stice or of ..hollill' to the soldiers themselves, or that it is neces
sarily ·desh·ed or favored ·by the soldier classes. A .con-tribution. from the 
public 'Treasm-y to the support of the wido:w of--the soldier, so long-as -she~·e
mains his widow,-evei·y-soldier,-pe.rllaps,•desires, and 'the common consent of 
the nation for thlrty years has sanctioned-this; but that each solilier'looks 
forward to and desires hat .his services and hls memory slrn1l be the ,basis o1' 
a pension --to his-wife a.t some remote da-y, beyond an intervening 13eriod of 
matrimonial tillia.nce with some ·other husband, is by no .m.ea.nB solf -evident 
o1· ·fairly -to be presumea. 

During the reading of the foregoing the following cccuned: 
1\-Ir. HEPBURN. 1\fr. Chairman, Imakea_peint-of,ordm.·-againBt 

the reading -of -that statement. This is the second .time .during 
this Congress that the gentleman.has had that read, and the point 
I make is that after a _pa_per has once been read, it can not 'be ~·a
read unless by rmanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ·holds that this is .a _part of the 
remaTks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Even if it .is, does not the rule app1y? 'This 
is an inaependent paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, and will overrule the 
point of order. 

1\fr. ERDMAN {at the conclusion of the reading). Now, :M:r. 
Chairman, I simply want to £ay that if yon find -yourselves with
out .a quol'um .in endeavoring to force this bill tlrro-i.Igh do -not 
come over to thls side and appeal to us to lay the bill aside and 
take up something ·else. If this is to be a tentative process, let ' 
the effort be made and Jet the session .end. ECJ.ies of ''Vote!)' 
"Vote!"] 

The question being taken on :the .IDQ.tion to lay the bill aside 
with .a hvorable recommendation, the Chairman ·declared that 
the -ayes seemed to nave it. 

MI·. ERDMAN. J ask ·for a div.ision. 
rr'he ·committee ·diviaed; ·and 'there w-er-e-ayes 85, noes 5. 

.Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 
'The CHAJRNA'N proceeded to count the Rouse. Before .the 

announcement of the count was made, 
Mr. :ERD..::MAN. '!-demand tellers upon the cop.nt. 
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The ·cliAIRMAN. There are 106 members present, a quorum, 

and the bill is laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
The Clerk will read the next bill. · 

·THEODORE _WERNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Theodore Werner. 

The bill was read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author

ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Theodore Werner, late a private in Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to him an honorable discharge_: Pro
vided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due to said Werner 
by virtue of the passn.ge ol this act. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report. 
An amendment by the committee was read; as follows: 
Line 7, after the word "discharge," insert "to date December 30, 18M." 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report read, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom
mended by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the report is called for. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have asked for the reading 

of the report three times. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

The Clerk will read the report. · 
The report (by Mr. BISHOP) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. ;R. 

2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Theodore 
Werner, having had the same under consideration, wo~ld respectfull-y: re~er 
the same back to the House, and recommend that the bill be amended m line 
7 by addin~J after the word "discharge," the words "to date December 30, 
1864" and mat the bill when so amended do pass. 

The facts in this case, briefly stated as found by your committee, are as 
follows: 

This soldier enlisted August 12, 1861, and served faithfully until the last of 
December, 18M, a period of more than three years and four months. He par
ticipated in the battles of Shiloh, Corinth, Stone River, Perryville, Chicka
mauga, Mission Ridge, Buzzards Roost, Pickets Mill, Atlanta, Jonesboro, 
and Nashville. He had the record of a brave and fearless soldier. After the 
retreat of Hood after the battle of Nashville the soldier became separated 
from his command and went home. • 

Your committee are of the opinion that a soldier with so brilliant a record 
standing to his credit should at this late day have this act of clemency ex
tended to him. 

The report of the Adjutant-General is as follows: 

Case of Theodore Werne1-, late of C~/;:fe':,~~ E, Forty-ninth Ohio ntant111 Val

RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Janua111 23, 1896. 

The records show that Theodore Warner (also borne as Theodore Werner) 
was enrolled August 12, 1861, and mustered into service August 22, 1861, as a 
private in Company E, Forty-ninth Ohio Infantry, to serve three years. The 
company muster rolls report him as follows: August 31, 1862, presence or ab 
sence not stated; October 31,1862, present; December 31, 1862, "Missed in the 
battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862 "; February 28, 1863, "Paroled pris
oner, captured December 31, 1862, at the battle of Stone River '\ Aprilll, 1863 
(special muster)," Captured December 31, 1862, paroled, and m Columbus, 
Ohio"; to October 31, 1863, same report; December 31, 1863, "Left in convales
cent camp, Chattanooga, Tenn. since December 1, 1863." 

He reenlisted as a. veteran volunteer January 1,1864, and he is thereafter 
reported as follows: February 29, 186i: "In Ohio on thirt.y · da;y_;s' furlough 
since February 12, 18G4;" to August 31, 1864, present; December <>.L, 1864 (four 
months' muster), "Absent without leave since December 25, 186!;" February 
28 1861> "Deserted near Columbus, Tenn." The muster-out roll of the com
pa:ny, dated November 30,1865, reports him: "De~erted in the face.of the 
enemy January 1,1865, at Columbus, Tenn." He did not r eturn to his com
mand after his desertion. 

The Prisoners of War Records report him as follows: "Captured at Mur
freesboro, Tenn., December 31, 1862; confined at Richmond, Va., January 16, 
1863; paroled at City point, Va., January 26, 1863; rep<?rted at Camp Paro~e, 
Maryland, January 27, 1863; sent to Camp Chase, Ohio, March 10 or 12, 1863; 
where he reported March13 to 22, 1863, as an exchanged prisoner; transferred 
to Columbus, to be forwarded to his regiment, June 23, 1863, and sent to Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, tl!e same day." . . . 

In an applicatiOn for removal of the charge of desertion the soldier submit
ted testimony as follows: 

1. Affidavit of his brother, Henry Werner, who declared, March 17, 1888, 
that appllicant had been sick of typhus fever at his (affiant's) house from Feb
ruary to May, 1865. · · · 

2. His own affidavit, in which he declared, February 23, 1892, that about 
December 12, 18M, he left his regiment with two comrades on a foraging ex
pedition; that after going some 5 miles, his comrades proposed that they go 
home; that he, being young, was easily persuaded to accede to the P.ropos~
tion, thinking that all three would soon ret~·n; that ~e went ~o Missou~'l, 
and having heard of the President's proclamation recalling soldiei'S to their 
commands, he was about to return when he was taken sick with typhoid 
fever; tnat when he was again able to travel t~etimewithin whichdeserte:t:s 
could report under the proclamation had exprred, and he supposeq. that 1t 
was too late to try to reJoin his regiment, and that the attempt might get 
him into further trouble. 

3. Another affidavit of his, under date of May 17, 1894, to the same effect as 
his preceding testimony. -

This application for relief has been repeatedly denied, the testimony sub
mitted not being deemed sufficient to warrant favorable action under the 

la~iD.ce the date of last denial, May 26, 1894, the status of the case has under
gone no change. 

Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 

Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pettsion Office. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

C'·. ,--. :J 
FEBRUARY 28, 

" The CHAIRMAN. - There is a letter a~ccin;tpanying' the 'report. 
Does the gentleman desire to have that read also? , . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ' . I would like to have the gen
tleman reporting the bill explain how this ·soldier got separated 
from his command. -A satisfactory explanation 'of that is the only 
excuse in such a case except a record of previous good service. If 
this man got separated from his command intentionally, if he in
tended to desert, he ought to stand u-pon the record he has made.· 
There should be some explanation on_ that point. _ · ' · 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I made the report on behalf of 
the committee. The introducer of the bill and the beneficiary of it 
are both entire strangers to me. · I took great. pains, howe\Ter, to. 
look up the record of this soldier as presented m the War Depa,rfi. 
ment records, and aLso to examine the various affidavits presented 
to sustain the bill. It appears that on the retreat of Hood this 
man wasillandremainedashort timeinNashville. Hethen tried 
to rejoin his command, but did not succeed in finding them, as 
they were moving very rapidly toward the south. It was proJ 
posed by one or two of his comrades that they should go home and 
wait until the regiment should be stationed at some place where 
they could rejoin it. Very soon after getting home he was take~ 
sick with.typhoid fever and remained so until after the time when 
the regiment was at a point where he could rejoin it. · 

But the special thing that the committee considered more than 
all ·others was the fact that 'this soldier enli'!ted in 1861 and par.! 
ticipated in some o~ the hardest fough~ battles of the war. E;Ei 
did valiant service. He stayed with his command until the war. 
was almost over. The committee thought that this man, who had 
stood in the forefront at Chickamauga, at Stones River, at Nash.! 
ville, and eleven or twelve others of the hardest fought battles of 
the war, ought to be forgiven for a single act of neglect of duty. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to, and 
the bill as amended laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 

JOSEPH PORTER. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3993) 

granting a pension to Joseph Porter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Por· 
ter, late a private in Company K, Ei~hth New York Heavy Artillery, at the 
rate provided for total blindness, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out, in line 6, the words "provided for total blindness" and insert 

the words •·of $30 per month." 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I ask that the report be read for the infcr

mation of the committee. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid P ensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter, having carefully considered the 
same, adopt the accompanying Senate report (No. 820) as their own and re
spectfully recommend that the bill do pass with the following amendment: 

In line 6 strike out the words "provided for total blindness" and insert in 
lieu thereof the words " of $30 per month." 

[Senate Report No. 820, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.2141) grant 

ing a pension to Joseph Porter, have examined the same and report: . 
The_petitioner, Joseph Porter, late a private in Company K, Sixth New 

York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, enlisted September 231.-..1864, and was dis· 
charged June 28,1865, having served about nine months. .t:te filed an applica· 
tion on September 1 1890, alleging rheumatism and injury of left hand, claim· 
ing that he was totally unable to earn a supP.ort, and was crippled in his left 
hand as a result of his service, said disa'!:nlities havin~ been contracted in 
the line. of duty and not due to vicious habits. He claims that he incurred 
Said injury at Cedar Creek, Virginia, on the 19th d<\y of October, 1864; claim· 
ing that while his regiment lay there the enemy suddenly and unexpectedly 
came on them and they all rushed for their guns. In the rush and excitement 
he received said injury in his left hand, it being very dark, the night being 
lighted only by the camp fires. He is not able to state just how it was done. 
The wound was not noticed until after the excitement was over. He has 
always balieved that his hand was pierced by a bayonet. This is the only 
knowledge that he has and statement that he is able to make. He further 
claims that his rheumatism was brought on by exposure and hardships1 dampl 
cold weather, laying out all night in the rain, and other exposures inCidental 
to army life. 

Dr. Perdue, of Haverstraw, N.Y.~ whom he alleges treated him in 1865 at the 
time of the fii'St appearance of lllil aisability, in the month of October or there· 
abonts1 after the battle of Cedar Creek, is dead, and hence he is unable to get 
the evidence of this physician. He was afterwards treated by Dr. Nye, ot 
Avoca, Iowa, in 1877, which physic-ian is also dead. He was also treated by Dr. 
Carman, of the same place, in 1880. From the year 1865 up to within the last 
six years the petitioner claims he was unable for the performance of manual 
labor to the extent of about one-half, and within the past six years he has 
been totally disabled for the performance of any manual labor. A pplicant 
has been totally blind for over four years, and he alleges that his eyesight be
gan to fail from the time of his discharge. · 

One of his neighbors1 John C. W. Cool, testifies that he is personally aa· 
quainted with the petitiOner and has known him for a number of years past 
and met him almost daily after his blindness occurred, and that he knows 
him to be suffering from what he alleges to be rheumatism, complaining of 
the same every week. Christopher Armstrong also testifies by affidavit that 
he has been personally acquamted with the petitioner for eight.een years, 
and is familiar with his physical condition; that he is totally blind, and is 
without any means whatever except the :t>ension he is now receiving of $12 
per month. He has no property of any kind; that he requires the aid and 
attendance of some one continually, and that his wife is advanced in age and 
is unable to give him the attendance he 'requires. · -

H. B. Day testifies that he is a regular practicing physician and has been 
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enga~ed in the practice for fifteen years, and ha.s been claimant's family 
physician; that he is totally blind in both eyes and ha.s been so for three -or 
four years, and that the said blindness is the result of glaucoma and cataract 
of both eyes; that both eyes have been operated upon and no relief has th~s 
far been obtained, and that in his opinion _there is absolutel_y no. hope of his 
obtaining any relief in the future; that he lS de~endent on ~lS neigJ:lbors for 
aid and attention, having no property of any kind, according to his knowl
edge and belief. 

The report of the board of ~ension examiners is as follows: 
"The _petitioner suffers w1th rheumati?m in the !'houlde~s and legs, not 

b9in~ able to do any work, has so much pam after bemg on his feet, and can 
not lift arms above head; that the action of the heart is very weak, hard to 
hear at all, and can not feel its impulse; there is a pronounced obstructed 
murmur. He gets around with difficulty." 

In view of the fact that after a careful examination of all the papers and evi
dencesubmittedyourcommittee are of the opinion that the disabilities which 
at present affect him P!Obably had their origin_ in the expo_sure due to his 
service in the Army, while underthelawgoverrungthe PenswnDepartment 
he is denied a further increase of pension, having applied for the same and 
the case having been rejected, still your committee believe that the equities 
of the case warrant an increase to the extent of $30 per month. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an amend
ment. 

