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Tenth Regiment Volunteer Infantry. 
David B. Jeffers, commissary-sergeant, United States Army, 

retired, to be second lieutenant. 

1Vinth R egiment Vol·nnteer Infantry. 
William H. Coston, of Ohio, to be chaplain. 

To be signal office1· u:ith the rank of captain. 
First Lieut. Alvar G. Thompson, United States Volunteer Sig· 

nal Corps. 

To be signal officers with the mnk of first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles H. Gordon, United States Volunteer Sig

nal Corps. 
Second Lieut. Alson J . Rudd, United States Volunteer Signal 

Corps. 
Second Lieut. William Mitchell, United States Volunteer Signal 

Corps. 
To be s1gnal officers with the rank of second lieutenant. 

First-Class Sergt. Charles C. Shew, United Stutes Volunteer 
Signal Corps. ' 

First-Class Sergt. Robert B. Montgomery, United States Vol
unteer Signal Corps. 

First-Class Sergt. James P. Anderson, United States Volunteer 
Signal Corps. 

First-Class Sergt. Edward E. Kelley, United States Volunteer 
Signal Corps. 

To be brigade surgeon with the rank
1 

of major. 
Orlando Ducker, of Kentucky. 

Third Regiment Volunteer Engineers. 
First Lieut. James D. Fountleroy, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. St. Charles B. Gwynn, to be first lieutenant. 
Sergt. Lee Shaffer, Company G, to be secon_d lieutenant. 

Second R egiment Volunteer I rifantry. 
Sergt. Christopher Lanahan, Second United States Volunteer 

Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 

Set'enth Regiment Volunteer Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Jesse C. Duke, to be first lieutenant. 

· Second Lieut. Beverly Perea, to be first lieutenant. 
Owen T. Kenan, of Georgia, late major, First Georgia Volun-

teers, to be captain. · · 
·. Sergt. Daniel T. Brantley, Company D~ Seventh United States 
Volunteer Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 

APPOINTME:N"TS IN THE ARMY. 

To be professor of mathematics in the Military Academy. 
Associate Prof. Wright P. Edgerton, October 7, 1898. 

To be associate professor· of mathematics in the Military Academy. 
. First Lieut. Charles P . Echols, Corps of Engineers, October 7, 
1898. 

PROMOTIONS IN TIIE ARMY. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

To be captain. 
First Lieut. John M. Stotsenburg, Sixth Cavalry, December 14, 

1898. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Frank A . Barton, Tenth Cavalry, October 16, 1898. 
Seconu Lieut . Rollert Sewell,-Seventh Cavalry, October24, 1898. 
Eecond Lieut. George C. Barnhardt, Sixth Cavalry, November 

7, 18D:L 
Sacond Lieut. James H. R eeves, Sixth Cavalry, November 10, 

18!18. 
Second. Lieut. Kirby Walker, Third Cavalry, December14, 1898. 
Eecond Lieut . Claude B. Sweezey, Eighth Cavalry, December 14, 

18BS. 
Second Lieut. Sterling P. Adams, First Cavalry, December 14, 

1898. 

REJECTION. 

Executive nomination 1·ejected by the Senate January 26, 1899, 

APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 

TE~TH REGDIENT VOLUNTEER INFA1''"TRY, 

To be first z.ieutenant. 
James A. Roston, of District of Columbia, to fill an original va

cancy, July 5, 1898. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 26, 1899. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m . Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The .Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

RECORDS OF THE UNION AND CONFEDERATE ARMIES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a con
ference report, and I ask that House concurrent resolution No. 36 
with Senate amendment be read , and then I will say a word. 

The resolution was read, as follows: · · 
Concurrent resolution. 

Resolved b?J the House of Representatives (the Senate conctirr·ing), That the 
Secretary of W ar is hero by authorized and directed to furnish one complete 
set of the Official R ecords of the Union and Confederate Armies to each Sen
ator, R epr esentative, and Delegate of the Fifty-fifth Congress not already 
entitled by law to r eceive the same ; and he is further authorized to u se for 
this purpose such incomplete sets as remain unsold or uncalled for by the 
benefic!aries d esignated to r eceive them under the authority contained in 
the several acts of Congress providing for the distribution and sale of this 
publication: Provided, That the Secretary of War may call upon the Public 
Printer to print and bind such parts of said work as will enable him to com
plete the sots herein provided for. 

The amendment of the Senate is as follows : 
The provision in the "Act ma.king appropriations for the sundry civil ex

penses of the Government," approved August 5, 1892, providing for the print
rng and l.Jinding of 500 copies of the Official R ecords of the War of the R ebel
lion for the use of Senators, Members, and Delegates of the Fifty-second Con· 
gress, shall not be construed to prevent the binding of any public document 
which would otherwise be prov1ded for by the"Act providing for the public 
r>rinting and binding and the distribution of public documents," approved. 
January 12, 1895, which provides" that each Sena tor and Represen ta t1 ve shall 
be entitled to tho blnding- in half morocco, or m atorial no more exp ensive, of 
but one copy of each public document to which he may be entitled." 