Amend by striking out the words, in lines6 and 7, "provided for total blind
ness " and msert in lieu thereof "$30 per month," so as to read "at the rate 
of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving." 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman in charge of this bill 
tell us whether there is any evidence that this man's blindness is 
of service origin except his own statement and belief? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it were of service origin would he not be 
entitled to a pension of $72 a month? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. But as the circumstance of 
his blindness is introduced here as a part of the case, there ought 
to be at least some presumption connecting it with the service. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. The only evidence is his own state
ment, but in view of the presumption that this trouble had its 
origin in the service, and in view of the other disabilities of the 
applicant, the committee felt itself justified according to its usages 
in recommending a pension of $30 a month. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. He is otherwise disabled? 
Mr. BAKER of Kansas. He is entirely disabled and is obliged 

to have an attendant a large part of the time. According to the 
custom adopted in our committee, if he required constantly an 
attendant and his disability could be distinctly traced to his mili
tary service to the satisfaction of the committee he would receive 
a pension of $72 a month. There is some evidence going to show 
that his present condition is traceable to his military service, but 
it is not so specific as we have in many other cases. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What is the evidence showing that his 
present disabled condition is traceable to his military service? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. The only evidence, as I have said, is 
his own statement and a presumption arising from the circum
stances of the case. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Then, his own statement is the only evi
dence tending to show that his disability is of service origin? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. That is the only statement that came 
to my knowledge in the case. • 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit a few words; and 
I call attention to what we are asked to do here to-night in this 
very case. This unfortunate individual-or fortunate, perhaps, 
in view of some of the friends that he has on this floor who have 
carried his case .thus far-never made an application for a pension 
until after the passage of the a~t of 1890. There can not be, I 
think, in the minds of any person any possible assumption that 
this man's present disability is the result of his service. The dis
ease alleged was rheumatism; and now he has become blind. He 
does not himself even allege that his blindness is the result of his 
service. You are confronted, gentlemen, with this proposition: 
If you propose to pension at high rates every ex-soldier who is at 
the present time disabled, why not come forward like men and do 
justice and equity to all? Why pick out single individuals tore
ceive special legislation in their favor? Why not do equity and 
justice in every case, and by general statute provide that every 
soldier who is at the present time disabled shall receive a pension 
of $50 a month? 

I have the reputation among some of my friends here of being 
perhaps a little factious on these questions; but I do propose, so far 
as lies in my power, to test the sense of the House in House as
sembled-by roll call if I have the power-upon cases of this char
acter; and if the House on such a roll call will determine it to be 
its policy to grant pensions in these cases, I shall say amen, but 
not until that hour arrives. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by the 
committee, there were on a division (called for by Mr. ERDMAN)
ayes 93, noes 3. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN (having counted the Honse) announced 107 

members present. 
So (a quorum of the Committee of the Whole being present) 

the amendment was agreed to. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill aB 

amended be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House? 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I believe this matter is now open 
for debate. I did not care to say anything while the amendment 
was pending; I wanted my remarks to be in order upon the merits 
of the bill. I wish simply to call the attention of the House to 
one fact in this case; if I am wrong I want to be corrected, be
cause I have had difficulty in getting the consent of my own mind 
to stand up here and speak against the application of this old sol
dier. I sincerely say that in raising objection to this bill I am 
battling against my sympathies. _ This man is blind; he is old; he 
is helpless. I would like to help him. If we were sitting here as 
a board of charities I would vote him money, and vote it liberally. 
If we had a charitable fund upon which to draw I should be glad 
to vote him relief. But, gentlemen of the committee, we are here 
representing all cla-sses of the American people, including all kinds 
of honest pension claimants and taxpayers, who have no claims 
to present. 

There are thousands and thousands of worthy soldiers in this 
country who can not get a pension such as you propose to give this 
man, although they may go into the Pension Office and show just 
the condition that this man shows, and simply because they can 
not establish the fact that the disability was of service origin. 

But, sir, that is not all that marks this case. Another precedent 
which you are establishing by forcing through a case of this kind 
is that a man may get the benefit of special pension legislation by 
simply coming before the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
making a statement, unsupported by any testimony in the world, 
simply upon his own individual allegation, upon his own unsup
ported testimony and statements, unsustained by a medieal expert, 
or by the testimony of a neighbor 01' friend, that his disease, in 
his opinion only-mark you, in his own opinion, gentlemen-is of 
service origin. His claim is not even that the disability is actually 
of service origin, but he simply alleges as his own opinion that 
such is the origin of it, unsupported absolutely by any other evi
dence or the testimony of any other human being, and yet in the 
face of all this you propose to vote this large pension to him. 

Now, that is exactly the pending case. That is what you are 
doing if you pass this bill. I simply want to call your attention to 
the fact. I do not care to argue or debate the question. I want 
you to understand that there are gentlemen on the Invalid Pen
sion Committee who, although they may represent Southern con
stituencies, constituencies in which there are now living people 
who served in the Federal Army, yet who propose to do full jus
tice to them, and who can not get the consent of their own minds 
and consciences to present the cases of their constituents for pen
sion claims of this character, with no more merit than is presented 
by the pending case. I content myself, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
with uttering my sincere protest against the partiality as well as 
the illegality and inconsistency of the pending bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no dispute as to the 
facts in this case. The gentleman from Maryland says that the 
claimant's statement is uncorroborated by further testimony. 
There is no dispute of one fact, that he bears a wound which he 
claims to be a bayonet wound in his arm or hand, and there is no 
dispute of the fact that he slept out in the cold and in the swamps, 
and served in the Army honorably--

Mr. MILES. You do not claim that his blindness originated 
from the wound in his hand? Besides that, he is being pensioned 
already for that wound at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). He. is now blind--
Mr. MILES. You do not claim that that blindness is of service 

origin? 
Mr. PICKLER. No; of course not. Because if it were he 

would get S72 a month at the Pension Office. We are to consider 
these cases on the testimony presented to us. We.must take into 
consideration the probabilities accompanying each case. 

Now, my colleague, I think, is not exactly fair in his statement 
of the facts. There is no dispute, as I have said, as to the dis
ability of the man. There is no dispute as to the total incapacity 
of this man to perform manual labor, and no dispute that he needs 
constant attendance. These facts a,re all unquestioned. 

Now, $30 a month would be the pension to a man who is inca
pacitated from the performance of manual labor. If he could 
bring proof that he was totally blind, and that the blindness was 
the result of his service, then he would get $72 a month. I appeal 
to the committee, therefore, if as fair men, if as humane men, we 
can do less under the circumstances, where this man is totally un
able to perform manual labor, where there is every reason to be
lieve that the disability is of service origin, than to give him $30 
a month under the circumstances as we find them? 

Mr. MILES. It is humanity, I concede. It is very humane. 
The question is, is it right? 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And to eaBe the conscience of 
my colleague let me say that this report is the very same report 
which was made in the last Congress by a Democratic House on 
this very particular bill. 

Mr. MILES. The last Congress was not the keeper of my con
science, thank God! [Laughter and applause.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a fav01·able recommendation. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard for a mo
m ent. [Cries of "Vote!" "Votel"J 

I intend to vote for this bill, and gentlemen can vote in a few 
moments; but there are some considerations that we ought to re
gard in considering this bill. There is very much force in the 
remarks of the gentleman from California [Mr. Loun]. I take 
the floor, therefore, not for the purpose of speaking against the 
bill; not at all, but in favor of some of my own soldier constitu
ents. I have one in my own mind at this moment, in my town, 
lying upon his bed, who can not turn himself over because of 
rheumatism. He has alleged and proved to the satisfaction of the 
Pension Commissioner that he was entitled to 818 a month for the 
disability, which originated in the service, and continued tore
ceive that until a few years ago, when, under the present admin
istration of the Pension Office, he was cut down to $12 a month 
under the act of 1890. I w.as advised a few days ago that he is 
lying upon his back, unable to tm·n over in bed. My advice to 
him is that he can not, under the present law, get over $12 per 
month. 

I have no doubt that the feeling in the Invalid Pensions Com
mittee would be to grant that soldier an increase of pension equal 
to his disability, but you will find over 6,000 private bills ah·eady 
pending before Congress. On the day before yesterday I went to 
the Invalid Pensions Committee with bills from soldier constituents 
in my district, and was advised by my colleague from Ohio, who 
had charge of the bills that I presented to the committee, that the 
number of bills was so great that they could not expect to get 
through with them at this session, and for me to select two or 
th1·ee or fom· of the most meritorious cases and have them passed 
by the committee and reported favorably to the House, and that 
in that event there would be a possibility of getting only that num
ber through at this session. 

Now, this is what I want. I want this committee to report a 
bill in favor of all soldiers who are thus disabled, such as the one 
I refer to, and hundreds and thousands of others. I want them 
to report a bill which, instead of giving only $12 a month under 
the law of 1890, will give these soldiers (all of them) such pen
sions as will compensate them for the disabilities under which 
they are now suffering, and not discriminate against other dis
abled soldiers by passing special acts for a small number of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is just what we are going to do. 
Ml·. HULICK. That is right. Let the committee do that, and 

equal and exact justice will be done. When I present bills in 
favor of my constituents, in favor of the soldiers (who are thus 
disabled), lam told, ''You can not get these bills through." Now, 
let us have a bill for the protection of other soldiers who are dis
abled equally with this one. Let us have a general bill, so that 
we can give to these men pensions sufficient for the disabilities 
under which they suffer. [Applause.] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Before the gentleman takes his seat will he 
permit a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Is the gentleman in favor of so amending the 

general law that a person may obtain a pension upon his own 
sworn statement, uncorroborated by any other testimony? 

Mr. 1IULICK. Any soldier who went out in defense of his 
country, swearing that he would defend it with his life, and can 
not obtain other evidence, then I will take his oath. [Applause.] 
The pensioner in this ca e testifies that the doctors who attended 
him immediately upon his return from the service are dead and 
he can not get the kind of evidence required by the Pension Office, 
and I think we should receive his own statement. 
. Mr. ERDMAN. I asked-the gentleman a question which I wish 

he would please answer. 
Mr. HULICK. Yes; I will do so. 
Mr. ERDMAN. You are in favor of changing the general pen

sion law so that a pe1·son upon his own sworn statement, without 
corroboration, shall be allowed a pension? 

Mr. :MILES. Provided he was a soldier, the gentleman from 
Ohio says. 

Mr. HULICK. I am in favor of changing the law so that a 
soldier can get a pension for disability, on the very best testimony 
that he can present, and if he can not get any better testimony, 
I am willing to take his own sworn statement. I am not willing 
to see him depl'ived of his pension because, forsooth, he can not 
get other evidence except his own. A man who will fight for his 
country and become disabled by wound or disease ought to have 
the most liberal and favorable consideration when we come to 
grant him a pension. r Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. '!'he question is, Shall the bill as amended 
be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

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

GEORGI.ANNA C. HALL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4182) granting increase of pension to Georgi anna C. Hall, depend
ent mother of Maj. John W . Williams, deceased, late surgeon, 
United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the InteTior be, and he is hereby

1 authorized and directed to increase the pens] on allowed under the act OI 
January 29,1887, to Georgia.nna C. Hall, as the widow of William Hall, of Com
pany B, Third Louisiana Volunteers, in the Mexican war, to a sum equivalent 
to the amount which she would be entitled to a.s dependent mother of her 
son, the late Maj . John W. Williams, deceased. surgeon of the United States 
Army, on whom she was dependent for subsistence. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, is this bill reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

A l'riEMBER. From the Committee on Pensions. 
The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment, as 

follows: 
Strike out the words "a sum equivalent to the amount whicll she would be 

entitled to as dependent mother of her son, the late 11-Iaj. John W. Williams, 
deceased, surgeon of the United States Army, on whom she was dependent 
for subsistence," and insert in lieu thereof the words " 12 per month. u 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to have the report read. 
Mr. PICKLER. This is the widow of a 1\iexican soldier, and 

$12 a month is all that is asked. Let it go through. 
Mr. LOUD. I perhaps can judge just as well about this case 

after the report is read. 
The report (by Mr. COFFIN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4182) in

creasing the pension of Georgianna C. Hall, have considered the same, and 
respectfully report as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of William Hall, who was a corporal in Company 
B, Third Louisiana Volunteer Infantry and served from May 4, 1&16, to 
August 14, 1&16. She is now in receipt of a pension at $8 per month, under 
the Mexican war service pension act of January 29, 1887. .At the time of the 
granting of said pension by the Pension Office Mrs. HallJn·oved that she was 
dependent for support upon her son (by a former marriage), John W. Wil
liams, major and surgeon, United States .Army. This son has since died, 
}l:~~g a wi!low who recmve.s the pension due on account of his service and 

Mrs. Hall is now about 75 years old and so much affected by rheumatism as 
to be unable to do any work for a livelihood. She has no property of any kind 
and no income aside from the small pension, which is insuilicien t to supply the 
necessaries of life, and she has to depend upon a widowed daughter for assist
ance. This daughter is poor and bas to depend upon her labor for suj>port. 

The facts are establislied by the te timony of Thomas A. Mitchell, George 
H. Baldwin, W. 0. Dennison, and other reputable citizens of Washington, D. C. 