The conference report iB as follows : 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendment of th e Senate to the House concurrent rosolution No. 36, 
in r egard to printing and binding of the Official Records of the Union and 
Confederate Armies. having met, aftor full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do r ecommend to their rospective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same. 

The statement is as follows : 

GEO. D . PERKINS. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
H. C. LODGE. 
A. P . GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The resolution as it Rassed the House provided for the supplying of mem
bers of the Fifty-fifth uongress who were not already entitled by law to re
ceive the same a completo se t of the Official Records of the.Union and Con
federate Armies. 

The· Sonate amended the resolution by providing that the resolution should 
not interfere with the 'Privilege or right of members to have binding done at 
the Government Printmg Office under existing law. The Rouse disagreed 
to this Senate amendment. and the conference committee was appointed. 
As the r esolution did not, in the opinion of the House conferees, interfere 
w ith this privilege and was not intended to have any such effect, the House 
confer ees have agreed to r ecommend that the House r ecede from its dis · 
agreement to the Senate amendment and to recommend that said amend· 
ment b e agreed to. 

l\Ir. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, one word by way of expla
nation. The statement explains fully the condition and situation~ 
but it is a fact that the original resolution and the amendment of 
the Senate were lost, and these papers simply supply the lost pa:. 
pers; and I ask unanimous consent that they may be accepted as 
originals. They have been carefully gone over and they are iden
tical with the original resolutions. I hope t hey will be substituted 
for the originals and that the conference report be agreecl to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent, the original papers having been lost, that the copies 
sent to the Clerk's desk may be substituted in all respects for them. 
Is there objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The conference r eport was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 

vote whereby the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY, 

Mr. HULL. l\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R . 11022) for the reor
ganization of the Army, and for other purposes. 

'l'he motion was airreecl to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. P AYNE in the 
chair, for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11022) for 
the reorganization of the Army, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour, or so much as he 
may require, to tho gentleman from Illinois fl\lr . MARSH]. 

Mr. JETT. Before the gentleman from Illinois proceeds, I 
should like to inquire how much time is remaining on this side 
of the House? 
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- The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that thereare 
remaining on the gentleman's side two hours and four minutes. 

Mr. COX. l\Ir. Chairman, I want to make an inquiry in this 
connection. As a member of the committee, I was entitled to an 
hour, and when I spoke I requested the Chair to stop me when I 
-had occupied forty minutes. My purpose was to yield to two of 
my colleagues ten minutes each. Now I wish to understand 
whether I have the right to do so . 

. - The .CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman would not 
have the right unless time was yielded to him by the gentleman 
from· Jfew York [Mr. SULZER I, because the House ordered that 
the · time should be equally divided, the gentleman from Iowa 
fMr. HULL] to control the time on one side and the gentleman 
from New York on the other. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, is this coming out of the time I 

have yielded to the gentleman from Illinois? 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not; the gentleman from Illinois 

is -entitled to an hour. 
Mr. HULL. All I want is that the time occupied by this "free 

and easy" shall not be charged to us. 
Mr. COX. ~fr. Chairman, I made my proposition when I was 

recognized as plainly as I could make it, that I would yield a part 
of my time for the benefit of my colleagues. 

The CHArRMAN. If the gentleman from New York should 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, of course the time would 
be witllin the disposal of the gentleman from Tennessee, unless 
objected to by some member of the House. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from New York did not yield to me; 
I had iny own time. · · • 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. The House 
has ordered that the time be equally divided between the two 
sides, and that the gentleman from New York control the time 
on the side of the House to which the gentleman from Tennessee 
belongs. . 

Mr. CARMACK. I understood-and I think · my colleagues 
·will bear out my statement-that my colleague [Mr. Cox] was 
given an hour, and that he stated at the beginning of his re: 
marks his desire to talk only forty minutes and yield the rest of 
his time. 
-Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CARMACK. .l\fy colleague made that statement when he 

opened his remarks. 
Mr. COX. When I was recognized in my own right for an 

hour I kept back part of that time for the benefit of- two of my 
· colleagues. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood ·that when the gen
tleman from Tennessee addressed the House and concluded his 
remarks, he did not reserve any time. 

Mr. -COX. I did: and the RECORD shows it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The RECORD will show what was the fact. 
Mr. COX. Yes, sir; and I reserved twenty minutes of my hour. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman-- · 
Mr. HAY addressed the Chair. 
Mr. HULL. I do not want to take my friend from Virginia 

[Mr. HAY] off his feet. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the time of the House 

ought not to be occupied now with a discussion of this kind. 
Mr. HULL. My understanding is that the RECORD will s¥w 

the facts in r egard to this matter~ and that we are using now time 
that ought to be devoted to debate. I yield an hour, or so much 
as he may need, to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. 1\fARSH]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 
Mr. HAY. Before the gentleman from Illinois proceeds I de

sire to make a statement in regard to the time. 
The CHAIRMAN . . Does the gentleman ·from Illinois [Mr. 