Mrs. Hall, besides being the widow of a Mexican war soldier, lost a son in 
the service of his country. She is now old and needy, and an increase of her. 
pension is absolutely neces53ry to her comfortable support. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passa."'e of the bill with nn 
amendment strilring out all after the word'' to," in 'fu:te 8, and substituting 
therefor the words "$12 per month." 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask what the incentive is to in~ 
crease the pension of this widow? She is entitled to S8 a month, 
I understand, under the law. Why should an exception be made 
in . this case? .Nobody seems to know, Mr. Chairman, but I will 
read in the report a very strong appeal made to this House to 
grant this extraordinary pension: 

She is now old and neady and an increase of her pension is absolutely nec
essary to her comfortable support. 

Now, t desire to congratulate the Committee on Pensions on 
their extreme liberality here in assuming that S12 a month is go
ing to comfortably support this old lady. Of course I understand 
that I am simply getting in the way of the wheels of progress here, 
as you term it, but I do desire to call the attention of my Repub
lican friends to the condition which you are presenting to us night 
after night. While many of you, during the term that Mr. Cleve
land was President before, condemned him and raised up a con
demnation throughout the country because of his vetoing of 
pensions, let me say to you as a party, if he uses discretion in the 
vetoing of the pension bills passed by this Congress he will receive 
the applause of nine-tenths of the people of this whole country ... 
[Cries of "No!" "No!" on the Republican side.] 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I discovered long ago that if there is any 
one thing the American people love better than another it is ab
solute justice, equity, and fairness to everybody. · You are here 
picking out a few individual cases and increasing their pensions, 
and I say if President Cleveland uses due discretion in the vetoing 
of pension cases that have passed this Congress and are to pa-ss 
hereafter, that he will receive the applause of the people of this 
country because he has acted in the line of justice and equity, and 
I believe I am as good a judge of that as anybody here. 

1\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Cert-ainly. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would like to a k the gentleman 

from California if he has ever advocated the pa-ssage of a special 
pension bill? · 

Mr. LOUD. If I have ever? 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LOUD. I can not remember that I have. [Laughter.] 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is all. 
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Mr-. LOUD. l d0 not think that that question has much perti~ billw.ith the recommendation that it do pa.ss,.amended.boweyer, by adding,.

nency to this case. Everybody who has a case on the Calendar is after the word "t.welv:e,"in lineS. the words ''and allowherapenslOn rated 
the strongest advocate of any pension bill that comes up, because at $12 per month." 
he has a case behind it on the Calendar. Mr. BAKER. of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Chairman, I sub-

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. [Cries mit that that report is no such report as this House ia entitled to-
of '' Vote I "1 · rec-eive: f:uom this committee. It refers to documents in their pos-

Mr. LOUD. Gentlemen will permit me to conclude before they session for the reasons why they report the bill without stating· 
get a vote. them; to petitions which are on file without stating the purpose 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair understuod the gentleman had o:r purport of the petitions. 
concluded his remarks, and rose simply to answer the question of Mr. !tiTLES. Mr. Chairman--

, the gentleman from New Jersey. Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will allow me. 
Mr. LOUD. I have not been down yet; and I will say to the Mr. BAKERilli NewHampshire. I yieldtothegentlemanfrom 

House, if gentlemen will let me alone I will get through a great Conneeticut. 
deal quicker: I only rose for the purpose of calling the attention ~Ir. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Accompanying the report, 
of this House to the strength of the report before the House, and which the Clerk did not read, there is a full copy of the petition 
that is all there is in it- and some other statements in reference to thi s case. The com-

That she is now old and needy and an increase of her pension is absohrtely mittee. adopted as: theirs 3i report which was made by the Commit-
necessary to her comfortable supi>ort. tee on Pensions in a former Congress. ll th-e gentleman wishes, 

That is the only argument that yon give us, and that is the only the Clerk may read the balance of the report, or I will bl'iefl.y~:~tatSJ 
argument, of course, that you have. Why, I do not suppose the case as it is_ stated in the: b.a.l.a.n.ee of the report which has not 
there is a membel' of this House who is not appealed to. ev~ been read. 
time he goes into the corridor by a widow of some officer of the Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have it. 
Regular Army who pleads her case that the pension of $25 or $30 Mr. MILES. It seems. to me that thls House and this Commit-
a month now allowed her by law is not sufficient to maintain her tee of the Whole might just as well receive- theo statement of on&. 
in the station of life in which she has been accustomed to !ive. of the members of the Invalid Pensions Committee, unsupported 
That is the one argument that appeals to you, gentlemen, in many by any other evidence~ as. to receive the unsupported statement of 
cases that you will bring up hereafter. It is the only argument an applicant for a pensi-on. VIe do not seem to require any evi
that should appeal to you in this case. deuce of any kind in order to justify the passage of a special bill. 

Now, let me express to you an honest sentiment of mine-you Most of the members of the Invalid Pensions Committee are com
need not a.ccept it as yours, but it is mine-that the policy pursued rades,. old soldiers:--
in this country for the last few years, and being pursued here to • Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. This is a repo1>t from the Com
an extreme, has done more to debauch the American people than mittee on Pensions. It proposes to grant ar pension to the daughter 
ali the acts of Congress that have transpired in a hundred years of a soldier of the war of 1812~ a man who gave something mor& 
before it. Let me sa.y to you that we are appealed to upon every than two years of se-rvice. The: beneficiary under- this bill, who 
side for pensions, for every person who is now in the Government never man:iedy is the only remaining child of the soldier. She is 
service; not alone soldiers, but every person now in the .Govern- now 80 years old and dependent. The evidence shows that thee 
ment service. It is a logi-cal result of the condition you have soldier, upon his death, left a family consisting of a. widow and thi:s. 
brought about. You have encouraged the people of this country daughter without any means of support. '!'he daughter by her 
to believe that the Government must support them. . own lB,bor suppoTted the mother until the mother's decease, and 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him sinea then the- daughter has gained support by sueh manual 1'l>bor-
there? as- she- was able te perform and by the p-ublic charity of the c:i:ti--

1\Ir. LOUD. Certainly. zens of No:rwich All m.f this is set forth in the part of: the report: 
Mr. MILES. I just simply wanted to congratulate the gentle- · which has not been read. 

man that he is making that statement here, and is not m-aking it .Mr. BAKER of New Ha;mpBh:i.re. Was the widow of the soldier 
in Edinbm·gh, or Boston, England. He is, therefore, in no dange-r pensi-oned? 
of censure. Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut~ The widow of thfr soldier was 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, of couTse gentlemen understand that not pensioned. This is. the first application they have made for a 
while a member is subject to criticism, he is not anlenable for pension. 
any statement he may make in debate anywhere except in the Mr. BAKERofNew Hampshire-. It was her own fault that 
House. she was not pensioned if: the service of the soldier wa.s for th& 

Mr. :1\ITLES. And the gentleman from l'tfassachusetts is not period stated- by the gentleman. However, Mr. Chairman, my-
present, either. particular object in rising was not so mnch to oppose Iillis bill as 

Mr. LOUD. A member of th-e Hense is not responsible to any- to criticise the report. I had to-rise and ask for a statement from 
body but hi constituents. I am speaking to you gentlemen my a member of the committee in order to get any kind of basis of 
honest thoughts. You have all seen it; it is not on this alone, information upon which to vote in this case, and now the question 
not on the bill for the pensioning of wid<>ws and soldiers, but on comes up, how far are we- to continue this pension lis.t? Here we 
every hand you are building up and increasing a sen_timent in this go to a daughter of the soldier. How long will it be before we 
country that this is a paternal Government. If any person has go to a; granddaughter( The gentleman should remember that, 
by reason of . position done any service, even if he may have-been although there are-only a trifle over 100 of the pensioneTs of th& 
well paid for it, not al<>ne are you bound to support him durjng war of 1812 now surviving, there are nearly 4,000 widows pen:-
his own natural life, but to pension his widow and his children. sionedon account of that war. Are we to begin now to pension 
Now, consider this condition, gentlemen, and is it advisable to the daughters, and thengothe granddaughters? 
encourage it further? Mr~PICKLER.. Yes~ ifn.ecessary. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on agreeing to the ame-nd- Mr. :BAKER of New Hampshire. It seems to be a question 
ment proposed by the committee. how far this pensio-n: business is. to run I hear gentlemen say, 

'l'he amendment was agreed to. '' Yes; if necessary." I h-ear a great many cries around me upon 
The bill as amended was. ordered to be laid a._.qde with a favor- whichgentlemenmtheirearnes:t.s.obers.enses would not go before 

able recommendation. the people, for- the time must. soon come when we shall halt some-
MARY ANN TRACY. wheJl'e and somehow in this pension business. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. Mr ~RUSSELL of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman 
152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy~ that this. is no.t the first by any mean~ of the pensioning of the 

The bill was read, as follo.ws: daughter of a; soldier of the war oi 1812, as is stated in the report. 
I will also remind him that the beneficiary of this b-ill never mar
ried, and is now a feeble, dependent old woman of 80 years of age~ 
so that m this case there is not very much prospect of a grand
daughter coming before Congress for a pension. [Laughter.] 

Be it .enacted, e~c., That the Secretary of tJ:le Interior ~. and he is hereby. 
authonzed and directed to place on the peiiS1on roll, subJect to the provisions 
and limita~ions of the pe~on laws, ~he name of Mary Ann Tracy. as daugh· 
ter of DaVld Trac~, late lieutenant m the Thirty-seventh Regiment. United 
States Volunteers m the war of 1.812. 

Mr. BAKER-of New Hampshire. Let us ha-ve the· report read 
Mr. Chairman. ' 

The report (by Mr. HALTERMAN) was read, as follows: 
. The Co~ttee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.I52) grant
mg a pen:s10~ to ¥ary Ann '!'racy, have c<;msidere.d _the same, and report;: 
Th~ facts 1!1. this case are _fully shown~ a petitiOn numerously signed by 

promment citizens of N orw~ch, Conn., which petition is annexed. 
The. facts are also shown by the affidavits of the claimant and of Hannah A. 

~~ith, Fannie L Miner, and Thomas I. Ridgway, citizens of Norwich, 

The~e ar~ ~e-reral Pl"eced~~s for the legislation prayed for1.a.nd in view of 
age, disabilities. and necessltles of the cl.aimant, your commi-..ree return the 

Mr-~ BAKER of New Hampshize. The gentleman may be fa
miliar with that question. I do not know how that may be, but 
I presume there a:re g.ra.n.ddaughte-rs of soldiers of the war of 1812:; 
and vm:y many of them-

Mr. SULL.0WAY. 1 I would like to ask my colleague rMr-. 
BAKER] if he would be willing ·to go before the people of .& ew 
Hampshire on the basi: of what he has been saying this evening? 

:Mr. BAKER of New Harmp.shire. I would; not only on this sub
jecty but in relation to pens-ioning the remar:ried widows of sol
diers~ The people of New Hampshire wish every old soldier,. and 
every old suldier's-widow who was married to the soldier withiD 
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any reasonable time, to be pensioned and cared for; but they.do 
not propose to carry it to every line of consanguinity that can be 
discovered and to follow these soldiers' widows through their 
various and devious marriages and finally put them back on the 
pension roll. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I want to saytothegentlemanthat noman 
who has lived in New Hampshire for the last twenty-five years 
occupies any such position as he does. During all that time he 
has been a resident of the District of Columbia, which accounts 
for his position. fLaughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, upon that 
point I wish to say that my colleague has stated that which he 
does not believe and that which he never can and never will prove. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire to some facts which seem 
to indicate that he bas recently undergone a change of opinion. 
I undertake to say that he ought not to condemn the House for 
doing that which he is himself constantly urging it to do. I find 
in one single number of the Index, covering only a period of fif
teen or twenty days, that the gentleman himself has introduced 
the following private bills: 

A bill for the relief of Francis L. Abbot; a bill for the relief of 
Francis A. Beater; a bill for the 1·elief of Isaac W. Busey; a bill 
for the relief of John Ericsson; a bill to pension Annie M. Greene; 
a bill to increase the pension of Henrietta A. Lewis; a bill for the 
relief of James R. D. and William Morrison; a bill to remove the 
charge of desertion against Mason W. Presbry; a bill for the relief 
of William H. Quinn, and a bill to pension Emily M. Shaw. 

A MEMBER. Oh, pshaw! [Laughter.] 
Mr. HEPBURN. I believe that is all, but that is doing pretty 

well for seventeen days. [Laughter:l 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I am much 

obliged to the gentleman from Iowa for calling attention publicly 
to my activity in matters before the House, and I wish to say that 
nearly every one of those bills was introduced by me on my own 
motion and not by request. The parties in all but two of the 
cases he has mentioned I know of my own knowledge are entitled 
to relief at the hands of this House. They are genuine, true peo
ple, entitled to the money which they ask, for services actually 
rendered, and the Government stands indebted to them to-night, 
and has stood indebted to them for years, and it is a disgrace to 
the Government as a debtor that it has not paid them long ago. 
[Laughter.] 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 

with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1050) to 
grant an increase of pension to Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, widow 
of Lieut. Henry Whiting. . 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, 
widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting, United States Marine Corps, and pay her a 
pension of $25 per month from and after the passage of this act; and this pen
sion shall be in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

Mr. DANIELS. ~fr. Chairman, the lady whose pension this 
bill proposes to increase is the widow of a lieutenant in the naval 
service. In the discharge of his duties to the Government he was 
sent South, where his health was so seriously undermined as to 
render it necesaary that he return to a northern climate. Soon 
after his return to theN orth he contracted a cold, which developed 
into pneumonia, and in a few days he died, leaving a widow and 
two children. His widow, now receiving a pension of $17 a month, 
has applied for an increase of the pension. A bill to grant her an 
increase was before the House in December of 1894-, and was then 
passed, granting her a pension of $30 a month; but it was near 
the close of the session when the bill went to the Senate and it re
ceived no attention there-was not reported by the committee. 