M.A.RSHl yield? 
Mr.· HAY. I do not wish to take any of the gentleman's time. 
Mr. COX. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee rises to a 

parliamentary inquiry. . 
Mr. COX. I announced as distinctly as I could what I proposed 

to do and asked the Chair and the timekeeper to call me down 
when I had occupied forty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
did make that announcement. 

Mr. COX. And I was called down. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tho Chair would state to the gentleman 

from Tennessee that he can raise this question when the time comes 
back to his side of the House; and in the meantime the record can 
be looked up. The Chair thinks there will be no difficulty in set
tling t his matter. 
- Mr. HAY. I wish to make a statement, with the consent of the 

gentleman from Iowa. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is occupying 

the floor; does he yield? 

Mr. HAY. I do not wish to take any of the time of the gentle
man from Illinois. I wish simply to make the statement that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] who has been author
ized to control the time on our side of the House asked me in his 
absence to control the time, and therefore I am doing so. I desire 
my position in that regard to be understood. That is all. 

The CHAIR.MAN. Without objection, the Chair will recognize 
it. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. MARSH. l\1r. Chairman, the discussion on this bill has 
wandered very widely from the bill itself; and if the House will 
have patience with me, I will occupy but a few minutes of its time 
in calling its attention to what I believe to be some very impor
tant provisions in the bill that ought to be modified. But before 
proceeding further, 1\Ir. Chairman, I send to the Clerk's desk and 
ask to have read, as a part of my own r emarks, an extract from 
the message of the President of the United States, sent to this 
Honse at the beginning of this session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Under the act of Congress approved April 26, 1898, authorizing the Prcsi· 

dent in his discretion, "upon a declaration of war by Congress, or a declara
tion by Congress that war exists," I directed tha mcrease of the Regular 
Army to the maximum of 6.~,000, authorized in said act. 

'!'here are now in the Regular Army 57,Sti~ officers and men. In said act it 
was provided," That at the end of any war in which the United States may 
become involved tb.e Army shall be reduced to a peaco basis by the transfer 
in the same arm of the service or absorption by promotion or honorable dis· 
charge under such regulations as the Secretary of War may establish of su
pernumerary commissioned officers and the honorable discharge or transfer 
of supernumerary enlisted men; and nothing. contained in this act shall be 
construed as authorizing the permanent increase of the commissioned or en· 
listed force of the Regular Army beyond that now provided by the law in 
force prior to the passage of this act, except as to the increase of 25 majors 
provided for in section 1 hereof." · 

The importance of lej?islation for the permanent increase of the Army.is 
therefore manifest, and the recommendation of the Secretary of War for 
that purpose has my unqualified approval. There can be no question that at 
this time, and probably for ~omo time in the future, 100,000 m en will bo none 
too many to meet the necessities of the situation. · At all events. whether 
that number shall be req,uired permanently or not, tbe power should be given 
to the President to enlist that force if in his discretion it should be neces
sary; and the further discretion should be gi v:en him to recruit ·for the Army 
within the above limit from the inhabitants of the islands with the govern· 
ment of which we are charged. 

It is my purpose to muster out the entire Volunteer Army as soon as the 
Congress shall provide for the increase-of the regular establishment. This 
will be only an act of justice and will be much appreciated by the brave 
men who left their homes and employments to help the country in its 
emergency. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, that portion of the President's 
message was, by the order of the House, refened to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and in pursuance of and in response to thatpor~ 
tion of the message your committee has reported and now pre
sents for your consideration the pending bill. I do not underatand, 
sir, that the committee considers that bill as perfect in all of its 
details. It is reported here by that committee with its recommen
dation, and of course it is for this House to determine whether all 
of its provisions are wise or unwise. 

As a member of that committee, I wish to state that l distinctly 
reserv.ed the right as a member of the committee to ·propose 
amendments or to oppose features of this bill as I might deem best 
when the matter was before the House. The main object of the · 
committee is-or at least it ought to be-to supply to t.he Presi
dent of the United States the increased-strength of the Army that 
he calls for and deems•necessary at this t ime, and I am in perfect 
harmony and in perfect accord with the President in his desire to 
have an increase in the Regular Army. He says: 

At all events-
Quoting from the message-

whetller that number (100,000 men) will be r equired permanently or not, the 
power should be given t o the President to enlist t h at for ce if, in his discre
tion, it should be necessary. 

I a?l willing and .anxious and tle~irous of conferr ing upon the 
President of the Umted States the right and the power to exercise, 
according to his best judgment, that power to inc.:rease t be Army 
to 100,000 men, or to 75,000 men, or to {j0.000 men, or to any other 
number, not exceeding 100,000 men, such as his own judgment 
may dictate. I am not prepared to say to this H ouse, I am not 
satisfied or sufficiently informed to enable me to say to the House, 
that the country now needs an increase in the Regular Army to 
100,000 men. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am prepared to say that I am willing to 
leave that question absolutely and entirely in the hands of the 
President. ~ 

Mr. COX. Will my colleague on the committee allow me just 
here--
Mr~ l\1ARSH. I would prefer to proceed now. 
Mr. COX. Only a word on this point. 
Mr. MARSH. I must decline to be interrupted. 
Mr. COX. All right, if the gentleman dP-clines. 
Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman , knowing full well that the Pres

ident of the United States will not increase that army to the extent 
of one single enlisted m an or one commissioned officer beyond 
what he may deem absolutely necessary under the responsibilities 
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tha~ rest upon his shoulders, I am willing to intrust this power 
to him; .and hence when _we get into the consideration of the bill 
under· the five-minutes rule I shall offer an amendment to the bill 
giving to· the President discretionary power to increase the Army 
to 100,000 men, or less, according to his own judgment. 