An application was made at this session to the House committee 
to pass a bill giving her the same increase which was proposed in 
the bill of the last Congress; but the committee has seen fit to 
report a bill granting a pension of only 825 a month in lieu of the 
pension of $17 a month which she is now receiving under the gen
eral law. 

The evidence before the committee showed that this widow is 
entirely dependent upon her own exertions, with the exception of 
a small amount realized from the life-insurance policy of her de
ceased husband; that she has become deaf and unable to support 
herself. by manual labor, so that she is wholly dependent upon 
the assistance which may be afforded her by the Government in 
the form of a pension. The amount of increase proposed by the 
bill is only $8 a month. The case is entirely meritorious, and I 
trust there will be no opposition on the part of the committee to 
granting to this widow the additional amount provided in the 
bill. It was hoped that a larger sum would be given; but, as I 

have said, the Pension Committee has seen fit to limit the pension 
to $25 a month-an amount which certainly is barely sufficient to 
enable her, with two children dependent upon her, to secure even 
the necessaries of life. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman state whether $17 a. 
month is not the rate of pension allowed by the general law to 
lieutenants and the widows of lieutenants who served in the war 
of the rebellion? 

Mr. DANIELS. I can not answer the gentleman. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I think it is. 
Mr. DANIELS. That is the amount allowed to this widow by 

the Pension Bureau. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. That is the amount, I understand, fixed by 

the generallaw-$17 a month for a lieutenant or a lieutenant's 
widow. Now, what reason is there that this widow should re
ceive more pension than the widow of any other lieutenant who 
served during the war of the rebellion? 

Mr. DANIELS. I do not think that she is to receive more. She 
is entirely dependent upon her own exertions. In view of the dis
ability that has come upon her, the loss of hearing, she is cer
ii$tinly in a sad condition to provide for herself and her family. 

Mr. HULL. Are her children young? 
Mr. DANIELS. They are under 16 years of age. 
Mr. HULL. Then for each of them she receives $2 a month. 
Mr. DANIELS. But that pension will be extinguished when 

they reach the ao-e of 16. 
Mr. HULL. is it not ~ue that under the general law this 

widow would receive but $17 a month, and that the law pensions 
no widow on account of her disability? 

Mr. DANIELS. I think not. 
Mr. HULL. A widow is pensioned on account of the service of 

her husband. 
Mr. DANIELS. And also on account of her own disability. 
Mr. HULL. I have in my district two widows of liep.tenants 

who are receiving $17 a month; they think they can not live on 
that, and want more, but I have told them I believe they ought 
to stand 'with all others of the same class. 

Mr. DANIELS. They are probably not disabled, as this widow 
is. During the last session of Congress there was apparently no 
objection to allowing this widow a pension of 830 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Why has she never applied to the Pension 
Bureau for the increase of her pension? 

Mr. DANIELS. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro
lina that she can not receive any more there. This bill proposes 
simply to give her $8 a month more than she now receives. 

Mr. TALBERT. She would not be allowed the increase at the 
Pension Bureau? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. As I was about to state, when a bill 
covering this same case was up at the last session-the 1st or 2d 
day of March, 1895-there was substantially no objection raised 
to giving this widow a pension at the rate of $30 a month, but 
at the present session when the committee came to review the 
facts and circumstances they agreed to increase the pension to 
only $25 a month, and that is all she is at present asking at the 
hands of the House. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
a question. I know the gentleman to be absolutely fail·, and de
sires to be absolutely just in all cases. I will give the gentleman 
full credit for that, and think we all do so. I would like to ask 
him if he does not think that this is establishing a dangerous prec
edent? 

Mr. DANIELS. I should think not. I should say to the gen
tleman from California that itjs not a dangerous precedent. It 
is a precedent that seems to me to be justified and more than . 
justified by the circumstances in the case. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the drcumstances of the case must be her 
own condition, and if that rule is to be applied to everybody, why 
should it not be equitably applied, and equally applied, to every 
other woman in the country? 

Mr. DANIELS. To every woman throughout the country who 
is similarly situated I should say yes, it should be applied. But 
this is. a peculiar case. It is a case of singular hardship on ac
count, in the first place, of the loss of her husband by death, and 
then the loss of her own hearing subsequently. 

Mr. LOUD. Did he die a natural death? 
Mr. DANIELS. He died from the effects of his service. I have 

substantially stated the case, Mr. Chairman, as it was established 
by the proofs before the committee. They have reported in favor 
of the allowance of this amount, as the former committee did in 
favor of the allowance of $30 per month. It seems to me, in my 
judgment, to be an extremely meritorious case. I trust that 
there will be no serious difficulty or objection on the part of the 
committee in sustaining the claim of this pensioner. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques
tion, with his consent. The gentleman is a good lawyer and 
understands his duty as a member of this body. I would like tO 
ask him if he believes that under his obligation as a Represent. 
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tive on thiB floor he has any legal right, any legitimate or just 
right, to be generous with the money of the people of the United 
States? 

Mr. DANIELS. I do not consider this to be a matter of mere 
generosity. I consider it a case that appeals to the justice of the 
committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, surely, if it appeals to the justice of the 
House, the relief ought to be furnished under the general law. 

Mr. DANIELS. The law seems to be deficient in this respect, 
and the Pension Office can not allow her a pension under the law. 
They can not allow her even a fair measure of compensation for 
the purpose of meeting her necessities. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this 
question. I believe that all who have served with me on this 
floor will beru.· me out in the statement that I have always favored 
liberal pensions in all cases. 
. But, Mr. Chairman, I feel, in justice to my position, that I must 
draw the line in these cases between pensioning a soldier for dis
ability and pensioning a widow for disability. We have a very 
large number of widows in this country who are poor and de
pendent; they need help, for · they have no means of subsistence 
excepting their own labor and the pittance they receive from the 
Government, whatever it may be. Whenever a private soldier 
dies from the effects of his service, his widow can get a pension of 
$12 a month under the general law; whereas if the soldier dies 
from any cause and the death could not be traced directly to the 
service, these widows get but $8 a month, and that is all they can 
get under the law. 

Here is a widow whose husband was an officer in the Army and 
who draws a pension of $17 a month, or a little more than twice 
as much as the widow of a man-a private soldier-unless his 
death can be traced directly to the service. I concede that $17 a 
month is not a luxurious living. But I concede that $8 a month 
is still less luxurious living; and if we are to pension the widows 
of certain grades of officers in the Army, we should pass a general 
law to enable every widow of every lieutenant who died from 
wounds or injuries received in the service, whose death was trace
able to the service, to draw this pension of $25 a month. 

But this committee can not go into the question of the disabili
ties of widows and pension them. If they do that they can run 
the pensions up to $72 a month. What I wish to say in this con
nection is, that whenever the Committee on Invalid Pensions re
ports in favor of pensioning the soldier himself I have always been 
found in favor of it and voting for it. I have always been liberal 
in my views of pensions. I would rather give ten men pensions 
that are not entitled to it than to deprive one honorable soldier of 
a pension who is entitled to it. But when it comes to pensioning 
the widows I want a rule that we can stand by in all places. 

And I want to say to the committee here and now while I am on 
mr,feet that when we find ourselves in this Committee of the Whole 
mth bills coming before us pensioning the widows of distinguished 
men who died, not in the service, granting pensions ranging from 
$75 to $100 or $150 a month, men who were not connected with the 
Army in any way in twenty-five years, I shall vote against them 
and I shall take occasion to speak against them every time. 
[Applause.] 

And I want to say I do it in the interest of my comrades. I 
believe in doing justice to them, but I do not believe in going out 
all over the country and taking cases where men have died while 
happening to hold high office, or immediately after going out of 
office, and .placing their widows above those of all of our com
rades, and giving them pensions that will enable them-to live in 
luxury while the widows of our comrades are living in poverty 
and distress. [Applause.] I do not want to be understood in the 
mind of any man as not being willing to do absolute justice to all 
these classes, but I do want to· enter my protest, and back it by 
my vote, against entering upon any system that will pension 
widows on account of their disabilities, or on any account except 
because they are widows of soldiers, and then in each case give 
the widow the pension that the law provides. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, I may say in answer to what 
the gentleman has just said that there is no danger, certainly, of 
this widow living in luxury upon a pension of $25 a month . . It is 
to be remembered that she has two children who are now receiv
ing $2 each per month. That will cease when they are 16 years 
of age. She has to educate and clothe these children as well as 
herself. They are dependent upon her for a respectable training 
for their future lives, and unless the Government is willing to do 
something to aid and assist her promoting these objects, which 
she of her own ability is entirely unable to promote, then of 
course no person can say what will be the hiBtory, or what may 
be the lamentable consequences to these unfortunate children, as 
well as to this unfortunate widow, who has been thus left in early 
life by the premature death of this lieutenant in the service. 
:· Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I have not cast my vote in Com
mittee of the Whole at any-time in opposition to any pension. 
Neithe~ do I want to; but it has seemed to me that this is estab-
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lishing a very dangerous precedent, and I do not believe this bill 
should be voted on to-night. I think by common consent it ought 
to be allowed to go over, and we ought to give it the considera
tion it deserves. I agree with the gentleman fTOm Iowa (Mr. 
HULL]. Now, the fact in this case is that we are asked here in 
this special instance to pension the widow of a soldier at $25 a 
month when there is no different reason in her case from what 
might be given with equal force in thousands of other cases. 

This special pension legislation. should be addressed to special 
cases, where the proof is incomplete and can not be made com
plete, so that the committee, having considered all the facts, are 
willing in those instances to apply the equities because they are 
just and right; "Qut those are special cases that can be reached in 
no other way, and the particular province of this special legisla
tion ought to be confined to that kind of relief. There are hun
dreds of meritorious cases before this Pension Committee, and I 
venture the prediction that, if we continue this kind of policy, 
when this session adjourns there will be thousands of special 
cases that would come under special provisions which will not be 
touched, and there will be case after case of this character that 
never ought to pass this House under these conditions. 

As has be~n said here, we are not sitting in this Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of offering charitable relief to special 
cases of this character. After listening to the learned gentleman 
from New York (Mr. DANIELS], the substance of his claim is that 
this widow needs money. I should be glad to give it to her, so far 
as I am concerned. I am willing to go to the extent of voting for 
the enlargement of all the pensions of widows in this great coun
try; but this is a bad, pernicious example. This ca,s:~e ought not to 
be passed upon until we have considered it to such an extent that 
we have made up our minds that we will follow that precedent. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous·corisent that that bill may be 
pa-ssed for the present, so that we may have an opportunity to 
consider it until the next session, and that it be not forced upon 
us at .this tiine. I do not want to vote against it. I do not say that 
I will, but I think the committee ought to have time to consider 
this fully before they undertake to establish this precedent. 

Mr. GIBSON. Movetorecommitit. · 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked--
Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested to me, and I 

will make the motion, that this bill be recommitted to the com
mittee for further consideration and report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that motion in 
Committee of the Whole. 

:Mr. HULL. We can make that recommendation. 
Mr. BLUE. Would it not be in order to move that the commit

tee report it back to the Hou~e with the recommendation that it 
be recommitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. · That motion would be in order. 
Mr. BLUE. That is what I intended to move. 
Mr. DANIELS. Certainly this is a very ungenerous and illib

eral view to take of this bill, which was passed by the last Con
gress without any substantial objection at the rate of $30 a month. 
If a Democratic Congress can be actuated by sentiments of justice 
and fairness to that extent, I see no reason why this committee 
should withhold the application of the same principle. 

The bill was ordered to be reported back to the House with the 
recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

JOHN DALTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H . . R. 
3221) granting a pension to John Dalton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted etc., That the name of John Dalton, of Lamar, Mo., who was 

employed as a teamster in the Quartermaster-~neral 's Departmeut during 
the war of the rebellion, and who, while serving as such in the line of his duty, 
was wounded in the left thigh by a musket ball at and during the battle of 
Marks Mill, Ark., on the 23d day of April, 1864, and who filed his application 
for pension on account thereof on the 25th day of August, 187:3, be inscribed 
upon the pension rolls of the United States, Rubject to the restrictions and 
limitations of the general pension Ia ws, with the same title to pension as jf he 
f~d0~et~ dJ!r~~~~g;8~ustered into, and discharged from the ~ilitary serv· 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read 
the report, and after the report shall have been read I will offer 
an amendment in lieu of the committee amendment. 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
~) granting a pension to John Dalton, submit the following report: 

John Dalton was employed as a teamst-er in the Quartermaster-General's 
Department at St. LouiS, Mo.J March 1, 1864, and was sent from St. Louis to the 
barracks at Little Rock, ArK. He was a teamster in the ammunition train 
of General Steel in his expedition through Arkansas, and was sent with other 
teamsters from Washington, Ark., to Pine Bluff, Ark., for supplies, and 
while on the way, at Marks Mill, Ark., on the 23d day of April, 1864\ the com
mand was attacked by Confederate troops, the engagement being KilOWll as 
the battle of Marks Mill, Colonel Drake commanding the Union forces. Dur
ing the battle John Dalton, while in the discharge of his duties as teamster, 
was wounded in the left thigh by a musket ball. 