As the bill now reads it leaves no discretion with the President. 
As the bill has .been prepared it makes it mandatory and obliga
tory upon him to increase the Army to about 100,000 men, whether 
he deems that increase necessary or does not deem it necessary. 
When peace shall have beeu declared, the Regular Army will con
sist o~ 26,610 enlisted men, and it will take weeks and months-a 
gradual process-to increase that number to 100,000 men. And I 
will say that while that process is going on it should go no further 
than the judgment of the President deems to be wise and proper 
a:µd for the best interests of the country. 

Under the existing law-or under the proposed bill, I should 
say-five n~w infantry regiments must be added to the Regular 
Army, and the necessary officers appointed to command them 
must be commissioned by the President, whether he needs them 
or not. Under the provisions of the pending bill, if it becomes a 
law, it becomes mandatory upon the President of the United States 
to appoint these additional officers for the infantry or the additional 
officers required for the artillery, and also the additional, the num
berlesa, officers in the various staff departments of the Army. 

Now, sir, I would leave to the President of the United States 
absolute power in this regard. I would leave him unt1:ammeled. 
I would leave it to his judgment whether that increase should be 
made or not, as he shall think necessary for the best interests of 
the country; and he has indicated his views in his message to the 
House, in which he says: 

At all events, whether that number shall be required permanently or not, 
power should be given to the President to enlist that force if, in his discre-
tion, it should be necessary. . · 

And I want to say, Mr. Chairman, further, that this bill largely 
increases the staff department or bureaus of the Army, an increase 
that may be necessary if we have a force of 100,000 men in the 
Regular Army, as proposed by the bill, but which will be .unneces
sary if we are to have an army of 60,000 or 70,000 men. Yet 
under this bill this staff will be created and must be created; 
these officers must be promoted and commissioned and new ones 
appointed to fill the vacancies at the bottom. There is no discre
tion left in the President; but we undertake now to say in this 
bill to the President that he must provide an army of 100,000 
men, whether he needs it or whether the country does not need it. 

I would leave the discretion with the President. The country 
has confidence in his judgment. The country has confidence in 
his patriotism. The House can not but have confidence in his 
judgment, a judgment which I propose to have him e.z.:ercise dur
ing the coming months after Congress shall have adJournea on 
the 4th day of 1.farch next. And in proposing this amenclment, 
and in making this suggestion, I want to say to the House that I 
am speaking in harmony with the wishes of the President him
self. I ·violate no confidence when I say that in two r ecent con
versations with him he has said to me that he would not recruit a 
soldier nor add an officer to the Army unless he deemed it to be 
necessary. 

In that conversation the President said to me that he thought 
Congress ought to be willing to trust him as to whether the Army 
should go up to 100.000 men or whether it should go to a less 
number, and that ho would not add a single man nor a single offi
cer nor a single organization unless at the time he deemed it to be 
necessary. Hence I trust that when we come to consider this bill 
under tho five-minute rule the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the members of this House will agree to an 
amendment relieving this bill from its mandatory character and 
conferring upon the President the discretionary power as to how 
fully ho shall carry it into operation. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question now? 
Mr. MARSH. ·Certainly, .for a question. 
Mr. COX. Let us get the point down. 
Jrir. MARSH. Put the question, my friend. 
Mr. COX. I am going to put it. You wish to leave the Presi

dent the power to organize the Regular Army to the limit of 
100,000 men? 

Mr. MARSH. Substantially. 
Mr. COX. If that is true, why not confer upon the President 

the power to extend the Army to any number he wants? 
Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, if this bill becomes a law as it 

now stands it is mandatory on the President. He must appoint 
all the thousands of officers that it provides for , whether at the 
time he deems them necessary or not. This simply puts it in his 
discretion as to whether it shall be increased to the full extent or 
only part way. Why not confer upon him that discretion? Are 
you afraid that he will not make the Army large enough? A.re 
you afraid that he will make it too small? My friend from Ten-
nessee does not want a large army. -

Mr. COX. No. _ 
Mr. MARSH. This provision of mine relieves the President 

from the obligation imposed by the bill in its present form to make 
an army of a hundred thousand, · and he can stop with G0,000 if 
he chooses, and he may stop in the appointment of the large num
ber of officers provided for in this bill. He may stop halfway. I 
say, let him have that power. From that I will pass on to an
other point. 

Mr. COX. Pardon me right there for one moment, for I am not 
going to interrupt except--

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. MARSH. Why, I must yield to my goocl friend from Ten-
nessee, although he knows he is taking my time. 

Mr. COX. I will give you all mine. 
Mr . .l\IARSH. You have given yours away already. 
Mr. COX. I will borrow some more somewhere else. 
Mr. MARSH. Very well. 
Mr. COX . I know what my friend's idea is, but I want the 

House to understand it . If you are going to confer upon the 
President of the United States the power to call out a certain 
number of troops, why do you limit him at all? Why put the 
limit at 100.000? · 

l\ir. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, we limit him to a hundred thou
sand, because nobody believes that the Army, under any circum
stances, will need to be larger than a hundred thousand men, and 
it is supposed by a great many people that we shall not need a 
hundred thousand. Hence, I do not want to provide absolutely 
in the law that the Army must be composed of 100,000 men. We 
placed· limit upon the number of volunteers, in the volunteer 
act last spring, if I recollect- right, not to exceed 500,000 men. 
The President called out 175,000. 

Mr. COX. I beg my friend's pardon. That bill does not limit 
him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
Mr. MARSH. No, I do not want to yield. · 
Mr. COX. I know the gentleman does not want to make an 

incorrect statement. 
Mr . .MARSH. No, I do not want to. 
Mr. COX. Another thing--
The CHAIRMAN. 'rhe gentleman from Tennessee is not in 

order. The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 
Mr. :MARSH. I hope my friend from Tennessee will allow me 

to proceed. . 
.Mr. COX. I hope my friend will correct the statement that he 

has made. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman. in the organization of the 

infantry companies under the present law, 106 enlisted men are 
pl'Ovided to each infantry company. The 106 enlisted men include 
tbe privates and noncommissioned officers. This bill increases tho 
number of the enlisted men of an infantry company to 145. I hope 
at the proper time, when we get into consideration of the bill under 
the fivo-minute rule, to move an amendment reducing that number 
from 14.5 to the pre.sent number, 106. Under the present mode of 
handling troops, fighting necessarily in opon order, instead of close 
order, 14.u m en are too many for a company commander to com
mand. Under the old system of war, such as General HENDERSON 
and my friend Colbnel Cox were en.gaged in, the companies wero 
formed in compact order. We formed even in three and four lines 
and charged in columns of brigades and columns of divisions in 
close order. The men touched elbow to elbow. That mode of 
warfare has passed, and the fighting now is done upon the front 
line, with the men 5, Ci, and 8 and 10 feet apart. 

Mr. HULL. Will it interrupt my friend to ask him a question? 
Mr. MARSH. Not at all. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Iowa? 
Mr. HULL. Is it not true that the open order of fighting-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent1eman yield? 
Mr. HULL. The gentleman yielded to me. I say that in order 

that the gentleman may elaborate it somewhat at this time, is it 
not true that the open formation of the modern organization of 
infantry in the German army bas increased the number in the 
company in place of decreasing it? 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, the German law providAs 250 for 
the company. There are reasons for it there that do not obtain 
here. In my time I do not care to discuss it here. I want. to say 
what I ought to have said a while ago-that the Committee on 
Military Affairs had hearings before the recess, and reported this 
bill just before the recess was taken. We bad before tlB that ac
complished officer, Lieutenant-General Schofield, and that equally 
accomplished officer, Major-General Miles; and we had before us 
the representa~ves of the staff department here in 'Y,3:shington. 
If I recollect aright, there was not a line officer whose views were 
submitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. So far as I 
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. know, the only officers who appeared there were staff officers
men that have no command, men who do not command, but men 
who act by virtue of the orders of their superiors. . ... 

Now, I am not complain_ing of t~a.t. I am not cnticismg.t~at; 
but I am calling the attention of this House to the fact, a~d it is a 
fact that so far as the hearings are concerned, and the mforma
tion' given to the committee, it comes to us solely from the staff 
department up here at headq11arters, from men who did not com
m and men; who under the law ca~ not command m_en;_ men who 
under the law as it now exists are m the staff fo~ allfetu:i:;ie. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call . the attention of thIB ~ouse 
to the r eal m eat in thecocoanut of a large company to aregunent, 
and I get it from that frank and candid old s~ldier, General 
Schofield. 1 read to you from page 21 of the hearings: 

I would say, thou~h, in connection with the.strength of th~ Army, that it 
would i;eem to bo wise to make the necessary mcrease by addmg as few reg
iments as practicable-

Y ou know the fewer regiments we have the more men we must 
have in the company-
and getting the necessary strength by giving very large. size i! ne~ssa1:"y to 
the companies, making the enlisted strength vory large m proportion to the 
number of officers-

That is what this bill does-
so i! the time comes, as I hope it may in a very few yoo.rs, when a considor
able reduction can be made in the force no!V. presumed .to be neces~ary, th~t 
it can be done without any injury to tl:!e m1li~ary offectn"'.eness by s~mp~y dis
charging unnecessary enlisted men, still leavmg an efficient orgamzat10n of 
50 or liO or 100 men to the company. . 

I would not hesitate with that in view, to make the compames as large as 
150 men, and I know f~om my own experience that with such officers as aro 
now found in the Regular Army a company of 150 men can be mad.e more ef· 
fective tllan any new troops under new officers could be made m a short 
time, although troops organized as our volunteers generally are, of the. char
acter generally found among them, would become aa good as regulars m the 
course of a few years ; but for a long time a c~mpany of volunteers would be 
l ess efficient than a company of 150 men orgamzed under such officers as now 
exist in the Army. 