He was taken prisoner and afterwards paroled and sent to the hospital at 
Pine Bluff, Ark. He was then transferred to the hospital at Little Rock, Ark., 
and subsequently discharged from duty. He made application for pedsiw to 
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the Deuartr:nent, amd .hls claim.. was l'e;ieuted becauae.he was net an enlistBd 
:m.a,n. llis-varole is on file at the Pension 0ffl.c.e, ana the reoordB of the- Q.uar
terma.ster-General's Office show his enrployment.asateamster-fromJune 1 to 
October 31, 1863,.and.fromMllrch.L to May{ll;,J.S&. T.he·reporl:'af the Sn:r~reon
GeneraLshow& his admission. to the-hospital at Little- Rocl! and his tl-eatment 
thereat for gunshot: wound. Tha evidence. a.l,so s!l.ows. that the musket. bali 
has never been removed from his thigh, and hiS' leg-is so badly disabled by
reason thereof. that he is u:nable to perlorm.mannal. labor. 

The committee- therefore report the- bill bll.ckwitli the.!ollow;fug amend-
ments, to.. wit: -

Strike <m.ta.ll the words between. the word "six:t:y-fuur," itrtne-ninthlfne, 
and the words "be inscribed," in the elev;enth.line of' said bill; and strike 
out all after the words "general pension-la.ws," in the- thirteenth. line-, and 
insert after. said words in the thirteenth line the words." at $12.."P61' mouth." 

The committee recommend that the bill-when so amended do 'Qa.ss.: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wilLnow :z:eport the amendment_ 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk.read as follows-: 

· waa'm the Arm:y; anttknows-:w:~g about. soldier~ a;ncl teamsters-· 
wmrld ma.He· such- ~statement as; the· gentleman from Ma.nyla.nd. 
has when he compares a teamster, hired by the month, whO>could 
quit when he-pleased!, a.n.iU q_u.it the ~'with a :m.anwho.enlisted 
and whO? had to- go into battJe The teamster did_ not ha-ve-t.o-go. 
into battle if he did not want to, and he incurred no da~. 

Mr. MILES. But this man-did go in:te"battle:. 
Mr. PICKLE;R. I dn not. yield. I. refu.se- to- yield._ When the. 

~tleman• com-paTes-a teamste:n to, a. sel-dier and gets' up here- and 
:grates abeut. I!Utting a. man·whftnever was enlisted on the pension 
'l'ell OR an equality with the enliste.d seldien it. shows; that he- waa 
born since the war. [Applause.l 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this. is- entil:e-ly; ce.nsistent. .A,teamster.is 
doing well if he.-- gets en. the- pension roll at all, aru1 no tea.m~r 
and-, n.o man~who i8 not an enlisted. ma.n:,_, doe£1,g_et. en the :ge-nsion: 

Aft& the wm~ci" tha~' in line- 3 of thaamanded bill. insert the words "'the roll unless he was wounded in the Army_ This-man was shot: He 
Secreta~y of the- Interior be and he is hereby, authorized and directed to + li++l~ .J! •t th t f th t t gut H 
piaoouponthepensionrolls-oftheU'nited.-States"; also,beginninginline-9, gou.a ~w.ttmore-oxlJ an m.os o a. ~ams:ru:B · ewas 
strik.e out all thewerds aft~ "sixty-fuur.." and insert" atthe-ra.taof$12per- shot, and- wa&in the-h.os.pitaJ., an.d.:-tb.e cemmittee· conclmled~ that, 
month." a& he was- at the-- :front and was: wollllded, even the ugh he was- a,, 

Mr. PICKLER. Vote. teamster and not an en.listed man, acnd therefore- had been, refu.seQ. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. May I ask the- gentleman..from Missouri a a pension by the Pension Office, he ought to· be pensioned at the 

question? rate of $12· a ;month. It is a. fail" andlibsiral Rensiont.~a.nd.any.oon~ 
Mr. CROWTHER.. Certainly. e-nlisted man- is- doing extremely well to get such a :pEm£Uon; and 
Mr. McCLELLAN. This- is an e-xceedingly me-ritoriou case, the-refore I beg th.at the gentleman from Ma!!yland will net sa.y 

and when my friend. reports a case it is- exceedingly me-ritorious. that· there is any inconsistency in pensiening at 330, a- month. a re-al: 
Mr. CROWTHER. Thank you. soldie.1·, an- enlisted man who was- we1un.deft, and ·then get up and. 

-Mr. McCLELLAN. Why shouldnot this man, who was a.con-- shed crocodile tears over the case Gf a tea:inster. f.Applau.se.l 
tract employee, I grantt but who stood up and fought like-a man Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman.ha und-ely 
m defense- of the United States propei:ty, be granted a pension critieised my- remarks. I am. a very. eaamest man: 3ill.'Elsyea1E. earn
according to ·the injuries he received, whic-h would, give him a esti-y. f dfl not claim to be a military-man, but, I have the·fa£ts
larger pension than 812-a month?- staring me.ilttlie faee,from the repor~_tha:t ,this man beax s~me-

Ml.·. CROWTHER.- Inasmuchras the- applicant applied under thing in his perso.It.whieh,e-ven thech.ai1:mano:fi.the·C0mmittee-m1 
the law of1B90 for a pension and hi& ap-plie.ati€>n was. reiected at Invalid P~nsions., an ex-soldier, does not bear,. a. bullet ifr, hia 
the Pension Bureau for the reason tb4tt he- was not an enlisted· thigh, received in the: service of his coullt;py 1 want to sayfur~ 
man and that he was willing to abide by that, the subcommittee ther that I.am n0:-milita.ry: anarohist. I ha:v-e n.aver,1 eithw in the 
thought it only proper to go as fa:r as the: applicant desired to go, -<Jmnmittee on· Inv-alid: Pensions· or on th'i&flaor, advoea~the pay
and so reported. ment. of the same. pensions to plain_ and· simple seldie~ th t I 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does not the- g£mtleman think that it would pay to men,. of. high r.a,.nk in the- ser.vice:of their country. 
would bejusti~e to this man, who--stood up and' fought like- arman, Mr; PI8KLETh. .· That is' where-the-gen-tleman is<wllong; 
tv be placed on the pensionrroll& at the rate bis injuries WQuld: en- Mr. MILES. L.never·advocate<t that~ bu~ithe1 gen.tleman· from 
title him to? South Dakota- did: advoeate- that unti1 tar-night, and 1,think his-

Mr. CROWTHER. The subcommittee ·investigated it in the: change :isanoflhBr-illu.stra.tion1 that the:"ga-lleEt jadawinees,'" fior. 
light of justice, recommended:thi&amount in the li~t of justice, wh-en. his ineonaisten:eies-aT&·pointOO.. out h~ g-oes ba~k upon.. his
and ask this committee to pass the bill as reported, With too amtm:d- fm':mar reeord;_an.d then. stan.rl.B-1 UJJ her..e: anti tries te. put m in & 
ment that I have ju.st offered, so as.d;a conform with the general false position. 
run of pension· cases that we- are passing; Mr. PI0.KLER .. What f01'1BBJ: 1•econd'.have :t.gone,baek on? 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman,. I simply want again to .call. atten- M.r. M.ILES. You ha:ve alwa¥S protested agntinst paL,Y.ing I.lt'oyer., 
tion to the fact that this Hou.se in its pension legislation:act like; pensions te gene1·aJ.s.·or.the widows-o..fi gm1erals who,had Jreudered 
a board of charities, except that it baa no weU:regula.ted mles distinguished:sel!Vices. to. their- oountny, on the gr.otl.Ildr tb~t-it,to.ok 
and is never consistent; This man; according.-to the report which away pensions· from· the cm<>n seldie£sL, 
my friend makes, is disabled and. has a musket, ball which. he M;r; PICKLER YeS'; that is- right. l have! pPe:tes-tedr in th& 
receivedin the service still in his thigh, and that: disables him, In-valid Pen.sions Committ and elsewheret ag-ain&t p~und~ 
and yet this-Committee of the Wh<>l-e having-vot.ed $30 a. mon.th pensions ta gen$als- and.! their- wid.ows,. ~ li ;x:p.eet to1 protest 
this very night_ t.o a man who could. not- tra;ce his disease tu service against. it EAppl:ause1] But the. gentleman nom MarY.la.wi, I 
oxigin, and who can not-pro-ve his-case. by any living witness except. tbin.k, always votes.fol:'the highest pension fB:r the general or tha 
himself, proposes to put this- soldier, because, forsooth:; he_ was- widow of a gene1·al. I am in favor of doing fairly bythe~ pnti 
only. a humble. teamster,. upon;. th · pension list'- at~ a month. am not in ·fuvor,ergiving:them,th.ree:ol1 fuu'l' times as- much, pen
We will not be consisten~ L made.- the effort. here. last Friday- Bien propt>rtionatecy as, I woul-d. give· to a prhrate-~ soldier. 'Dlat 
night, and I make it again, to have this House legislate in a e:on- is; my-position in the ln.-valid l?ens):ons 8ommittee- ::mdo:a this.ftoor .. 
sistent way. I care not so much about the oharacter of this pen- Mri MILES~ That:is- all. right. I r.-eeognize rank in the-· milir 
sian legislation in any- other resP.ect. as I do ahout its inconsis- tary se-rvice: just as I Wit in tb.et oivil. se-rvie&. e. w.ork , on that 
tency. · principle in the civil service,_ and 1 r.~og.n:iz& it. in:· th&. military 

I did not seek, Mr. Chairman, an assignment to the- C"ommittee service. We- are not d.:i.w.us ing tha:.t q._ues:tion· now. 
on Invalid Pensions. I curse the day I received. that assignment, Now; Mr:- Chairma.n:, I ditl.no.b want to g~t into. a collo_qu with 
all the more, Mr. Chairman, because Hind myself utterly unable-- my friend th,B chairmanro£ th.e·In-v..alid.PeDBions Com.m.ittee. 
to preserve- fm: myself the ap-pearance of consistency.: before the· Mr; IDCKS:. May- I ask the- gentleman a .q_uesti<m? 
countr-y. Because when I stand up here and appear to this ffous.e Mr. M.ILES. Yes; sir. 
Ifind members,even the chairman.ofthe..committee, readytocry Mr. IDCKS. What is the--gentreman's obj_ee.tio.n.· to the- bill 
'='Votel" ''-Vot&L11 when my effort i&not to reach his- ears, not to, underrconsider.ation? 
reach the-ears of the othersid'e of·this H'<::mse1wlio·do not-seem to 1\f'r. MILES. I have no objection:to it, Ltl.linklsta.ted wb:il&. 
want to be consistent, but my effort is to reach. the p~eople. of tlris ago tha-t Erose WI! the:·punpose of advo.c.atingdt. 
country, the taxpayers of this country, and that large. class of Mr. HIGKS. -'lihen, Mr. Qhahman, I oall. the gf}ntlemoo. to 
poople, of which I am one., born, or arrhn.ng at tlie age of manho.od. , order. H -is: out: of orden i£ he i&...no.t talking, tG.- the quasti:ou he-
since the war,. a body composing. tha majority of tlie A.me:tican. for& th-e committee. , 
people, and a ma-jority of. the tax-paying peopl~ of this country. Mr. MILES. , Very eUL will see whethe-r, Lam.s,out of. order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say her~ thatri am not-fighting [Laughtel!.]l . 
this pension. claim. r shall vote for it-, and' vote f.br it· cheerfully.. The· C.HAIR.MAN. The gentleman, fr;OJiil , ,Marylaad is entitled 
The. only objection_ I make to it is that. when I. vote- for it- at..$12 t ·the floor and is ;entit~d to p:toeeed without. intm·r;u.ption .. 
a month I am not putting myself in a proper attitude befere this: ·Mr;-,:MI.LES. So my. friend fz:<>ms PBnnsylvania is out of, e:rtler 
cOliD.try because, it- appears, not-ll.aring- :i yea.and':..IIary· vote. on. lii:mself; and-wiJ:l Rlease.take:bis sallt:until I get :through. ~LJwg)l_..., 
thebill_ pas.sedawhile~ agograntingacpensi'O'n..atSSO'a.m.Ontli,.tJiat- ~} · : '· . 1.1 

pe-rhaps,_ uril~ss I ao:r pe-rmitte(l;to~maka-tlris!sta.tement,•it-sbGnld' J\1r ffi'()K$;, Will't-M gentlematn a.llew me 3ill.Otb.B:t , que~.t±on? 
go to the emmt:ryth.at, as a mem.beroftha-Ih-valid:Pen&.mJ;S' .Oom~ . :M.:c.MILES. . ··N-0 sir.; I will npt, ,b.ec.all!Se yo:u J,:oss, ~whilp· ago 
mittee of this· Hou.se,. r favored. ar pensio-n. e.llliful.o.ff $3f.lio-a... mQilt'h ostensibly- for.: tne-·pna,JJOB,ij. ot asking. ma a. qu,~~ b;at mall~ 
that was not half so meritoriou:a-a.s.'ifuis oo.e. , w.itli.arview:rof-eallingrme to order. 1 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr: Chai:rman,.it:::is:::avideltiithat: the. gentre- 'Tha.QH:A;JB,:JS£.A:N; . 'Jllie,gentlem&n.fr.om Marylsn.d i& entitlad 
man has- Q.een. boiD... sin~e- tiie war;; [Laughter.! _ N-o. man wlio ta tb& :ffuor;,_ 
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Mr. MILES. Now, Mr. ChairmaJl, I simply want to-emphasize

fh:is, point again. It does not make any difference to me whether 
it finds a lodging place-in the minds of gentlemen over there or 
not. I am not talking to you, gentlemen; I am talking to the 
country. [Jeers and laughter.) That is itt Jeer and laugh! 
That is your privilege, and it seems to be y(}ur highest ideal of a 
legislator to· jeer and. laugh when a man has the: floor on this side. 
Go on~ I dO' not care. anything about that. 