Subordinating the efficiency of the organization of the Army t;o 
tho interest of the commissioned officers when the time comes to 
reduce the Army--

Mr. COX. That is what it means. 
l\1r. MARSH. That is the meat in the cocoanut. That was the 

meat in the cocoanut of the Regular Army bill last spring, when 
it came in here providing for 250 enlisted men in an infantry com
pany. I asked of General Schwan, who was one of the three or 
four staff officers who prepared this bill, about it.. It t1:1rned O?-t 
upon the hearing that t hree or ~our staff offic~rs-if I m~sstate it, 
tho chairman will correct me-1t turned out rn the hearmgs that 
three or four staff officers in the War Department, men who never 
will have command of troops, who now are _barred by law fro~ 
the command of troops, three, four, five, or s1x officers up here in 
the War Department prepar~ this bill-and i! I am in error, the 
chairman can correct me-with some corrections and some sug
gestions that the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
himself made. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. MARSH. I will permit a question. 
:Mr. RA. Y of New York. I understand the a-entleman to say 

that if the idea of General Schofield is carried out for the proper 
organization of fu~l regime~ts, and_ a larg_er numb.er o_f enlisted 
men in the compames or regiments is provided for, it will operate 
in the interest of the officers when we come to reduce the Regular 
Army, if that is ever don~. . . 

Now itstruckme-andif!am wrong I will bepleased to have the 
O'entlexii:m correct me-that that will not be so, because the fewer 
the number of regiments the fewer the number of officers; and 
therefore when we come to reduce the Regular Army, by reduc
ing the ~umber of enlisted men there will not b~ as many com
missioned officers remaining as there would be if we had more 
re<Yiments with their necessary officers and the same number of 
enlisted men as in the Army with the larger number of regiments. 

Mr. MARSH. I see the trouble in the gentleman's min~. Sup
pose tlle infantry organization contains 50,000 men; that is about 
what this bill provides for-145 men to a company. Suppose two 
or three years from now Congress passes a law reducing ~hen um
ber of men in the infantry to 20,000. Then 30,000 of the mfantry 
are mustered out, leaving the companies, instead of 145_ strong, 50 
strong, and, as General Schofield said, thereby preservmg the or
ganization and not uisturbing the officers. 

Mr. COX. That is the point. . . . 
Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman from Illmo1s permit a 

question? 
1\1r. MARSH. If the gentleman will wait a minute. On page 

33 of the hearings before the committee, in response to a question 
that I propounded to General Schofield, he said: 

Mr. M.Ansrr. Now. in case. after tho organization of this army of 145 men 
to the company, it was found that we coultl r educe it ten or fift~en or twen_ty 
thousand under your system, the men could be mustered out without anym
justice in mustering out officers? 

General SCHOFIELD. Yes. I think that would be a very important mat
ter. It would save tlle danger of having to reduce the number of regiments. 
and so obviate the stagnation in promotion that would follow such a course, 

You want to make an organim.tion that will last and that will be efficient, 
and let the President fill it up when necessary. . . . 

Now I will listen to the gentlemanfromOhio [Mr. BRO:.\IWELL] . 
l\Ir. BROMWELL. The question I propose to ask is-- · 
Mr. MARSH. How much time, Mr. Chairman, have I re-

maining? · 
Mr. BROMWELL. I will take but a minute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty-four 

minutes. 
Mr." BROMWELL. The question I propose to ask is as to the 

contract relation existing between the officers of the United States 
Army who become regulars and the Government. I understood 
the gentleman to say a few days ago that in his judgment an Army 
officer, regularly mustered into the regular service, had a claim 
for his salary, or at least a right to retirement with salary for the 
rest of his life. 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman from Ohio misunderstood me. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Let me put my question. · 
Mr. MARSH. Well, you are going to base the question on a 

misunderstanding. · 
Mr. BROMWELL. Now, I ask the gentleman this question: 

If the number of men is enlisted at 100 instead of 150, as in this 
bill, that will make one-half more regiments than are provided 
for by this bill, and it would increase the number of Regular 
Army officers one-half. What I want the gentleman t~ state is, 
whether, in his judgment, the officer~ who would be r~tired when 
the regiments were muatered out, m Cl,lse a reduction became 
necessary, would have any claim against the Government for 
their salaries after the muster out? 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, what I want is a properly organ
ized army. I do not want the efficient reorganization to be sub
ordinated to the interests of the officers or anybody else that may 
take place in future years. I do not think that Congress shm~ld 
so legislate as to make it necessary to muster out of the service 
three or four years hence, when a reduction orthe Army takes 
place men who have devoted their lives to the Army service; 
whil~ they hn.ve no vested rights to remain in the service ~ntil 
the period of retirement, yet I would not have Congress deliber
ately legislate with a view to mustering them out, when it is not 
necessary to do so. 

l\Ir. COX. I hope my friend from Illinois will yield for a mo-
ment. 

Mr. MARSH. I will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. COX. Of course you will . [Laughter.] 
Mr. MARSH. I always have to. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COX. Under the bill when you come to r educe the Regular 

Army and muster out the privates--
Mr. MARSH. Under this bill we do not reduce it. 
Mr. COX. You muster out the privates and keep the officers. 

Is not that so? 
l\ir. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, when we. get to the con

sideration of this bill under the five-minute rule, I will submit an 
amendment r educing the infantry company to the present num
ber of 106 enlisted men. 

Now, there is one other point I desire to call the attention of 
the House to, and that is tlie reorganization of the staff of the 
Army, and I do it for.the p_uryoRe of expressing my _views on that 
subject, because the time, if it has not now come, will come when 
this reform I suggest in the staff of the American Army will be 
accomplished. 

Your staff now is a permanent staff. The officers on that staff 
are selected from the line of tho Army by the President and ap· 
pointed to the lowest grade where a vacancy occurs in the staff. 
Thoy remain on the staff for life, or until the age of retirement. 
They no longer acquire experience in the field; they no longer have 
experience in commanding men; but they r emain upon the staff 
for the rest of their lives. 

When we get to the point under the five-minute rule where 
amendments. may be offered, I shall offer an amendment provid
inrr that hereafter all vacancies in the staff of the Army shall be 
fille:i by details from the line for a period not exceeding four years 
(if the officer should not earlier be r eturned to his regiment), and 
at the end of that time, under the provisions of this amendment, 
such officers will be sent back to the line of the Army whence they 
came and will n.ot be eligible again for staff duty until they have 
served in the line as long as they have served in the staff. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Suppose in the meantime the vacancies 
caused by detailing them to staff duties are filled? 

.Mr. ~1ARSH. The vacancies will not be filled. There need be 
no trouble in arranging that matter. That is a question of detail 
which can not interfere with the practical operation of this propo
sition. Under this system we shall be trainmg the staff in the 
duties of the line and we shall be training the line in the dut ies of 
the staff. Suppo~e, Mr. Chairman, that thirty-three years ago, 
at the close of the civil war, such a provision as I have just out
lined had been in the law. Then when this Spanish war broke 
out your regiments would have _been filled with comp~tent staff 
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officers. And while I have no word of criticism, while I have 
none but words of praise for the staff officers who performed their 
duties in the recent Spanish war, I will say that if there was any 
weak point in our military forces during that war it was with the 
staff in the field. Witness the condition of things at Tampa, and 
I will not go further on that point. 

The measure I am advocating will bring the staff and the line 
of the Army in closer touch, and will largely, if not entirely, pre
vent jealousy, envy, and ill feeling that exist in the Army be
tween the line and the staff, and which always will exist while the 
staff is a separate organization. 

I would not interfere with the gentlemen _who are now in the 
staff; let them remain. But when vacancies hereafter occur or 
when new staff officers may be provided for by future legislation, 
the amendment would cover such cases. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word further, and 'I am through. The 
bill provides for the abolition of the regimental form in the artil
lery. If you will refe r to the hearings, you will find that General 
Schofield and General M~les both agreed _that that feature of the 
bill was not right. Both of those distinguished officers-and they 
are the only officers who had command of anything that were 
heard before the committee-both of those officers were emphatic 
in adhering to the present regimental organizati6n of the artil-

leR;; much, Mr. Chairman, for tlw provisions of this bill. Now, a 
word or tw<> to show why, in my judgment, the President should 
be clothed with the power, .to be exercised in his good discretion, 
to increase the Regula1~ Army from 26,610 to not exceeding in the 
neighborhood of 100,000. 

New conditions have come to the country. New responsibilities 
have fallen upon our shoulders. I was one of the gentlemen on 
this floor last spring who tired of diplomatic attempts to _cure the 
troubles that existed in the neighboring island of Cuba. I was 
one of the gentlemen of this House who were anxious, on the very 
day that we received the news of the blowing up of the .lliaine, to 
declare war against Spain. I would have done it the next morning 
if I could have had my way. When the declaration did come, I 
was one of the gentlemen on this floor who urged it in season and 
out of season. And when I did that, Mr. Chairman, I stood ready 
then, as I stand ready now, to assume all the responsibilities that 
might flow from that war. And one of theresponsibilitiesflowing 
from that war is the possessions that we now have in Porto Rico, 
and Cuba, and the Philippine Islands. ·whether you are in favor 

· of retaining the Philippine Islands for all time, or whether you 
are in favor of r etaining them only so long as may be necessary to 
establish law, order, peace, and good government there on the 
part of the people, in either event the President needs an increase 
of the Army above 2G,610. 

I have heard the question asked very frequently on this floor, 
"What is the policy of the Administration with reference to the 
Philippine Islands?" I do not know w .hat the policy of the Admin
istration is now or what it will be in the future. I have no hesi
tation in saying here now, as I said to the people of my district in 
every one of those seven counties in Illihois, that, so far as I am 
concerned, I am in favor of holding the Philippine Islands and 
Porto Rico as long as the people of this country desire to hold 
them. There is no halfway measure with me on this matter. 
The Philippine Islands are ours by conquest; and I would not re
turn them to Spain; I would not leave them to the mercies of their 
own people, who are incapable of self-government. I would give 
t o those islands all the liberty that they are capable of enjoying. 
and properly exerciging. . 