A MEMBER. It depends on the style of man. 
Mr. MILES. That is a very polite remark! I would like to 

lmow from what State it comes. I know the manner of man, but 
I-should like to know .what section of the rountry produces such 
a man. 

Now, Mr •. Chairman,__! did not get up to objectto this bill of 
my friend from Missouri rMr. CROWTHER), my colleague on the 
committee. I did rise, as t said: for the purpose of reaching the 
ear of the country. Gentlemen may 3eer at that remark just as 
much as they please, but I want again to calL the attention of the 
people of this countrJ; to the-fact that this Invalid PensiollS Com
mittee and. this House, sitting as a Committee of the Whole, and 
this Congress have no well-regulated rule. My f1-iend sitting be
hind me bears me out in the-statement that in these pension cases 
we are governed by no 1·ule of conduct whatever. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this man lives in 
my <listriet, and I introduced this bill. He was a teamster, and, as 
this report states, was wounded. Under the law of 1862 he wonld 
have been entitled to a pension if he couid have proved up his case 
prior to the1st day of January, 1874. He made application under 
the law in 1878; but owing to his inability to obtain certain testi
mony he was not able to complete .his claim, and it was subse
quently rej.e.cled for the reason that he was not an enlisted man. 
I went to the Pension Office; I sat down by the table of the Com
missioner of Pensions, and, with the aid of his private secretary, 
went through this man's record. And then and t4ere, in the 
presence o:t the Commissioner,_ his private secretary made the 
remark: "That man ought to have had his uension, and it ought 
to date back to 1873_,. when he made his application." 

I drewthis bill upon that theory. But I am not here to make 
any exaggerated claims for teamsters. I do not claim that this 
teamster was any better than any other teamster; neither am I 
willing to admit that he was any worse. I am not here-to demand 
that he .shall have a pension dating back to the time of his appli
cation. Great God! I am willing to get anything for him:. The 
man will <lie and be buried_ without receiving anything, unless 
we act promptly. Therefore, without questioning any man's mo
tives, I am willing to take what the- committee is willing to let 
him have. 

Mr. ERD.M!N. Mr. Chairman, I was disposed veryfavorably 
toward this bill, but the remarks of the gentleman who has just 
taken his _ seat have . raised a very serious doubt _ in my mind. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Why, my friend, what have I said? 
Mr. ERDMAN. I will tell you what you have said. You have 

said thatthisman~ underthegenerallaw,madeanapplication and 
was for some Teason :which you have not stated rejected; .and that 
does not appear in this report. · 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. You did, not hear me, my friend. 
I said that the man was not able to complete his proof by the 1st 
of January, 1874. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges
tion in favor of this applicant? Was.:not the reason of. the rejec-
tion the fact that he was not an enlisted man? . 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The 1st of January, 1874, having 
gone by, his application was rejected because he was not an en
listed man. 

Mr. MILES. I simply wanted to make a suggestion-although, 
in the estimation of certain ironical gentlemen on the other side, 
it seems to depend altogether upon what som·ce the suggestion 
comes from aB to whether it has any value-I wanted to make a 
suggestion in the intereet _of this humble soldi~r. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly; under the general law 
of 1862 ·31 tea:mster, wounded as this man was, was entitled to a 
pension, provided he prosecuted his claim to a conclusion by the 
1st day of January, 1874. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I understand that. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. He was not able to .complete his 

proof within the time limited, because he could not find the wit
nesses. The limitation of time having gone by, his application 
was rejected simply because he was a nonenlisted-man. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And for twenty-three years .he has been en
deavoring to get the proof! Is that it? 

;Mr. BUltTON of Missoul'i. He was. endeavoring to get the 
proof for a number of.yea.rs. · 

A MEMBER. But he did prove up. . 
. J,\11:. Bl];ij.'J'ON of Missouri. Yes. And I know personally that 
with his cl'ippled leg he is obliged, when he undertakes:to walk, 
to drag himself alo:ug. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question iH on the substitute offered for 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 1 am. not, sure that I know what 
that is. 

Mr. CROWTHER. It sim:Qly makes this bill conform to the. 
other special bills which we are passing. 

1\'Ir. BURTON- of Missouri. Very well; I take the word of my 
fl'iend. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the- amendment of the com
mittee as amenQ.ed was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably rep(}rted to 
the House. · 

LYDIA A. TAFT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H• B 
577) granting a pension to, Lydia A~ Taft.-

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

authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi
sions and limitations of the pension. laws. the name of Lydia A. Taft as the 
widow of Lowell Taft, late a private in Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteers. 

The amendment of the committee- was read, as follows: 
In line 5 of the bill strike out the words "pension laws." and insert'' act of 

June27, 1890." 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Cliairman, in the absence of my col* 
league, Mr. PooLE', I wHl take the liberty of making a brief stat-e
ment in reference to this bill. It is a pension for a divorced widow, 
but represents a ve1·y exceptional case. 

She never remarried after she had obtained a divorce. Her 
husband was a drunken beast, and she got. her dtvorce from him 
chiefly upon the ground of extreme cruelty. Afte1·wardg she 
helped to support him-after obtaining a divorce--and he died 
subsequently in the Soldiers' Home1 and was buded at her ex
pense. I think that it iR so exceptional a case that there ought not 
to be any objection to its-passage, and in justioe to the claimant 
I ask the reading of the report in my time. 

The report (by Mr. PooLE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whonr was refei'-red the bill (H. & 

57"{) granting a pension. -to Lydia A. Taft; report as follows: 
The evidence before the committee shows-that Lydia A. Taft was mal"ried 

on September· 29,1858, to Lowell G. Taft, who served as a private in Com
pany G, Eighteenth Connecticut Volunteers, from August 21, 1862, to June 27, 
1865. The soldier was a pr:isonerin the hands of the enemy for six months of 
the time covered by his long term of service. . 

The said Lydia-A. '!'aft lived with the soldier as his wife from Septembel" 
29'; 1858, untiLFebrnary 12~ 1882, at which time sha obtained a divorce from 
him on the ground of his habitual drunkenness and failure to a1ford her sup-
port. While she has not lived with said Taft since the granting of said 
divorce, she has from time to time contributed from her slender means 
toward his support. The soldier died at the Soldiers' Home at N oroton.~~., 
Conn. in January, 1891. His remains were taken to his former home ann 
buri;;d at the sole-expense of his former wife. The soldier· neve!' received a 
pension. 

It appears from the evidence before your committee that Lydia .A.. Taft is 
in advanced years, in poor health, and that she is poor-her net ineome from 
a small piece of property owned by her being but S70.97per annum. 

In view. of the facts clearly shown by the testimony-, the long and horror
able service of the soldier, the fact that the said Lydia :A. Taft was his wife 
during that-service, suffering privation and anxiety on account of the same, 
her continued care for him up to his death, and then providing and paying 
for-his burial, together. with her age, failing health, and present need, your 
committee recommend that the bill be-amended by striking out, in line 5 the 
WOl'dB "pension-laws," and inserting. in lieu thereof the words "act of J'Ulle 
27, 1890," and that the bill as amended do pass. _ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The-bill as. amended was laid aside with favorable recommenda:. 

tion. 
HORACE TOWNSEND. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 136) 
granting an increase of pension to. Horace Townsend. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted: etc., That the Sect•etary of the Interior be, and he is hereby .. 

authorized and direded to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and linlitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace- Townsend, L'l-te of 
Company A, Tenth New Hampshire Volunteer Infan"tt"Yf and \)aY him a pen
sion at the rate of $50 pe.r month, in lieu of that he is now rece1ving. 

The report (by. Mr. SULLOW.A.Y) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom. was referred the bill (S.136) 

granting increase of pension to Horace Townsend, having carefully consid
ered the same, and adopting the accompanying Senate report (No. -ID) as their: 
own, respectfully report the bill back to the Honse with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

[Senate Report N-o~ 46, Fifty-fourth Congress1 first session. J 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.136) grant

ing an ;i.Dcreaae of penaion to Ho1•ace Townsend, have examined the same and 
report: 

Claiinant under this bill WitS a member of Company- A, Tenth New Ramo
shire Volunteer Infantry, serving from August 5, 1862, to May 31, 1865-, at 
which latter date he was discharged from hospital in consequence o-f a. gun
shot wound of the foot. 

Soldier was first pens:ioned at $2' pe1• month, whictr was wooessively ill
ci-eased as the ·wound became worse to $i, ·$8, $12, $16, and $17: Abont six 
years and a half ago soldier had abscesses (or carbuncles) on the head, whkh. 
1t is believed was the result of blood poisoning from the wound, and from 
which, it is alleged, his eyesight became affected. Certain it is that- from 
some cause the- eyes beca.Ine seriously affected, total blindness resulting in a> 
few months after the abscesses first appeared. Soldier has been totally blind 
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for six years. Since the close of his Army service he lost the left forearm as 
a result of accident, so that now he is in an exceedingly deplorable condition. 

Application was made for increase on the ground that the blindness re
sulted from blood poisoning. The medical board at Nashua, N.H., gave it 
as their opinion that he was entitled to $50 per month; the medical board at 
Manchester, N. H.1 rated him at$72 per month, and the medical board at Con
cord, N.H., said: ' It is our opinion that claimant's blindness is a result of 
his gunshot wound." 

Had this opinion been accepted claimant would have been granted $72 per 
month, the rate for total blindness. But notwithstanding the judgment of 
these three medical boards, before whom the claimant personally appeared, 
the medical referee of the Pension Bureau refusea to accept blindness as a 
result of pensionable causes, and the claim was rejected. 

Your committee is clear in the opinion that this is an entirely meritorious 
claim., and therefore report the bill back favorably with a recommendation 
that it do vass. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. What is the amount of pension granted by 
the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Fifty dollars a month. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor

able recommendation. 
ALBERT ELLIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis. 
· The bill was read, as follows: 

Be enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Ellis, 
late of Company K, Twelfth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $24 per 
month, in lieu of the pension that he is now receiving under certificate num
bered 301358. 

Mr. WOOD. I ask that the report in this case be read. It is 
quite brief and cites the facts in the case. · 

The report (by Mr. WooD) was read, as follows: 
In the case of Albert Ellis (H. R. 708), Twelfth Kansas Volunteers, the evi

dence submitted shows without any controversy; 
1. That Ellis served from August 2{), 1862, to May 26, 1865, and has an honor

able discharge and record. 
2. That he now is suffering from granulated sore eyes, and is totally unfit 

· for manual labor. 
3. That this disease is of service origin, and was incurred while guarding 

prisoners, by exposure, and :probably also by contact with some diseased per
son. His first medical exammation, October 8, 1884- showed one-half disabil
ityh· his secon4, December 2,_1885, total; his third, 'tebruary 5, 1890, t~elve
eig teenths; his four~h, A:pril 29, 1891, seventeen-eighteenths. At this last 
examination he could not distinguish a letter upon a. card (Snellen's) at 4feet 
distance. 

4. He has steadily grown worse from his discharge, at which time the record 
shows him to be suffering from ;purulent iritis (an inflammatory <lischarge of 
poisonous matter from the eyes). 

5. He was pensioned at ! from August 29, 1884; at $8 from December 2, 1885; 
1 at $1.2 from February 5, 1890. His claim for increase February 15, 1892, was 

rejected for reason of "no increase." 
6. His original application and all subsequent ones for increase set out dis

ease for which he now asks increase. 
7. He was discharged from hospital. His :pension is under act of July 14, 

1862. One medical referee has found a. rating of one-half; another, total; 
another, twelve-eighteenths; another, no increase. 

Your committee believe from the evidence submitted that the disability of 
this soldier is more than the loss of a hand or foot, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I hope the gentleman in charge of this bill 
will give us a very much more extended statement than that con
tained in this exceedingly terse report. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in regard to this 
bill that the evidence before the committe~ was quite voluminous. 
The substance of it is set forth in the report. 

I have seen this soldier myself. At a distance of 4 feet he was 
unable to distinguish a single figure or letter upon the test card 
known as Snellen's card. The letters on this card range from a 
very small size to letters 4 inches in length and correspondingly 
broad. The testimony is without any controversy that he suf
fered from this disease at the time of his discharge. He was dis
charged from the hospital, and the evidence shows that he was 
then suffering from this very disease. The testimony following 
from that time down to the present time shows that he has grown 
steadily worse all the time until his present condition is such 
that at 4 feet distance he is unable to distinguish a letter on the 
card referred to. He is substantially helpless and can not hoe 
corn, because he could not tell the weeds from the corn; he could 
not chop wood, because he could not see whether he was hitting 
at the stick or his foot; he could not drive a team; he could not 
sell goods, because he could not distinguish the quality of the 
goods at 4 feet or any other distance. 

His ·record is good; he acquired the disease in the line of duty in 
the service, and the rate accorded by the bill is in exact correspond
ence with the rate in the Pension Office, where the disability is 
equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, and is fixed at $24 a 
month. 

The finding of one of the medical referees is that he is totally 
blind, and the testimony of the examining board shows substan
tial blindness, and yet it is a fact that he can just see a faint glim
mer of light. 

Mr. ERDMAN. What I would like the gentleman to explain 
and lay before the House is some testimony to sustain the state-

ment he makes in the first line of paragraph 3 of this :report 
namely, that" his disease was of service origin and was incurred 
while guarding prisoners." Will the gentleman be kind enough 
to explain that? • 

1\fr. WOOD. I desire to statethathisdischargeand his hospital 
record both show that to be the fact, and the papers were before 
the committee at the time 'that the report was prepared, and at 
the time it was passed upon by the committee. The man is pen
sioned for that particular disability under the act of July 14, 1862. 
There is no question about that at all. 

Mr. ERDMAN. This is a dispute, then, with the Pension Bu
reau as to the amount a pensioner ought to receive for a disability 
of this character? 

Mr. WOOD. This is rather a dispute between the medical 
boards appointed by the Pension Office and the different referees 
to whom this case has been referred; but the fact remains undis
puted that the claimant is substantially totally blind. 

Mr. ERDMAN. What does the gentleman mean by the last 
paragraph of his report, in which he says the committee are of 
the opinion that the disability of this soldier is more than the loss 
of a hand or foot? Is this disability to be compared simply to the 
loss of a hand or foot? 

Mr. WOOD. I understand that where any disability furnishes 
an obstacle in the way of obtaining a livelihood, equivalent to the 
disability of the loss of a hand or foot, such disability is pensioned 
at $24 a month. That is the rating of the Pension Office, and it is 
for the committee, who know the circumstances of this soldier 
and the condition of his blindness, to say whether it is not equal 
to or even greater than the loss of a hand or foot. If the bill had 
been framed for $30 a month it would not be unjust to grant it. 
The amount asked for was 824 a month, and the bill was so framed, 
and no amendment was asked. 

Mr. GROU'l'. What does he draw now? 
Mr. WOOD. Twelve dollars a month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with the recommendation that it do pass. · · 
Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise, and 

that the bills which have passed the Committee of the Whole as 
amended be recommended to the House for passage. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having re

sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HOPKINS, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration sundry bills, 
and had directed him to report to the House the bills H. R. 1139, 
S. 136, and H. R. 708, with amendments thereto, and with therec
ommendation that as amended they do pass; also the bill H. R. 
1050 with the 1·ecommendation that it be recommitted to the Com· 
mittee on Pensions; also the bills H. R. 2142, H. R. 3993, H. R. 
4182, H. R. 152, H. R. 3221, and H. ·R. 577, without amendment, 
and with the recommendation that they do pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask una:riim.ous consent that on_ 
the bills recommended for passage the previous question be con· 
sidered as ordered on their engrossment, third reading, and pas
sage, with the privilege of fifteen minutes' debate on a side in the 
House. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I can not agree to the previous question 
being ordered and the debate being limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then say thirty minutes on a side. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Unlimited debate. Some may not take 

any time at all, and others may take an hour. 
Mr. PICKLER. Would thirty minutes on a side satisfy the 

gentleman? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Scarcely; no. 
Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. McCLELLAN: Unlimited. We can notmake any agree-

ment as to the limiting of debate. Some may require no time at 
all. Others may require two or three hours. 

Mr. PICKLER. That was the usage in the last Congress. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. There has been no such agreement in this 

Copgress. 
Mr. PICKLER. Then I call for the reading of the bill on page 

23, the unfinished business. 
Mr. HANLY. Mr. Speaker, pending this request, I am in

formed that the point of no quorum will likely be made on reports 
No. 121, No. 118, and No. 123. I do not believe there is a quorum 
present. I have as a part of the unfinished business the bill H. R. 
2054, report No. 133, about which there is no question, and to which 
there will be no objection. I ask unanimous consent of the House 
that I may now plac-e that bill on its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gP.ntleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HANLY] asks unanimous consent that House bill No. 2054 be 
now taken up for consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. In fairness to other members, I can not consent 
to that. I call for the regular order, the reading of the bill which 
I have indicated. 
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RACHEL PATTON. 

The unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pen
sion to Rachel Patton. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Can we not have the bill read, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore; Of course, if it is requested. 
Mr. LOUD. There are some bills that I desire to object to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire this 

bill to be read? • 
Mr. LOUD. I do, in order that I may know what it is. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be i t enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Patton, of Paris, 
Edgar County, lll., formerly the widow of John H. Patton, late captain of 
Company C, Seventy-ninth Regiment lllinois Volunteers. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow
ing amendment: 

Strike out the words, in fourth and fifth lines, "subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws" and insert in lieu thereof "at the rate of 
$20 per month." -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 o'clock having 
arrived, under the rule the Chair declares the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at 12 o'clock m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 

were taken from the Sneaker's table and referred as follows: 
A letter from the asSistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans

mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel L. Black, administrator, against The United States-to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a reply to the 
House resolution of February 11, 1896, relating to the cost of 
making a survey of the outlet of Lake Erie and other lakes and 
rivers-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Ordnance relating to the reconstruction of Rock 
Island Bridge, Rock Island, TIL-to the Committee on Appropria
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from theCommitteeonMilitary Affairs, to which 
'was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 99) to sup
ply the State of Kansas with copies of the muster rolls of the Third 
and Fourth regiments of Kansas Infantry, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 543); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred House bills Nos. 339, 3117, 5479, 4961, 4322, 
4565, 3818, 4049, '4158, 1457,4561, 5966, 6446, 6654, and House Docu
ment No.167, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 6654) to abolish 
the fee system a.s to United States district attorneys and marshals 
and substitute salaries, and for other purposes, accompanied by 
a report (No. 544); which said bill and report were ref~rred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Umon. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD, from the Committee on Patents, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R.4178) providing for the 
use by the United States of devices covered by letters patent, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
561); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

By Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, State of Minnesota, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 566); which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr.·HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 

bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett. (Report 
No. 542.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 1328) for the relief of John W. Fah·fax. (Re

port No. 545.) 
The bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. 

Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax County, Va. (Report 
No. 546.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of Jacob R. Smith, of Jersey

City, N.J. (Report No. 547.) 
The bill (H. R. 6285) for the relief of W. B. Horner. (Report 

No. 548.) 
By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 6667) for the relief of Henderson County, Tenn., 

in lieu of House bill No. 1884. (Report No. 549.) 
The bill (H. R. 5607) for the allowance of certain claims reported 

by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart
ment. (Report No. 550.) 

The bill (H. R. 2834) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix 
of the last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee. (Report No. 
553.) . 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of James C. Slaght. (Report No. 
551.) 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1357) for the relief of C. Augusta Urquhart. (Report No. 
552.) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1805) for the relief of the trustees of Tuscarora Lodge, In
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Martinsburg, W.Va. (Re
port No. 554.) 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry. 
(Report No. 555.) 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R.1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris. (Report No. 
556.) • 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, of Louis
ville, Ky. (Report No. 557.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, 

widow of Elbert Prince. (Report No. 558.) 
The bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension to Henry Prince. (Re

port No. 551>'.) 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions: The bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. 
James C. Parrott. (Report No. 560.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
E. Purdum. (Report No. 562.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein. (Re-
port No. 563.) • 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
Parker. (Report No.564.) 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims, in lieu of House 
bill No. 1571, reported a resolution (House Res. No. 183) to refer 
said bill for the relief of the estate of Richard Higgins, late 
of Phillips County, Ark., to the Court uf Claims. (Report 
No.565.) 

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6659) providing for the withdrawal 
of distilled spirits from bonded warehouses by the distiller or 
owner, and for other purposes-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H.R.6660) to incorporate the 
National Capital Gas Light, Heat, and Power Company of the 
District of Columbia-to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 6661) to amend sections 4488 and 
4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States-to the Commit
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 6662) to provide for forti
fications and for other seacoast defenses-to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
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By ::M:r. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6663) toauthorizeandregu
late the sale of unclaimed freight, baggage, and other property in 
the District of Columbia-to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6664) authorizing the employment 
of substitute letter carriers to assist regular carriers in certain 
cases-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By :Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 6665) for testing the Belduke 
combination propeller-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. 
Angel Post, No. 20, Grand Army of the Republic, Lambertville, 
N.J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls-to the Commit
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 6668) to amend act regulating 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, approved 
March 3, 1893-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By ::M:r. HUTCHESON: A bill (H. R. 6669) authorizing and di
recting the Secretary of the Navy to donate 5 condemned cannon 
to George B. McClellan Post, No.9, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Houston, Tex., and for other purposes-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H.R.6709) to author
ize the appointment of a committee for any pensioner residing in 
the District of Columbia who is squandering his pension in drunk
enness and vicious habits......,.totheCommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6710) to amend an a~t ap
proved August 18, 1894, and to aid in the reclamation of the arid 
lands-to the Committee on Inigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R.6711) for the improvement of 
the Tennessee River above Chattanooga-to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) for the improvement of the Cumber
land River-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 6713) to 
extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers' Home-to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 129) au
thorizing publication of records and papers of the Continental 
Congress-to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. IDTT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 130) to provide for a 
new edition of the International Law Digest-to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 182) rela
tive to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6654) to abolish the fee 
system as to United States district attorneys and marshals and 
substitute salaries, and for other purposes, as an amendment to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill-to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 184) asking 
appointment of commissioner to inquire into feasibility of the ap
plication of direct legislation to Federal legislation-to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 24) recognizing Cuban independence- to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was dis
charged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6260) to provide 
compensation for a bridge and for buildings and other improve
ments constructed by certain persons upon public lands after
wards set apart and reserved as the Yellowstone National Park, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6670) making appropriation 
to the Department of Justice to pay Ellery P . Ingham, United 
States district attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
for extraordinary services rendered in relation to the condemna
tion proceedings for sites for a ne.w United States mint at Phila
delphia-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R . 6671) for the relief of Charles 
A . N azro-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 6672) to grant a pension to 
:Mrs. Mary E. May-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R . 6673) granting a pension to 
N oah Pillsbury-to the Committee on Invalid P ensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6674) for the relief of the estate 
of Stephen Kulp, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of P ennsylvania: A bill (H. R . 6675) for relief 

of Mary T. Jackson, of Apollo, Pa..-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6676) removing charge of desertion from reo
ord of James H . Cunningham, of Indiana, Pa.-to the Committee 
on Mill tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6677) for relief of Mary R. Jackson, of Apollo, 
Pa.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill {H. R . 6678) for relief of E. L. B. Armstrong-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6679) granting a pension, etc., to Sylvester F. 
Hildebrand-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6680) for the relief of 
Richard Mayse, of Brooklyn, N . Y., as found due by Court of 
Claims under the act of March 3, 1883-to the Committee on War 
Claims. . 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H.R.6681) to pension Charles W. 
Manville-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 6682) for relief of estate of Joshua 
Hill-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 6683) for the relief 
of James T. Owens-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OWENS: 4- bill (H. R. 6684) for the relief of Sarah K. 
T. Baker, of Lexington, Ky.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R . 6685) for the relief of 
Edward G. Fugate-t<> the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By MT. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 6686) to correct the military 
record of Joseph A. Blanchard, late .first lieutenant of Troop E, 
First New York Mounted Rifles-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668'U for the relief of Caleb Aber-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6688) for the 
relief of the legal repTesentatives of Margaret E . Woodward, 
deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) for the· relief of the estate of Stephen 
Roberts, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge, La. - to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6690) for the relief of Mrs. Nannie A. Badley, 
administratrix of Henry Badley, deceased, of East Baton Rouge 
Palish, La., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6691) for the relief of Bertrand and Gaudin 
Cazes-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of the estate of Adelon 
Vignes~ of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6693) for the relief of Gatien Decuir, of Pointe 
Coupee Parish, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6694) for the relief of Hyacinthe A. J\1organ, 
of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6695) for the relief of Leandre Decuir, of 
Pointe Coupee Parish, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6696) for the relief of the estate of C~lina 
Patin, of Pointe Coupee Palish, La.-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6697) for the relief of Anna Decoux, of Pointe 
Coupee Parish, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6698) for the relief of the estate of John 
Bird, of West Baton Rouge, La.-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6699) for the relief of the estate of Turner 
Merritt, late of Louisiana-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 6700) for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. J. T. 
Strother, of Louisiana-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6701) for the relief of Emily C. Mcintyre, of 
Livingston Parish, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ·6702) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Baum, Baton Rouge, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer, 
Avoyelles Parish, La.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 6704) for the relief of John W. 
McCann-to the Committee on Military Affail·s. 

By Ml·. BARRETT: A bill (H. R . 6705) granting a pension to 
John Eckland- to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 6706) directing the Secretary 
of War to investigate the claim of John C. Phillips-to the Com
mittee on Military Affail·s. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H.R. 6707) granting a pension to Mar
garet Newcomb-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H.R. 6708) for the relief of the trus
tees of Carson-Newman College at Mossy Creek, Tenn.-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R . 6714) for the relief of John A. 
Swenson, of Carlton County, Minn.-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE WITT: A bill (H. R . 6715) granting a pension te 
Susan E . De L ong- to the Committee on Invalid P ensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6716) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Bellman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6717) removing the charge of desertion from 

the military record of William Y. Whitley-to the Committee on 
Militry Affairs. 

-Also, a bill (H. R. 6718) to correct the military record of Mathias 
Krouse-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) to correct the military record of Lock
wood M. Wallace-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 6720) granting an increase of pen
sion to George Lowry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Lodge No. 11, Order Sons of 
St. George, of Brownsville, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill-to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
favoring a classification of freight to be uniform throughout the 
United States-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. , 

Also, petition of Sidney M. Davis for relief, and for the passage 
of House bill No. 6619-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila
delphia, favoring Government ownership and enlargement of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal-to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of 
House bill No. 2563, for a navigating naval reserve-to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Memorial of citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., 
relating to the Sheboygan Harbor-to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of citizens and business men of Port Washing
ton, Wis., in favor of improving the harbor at that place-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 83, also 
Camp No. 303, Patriotic Order Sons of America, in favor of the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill-to the Committee on Im
migration and Naturalization. 
· By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of A. H. Harris and 50 others, 

of the State of Texas, protesting against the removal of the Federal 
court from Graham, Tex.-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Bv Mr. BROWN: Resolutions adopted at a public meeting in 
Chattanooga, Tenn., February 22, 1896, favoring the. establish
ment of a court of international arbitration for settling disputes 
between nations-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM:: Petitions of Patriotic Order Sons of Ame1·ica, 
viz, Camp No. 66, Camp No. 96, and Camp No. 247, in support of 
the Stone bill, restricting immigration-to the Committee on Im
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, protests of citizens of Nuremberg, Pa., against the ap
propriation of public moneys for sectarian undertakings; also 
petitions urging the passage of the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BITLL: Petition of Lodge No. 205, Order Sons of St. 
George, of Newport, R. I., praying for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill-to the Committee on Immigration and Natu
ra1ization. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Resolutions of the Department of Maryland, 
Grand Army of the Republic~ asking for the recognition of the 
Cuban insm·gents as belligerents-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Beloit, 
Wis., for submission of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
appropriations of public moneys for sectarian purposes-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolution of J ohnKyle Post, No. 457, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Coggon, Linn County, Iowa, in favor of 
a service-pension law-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): Remonstrance of Le 
Grand Byington and other Iowa citizens, against the establishment 
of an army post-at Des Moines, Iowa-to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of James R. Stone and45 others, 
ex-soldiers, of Brownfield, Me., asking for the pa-ssage of service
pei18ion bill-to 1.he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of C. B. Scott and 116 other citi
zens of Bethany, Brook County, W.Va., asking the recognition 
of -belligerent rights for Cuba-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, viz, Veritas Council, No. 19-!, Stafford Council, No. 
11, Ware Council, No. 198, American Star Council, No. 52, and 
Washington Council, No. 5, all of the State of New .Jersey, in favor 
ot the pa-ssage of the Stone immigration bill-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of.Massachusetts: Resolutions suggested by 
Albert P. Schack, of Denver, Colo., in regard to the war in Cuba

. to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the National Association 

of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of the 
United States, for a uniform cla-ssification to shippers for all rail
roads in the United States-to the Committee on Interstate and 

· Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of Laura L. Mumma, of Colusa 

County, Cal., praying that the war claim of Samuel Grove, de
ceased, be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Council No. 5, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Des Moines, Iowa, asking for the passage . 
of the Stone immigration bill-to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HYDE: Resolutions of the faculty and students of the 
University of Washington, favoring the establishment of a per
manent board of arbitration-to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the State of Washington, favoring 
the passage of joint resolution No. 11-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Ladd Post, No. 17, Grand Army of ' the Re
public, of Puyallup, Wash., favoring the passage of service-pen
sion bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
the passage of Senate bill No.1214-to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of J. D. Robie Post, No. 273, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Superior, Wis., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5555, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Nayyto organize national naval volunteers in all· States bordering 
on the Great Lakes-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Remonstrance of the Peace As
sociation of Friends in America, against the passage of bill provid
ing for military instruction in the public schools-to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Charles Slaybaugh and 21 others; 
also petition of W. A. Fox and 20 others; also petition of Henry 
Wood and 24 others, favoring the free-home bill-to the Commit
tee on the Public Lands. 

By l\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Lucy Webb Hayes 
Counoil, No. 12, Daughters of Liberty; also petition of Silver Star 
Council, No. 26, Junior Order United American Mechanics, for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of J. A. Burkett and 6 other citizens 
of Fairfield Center, Ind.; also petition of W. Barber and 111 
others, of Cedar ,Rapids, Iowa; also petition of S. W. Stephens 
and 39 others, of Waverly, W.Va.; also petition of W. H. Mun
shower and 30 others, of Cookport, Pa.; also petition of J. F. 
Schlossihn and 20 others, of Chicago, ill.; also petition of G. R. 
Stone and 33 others, of Red Lion, Pa.; also petition of J. B. Phelps 
and 28 others, of Donohue, W. Va.; also petition of 1\I. L. Drum 
and 78 others, of Shippensburg, Pa., praying for the recognition of 
God in the Constitution of the United States-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Edward G. Fugate-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of George F. Snyder and 122others, 
of Washington, N.J., praying for the passage of House resolution 
No. 11-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By ~r. PUGH: Paper to accompany House bill No. 6641, for 
the rehef of Mary A. Danner-to the Committee on Military Af
fairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition to accompany House bill No. 2975, 
granting a pension to the children of Zenas Macomber, late a sol
dier in the Revolutionary war-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of .Nebraska: Petition of 34 ex-soldiers of 
Nemaha City, Nebr. , praying for the passage of a service-pension 

.law-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By :Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of the Albany Wholesale Lum

ber Dealers, of Albany, N.Y., in behalf of the recognition of the 
Cuban patriots as belligerents in their struggle for freedom-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Albany, N. Y ., protesting against the sale of beer to immigrants
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Albany, N.Y., protesting against the sale of beer at certain mili
tary posts-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Paper in support of House bill No. 
6563, for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Gresham-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: R esolution of American Star Council, No. 
53, Order United American Mechanics, of Bryn Mawr, Pa., with 
a membership of 67; also petition of Pottstown Council, No. 78, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Pottstown, Pa., with a membership of 
119, indorsing the Stone immigration bill and requesting its pas-' 
sage-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petitions of H.-G. Stratton and 15 
others, Robert S. Spencer and 13 others , J. F. Congleton and 17 
others, J. L. Smith and 38 others, W. E. Parker and 18 others, 
Oltver Hall and 104 others, Fred L. Coon and 10 others, and Al
fred Boyer and 28 others, all of the State of Idaho, praying for the 
improvement of the Pend d 'Oreille River, in Idaho-to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of H. W. Pottiger, president, and 
58 members of Washington Camp, No. 576, Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, located at Halifax, Pa.; also petition of Grant Wal
lace and 80 other citizens of Newcomerstown, Pa., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill-to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATURDAY, F eb1·uary 29, 1896. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY 1\f. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was r ead and· ap: 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendment the bill 
(H. R. 4779) r elating to the anchorage and movements of vessels 
in St. Marys River; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 665) to confer rank and pay of a first lieutenant of infantry 
upon the director of gymnastics and instructor in swordsmanship 
at the United States Military Academy; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 665) to authorize the President of the United States to 
appoint and confer the rank of first lieutenant of infantry upon 
the director of gymnastics and instructor of swordsmEmship at 
the United States Military Academy-to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the bill making appropriations for 
the Army came over from the Senate yesterday. I move that it 
be taken from the table, that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The amendments of the Senate were reported. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 

House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as conferees on the part 

of the House, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HULL, the gentle
man from illinois, :rtfr. MARSH, and the gentleman n:om Tennes
see, Mr. WASHINGTON. 

VETO MESSAGE. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the following bill, which 
has not received the approval of the President, and which the 
House must under the Constitution reconsider. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational purposes 

in Arizona. 

Be it enacted, etc. That the lands reserved for university purposes and 
all of the school lands in the Territory of Arizona reserved by law for school 
purposes may be leased under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter 
Jlrescribed bv the legislature of said Territory, but until such legislative 
action the governor, secretary of the Territory, and superintendent of pub
lic instructiOn shall constitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the 

rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior 
for the respective purposes for which the said reservations were made, ex· 
cept that _it shall.not be n ecessary to submit said leases to_ the Secretary of 
the InteriOr for hiS approval; and all necessary expenses ·and costs incurred 
in the leasing, management, and protection of said lands and leases may be 
paid out of the proceeds derived from such leases: Provided, That no lease 
shall be made for a longer period than five years, and all leases sh all termi
nate on the admission of said Territory as a · State: And p1·ovided jU1·the1·, 
'!'hat all money received on account of such leases in excess of actual expenses 
necessarilyincurred in connection with the execution the_reof shall be placed 
to the credit of the public school fund of said Territory and sha.ll not be used 
for any other than public school purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question 'before the House is, Will the 
House, upon reconsideration, agree to pass the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. I hope I may be able to secure the attention of 
theHouse--

Mr.McMILLIN. I rise to a point of order, 1\Ir. Speaker. There 
is so much confusion that we are unable to hear the gentleman. 

The SPE_AKER. The Chair would be obliged if gentlemen 
would take their seats and cease conversation. 

1\lr. LACEY. - I trust that I wilt be able to secure the attention 
of the entire House this morning while I briefly outUne the nature 
of the bm, and the grounds on which the ·President vetoed it. 
The House is confronted with a. grave constitutional interference 
upon the part of the PrE>sident with a bill that has passed the 
committee unanimously, passed the House unanimously, and also 
passed the Senate unanimously. This bHl is ;identical with the 
Oklahoma bill; which I ask to have the Clerk read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him to ex
plain how the veto by the President is a "constitutional inter
ference" with a bill passed by Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. It is a "constitutional interference." It is by 
virtue of his constitutional authority. I do not mean an "uncon
stitutional" interference. We are confronted with a veto on this 
bill, and I want to say--

:M:r. MILES. I do not want to be hypercritical, but cau the 
gentleman call it an '' interference '' at all? 

Mr. LACEY. Why, it is a fatal interference. Two great bod
ies going in opposite directions have met in collision one with· 
another; and now we want to see which is right. I ask the Clerk 
t.o read the Oklahoma act, to which I invite the attention of the 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

An act to ratify the r eservation of certain lands made for the benefit of 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repl·esentatives of the Unitecl States· 
of A ·merica in Congress assembled, That the reservation for university, agri
cnltural college, and normal school purposes of section 13 in each township 
of the lands known as the Cherokee Outlet, the •ronkawalndian Reservation, 
and the Pawnee Indian R eservation , in the Territory of Oklahoma, not other
wise r eserved or disposed of, and the reservation for public buildings of sec
tion 33 in each township of said lands, not otherwise disposed of, made by the 
President of the United States in his proclamation of August 19, 1893, be, and 
the same are hereby, rat ified , and all of said lands and all of the school lands 
in said T~rritory may be leased under such laws and regulations as may be 
hereafter prescribed by the _legislature of said Territory; but unt il such 
legislative action the governor, secretary of the Territory, and super intend· 
ent of public instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of said lands 
under the rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, for the respective purposes for which the said reservations were 
made, except that it shall not be necessary to submit said leases to the Secre
tary of the Interior for his approval; and all necessary expenses and costs 
incurred in the leasing, manag:ement, and protection of said lands and leases 
may be paid out of the proceeas derived from such leases. 

Approved May 4:, 1891. 

Mr. LACEY. If a comparison is instituted between the bill 
which has been vetoed and the Oklahoma bill it will be seen that 
the two bills are essentially identical , the only difference being 
such changes as will adapt the law to Arizona instead of Okla
homa. -

A MEMBER. When was the Oklahoma bill passed? 
Mr. LACEY. It was passed in 1894. It was passed at the sug

gestion of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. They expressly requested that the Secre
tary of the Interior be relieved from the necessity of approving 
the leases. The following is the r eport on that bill in the Senate 
in the Fifty-third Congress: -

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred House bill No. 5065 
"An act to ratify the reservation of certain lands made for the benefit ol 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes," have had the same under con-_ 
sideration, and we recommend that the bill be amended as follows, to wit: 

Strike out all after the last "and" in the twelfth line of the said act and 
insert as follows: · 

"All of said lands and all of the school lands in said Territory may be leased 
under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legis
lature of said Territory; but until such legislative action the governor, 
secretary of the Territory, and superintendent of public instruction shall con
stitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the rules and regulations 
heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, for the r espective 
purposes for which the said r eservations were made, except that it shall not! · 
be necessary to submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for his 
approval; and all necessary expenses and costs incurred in the leasing, man· 
agement, .and protection of said lands and, leases may be paid ou.t of the pro-, 
cee·ds derived from such leases." 

And as amended your committee recommend its passage. 
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