I would hold those islands, not as a part of the United States; 
but as the P!Operty of the U:g.ited States, and I would make such 
rules and r egulations for their government as may be deemed 
wise by Congress from time to time. I would apply to those 
islands such t ariff laws as Congress might deem necessro.-y from 
time to time. I would apply such tariff laws to imports from 
those islands to this c.ounti·y as Congress may deem best. I would 
apply tariff laws in those islands to the products of. other coun
tries as well as our oW'n, as Co,ngress may deem necessary from 
time to t ime. In other words, I would not make those islands a 
part of the United States as we made Louisiana, but I would 
make them the property of these United States, so that the people 
of those islands may enjoy just such rights as th~ American Con
gress deems wise an~ best to confer upon them. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, somebody says, "Would yon use force to 
bring about this condition of things?" I would. Of course 1 
would use for_ce ~o bring about this condition of things. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I would not have this Government a 
sneak and an imbeci1e. 

Why are we sending troops and munitions of war to Man~la and 
the Philippine Islands if it is n_qt neces_sary to. use them to pre
serve law and. order and assert o_ur authority in these, islands,? 
N ol;>ody is responsible for the expression of these views,· let me 
say, but myself. -

Mr. COX. Nobody wants to be responsible for them. 
Mr. MARSH. There is nothing new in this. Why, we used 

force of arms before in this country on numerous occasions. It 
has been necessary at times in our history. When we became 
the possessors of the Louisiana purchase in 1803, we sent troops 
there at once to take possession. We have not acquired a solid 
foot of territory in any portion of our land in all of that time that 
we had not sent a standing army there to maintain law and or
der and to protect the peace of the people. The acquisition of 
territory during the present century in every case has been fol
lowed by the same process, and we have kept this territory in 
that connection for years until it acquired statehood under our 
laws. The Regular Army has been there all of the time-a part 
of the standing Army to maintain law and order. Not volun
teers, 1\Ir. Chairman, please remember, but a standing Army in 
every instance. 

When we acquired California from Mexico and acquired the 
Territory of New Mexico, we had no sooner done so than we sent 
a standing army, not volunteers, but men from the Regular Army 
of the country, to maintain law and order there and to protect 
our rights. And we did not ask the consent of the people there 
as to whether they were willing or not tbat our Army should be 
there. We sent troops into Florida after we had paid cash for it 
and closed a solid business transaction for the acquisition of that 
country-we sent an army there to maintain the dignity and the 
power of the United States and to enforce law and order and to 
preserve peace amongst the people. What objection, then, can 
there be to operating in the same way and exercising the same 
functions in other places? The people, speaking for all of these 
Territories, thank God to-day that the United States Government 
did send the Regular Army there from time to time as was found 
necessary. (Applause on the Republican side.] 

Why, sir, the proposition to use force and compel obedience to 
the laws of the United States, the proposition to use-the Army of 
the Government to reclaim and care for territory belonging to the 
Government of the United States, is, I repeat, no new one. It is 
a part of the history of the country. 

I do not like to refer to the civil war, but I must do so, because 
it is one of the leading incidents, one of the leading illustrations, 
of the doctrine to which I am referring; that is, the doctrine of 
using force to preserve and maintain American territory. We 
used force for four long years in that struggle, and my friends on 
both sides of the House will well r emember the fact. We mus
tered the largest army of modern days and fought a war for four 
long years, one of the greatest on record. 

For what purpose? To compel a people to submit to the Con
stitution of the United States of America ngainst their will. And 
they did submit. And, Mr. Chairman, there is not a man of them 
to-day but what glories in the fact that the old flag floats over 
them, although they fought for four years with courage and valor 
to down it. Even my friend from Tennessee, Colonel Cox, is 
proud that he lives under tho ' ;starry banner;" and the old flag in 
all of its glory is enshrined in his heart on the 4th day of every July, 
when it waves over his own beautiful home in the State of Tennessee. 
The men who submitted to force have learned the beauties of 
American rule and of the protection afforcled by the American 
flag. And they are the very last persons on earth who should re
sent tbe use of military force to retain territory belonging to this 
country. They are the last persons, I say, who should do so-gen
tlemen like my friend from Tennessee, whom I r egard very highly. 

But for the use of that force, but for the u se of an army of one 
and a half or two millions of men, where would you and your peo
ple be to-day? ~alk about this proposition of "using force" to 
compel obedience and enable the country to r etain its territory! 
:W-hy, it is preposterous, and ought not to come certainly from gen
tlemen on the other side of the House. They ought to know that 
if the result of force has spread such blessings ancl prosperity, con
tentment nnd love of country to the people of the South, great 
God, whatmayit not bring totbepeopleof the Philippine Islands! 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COX. <Mr. Chairman, by the indulgence of the gentleman, 
your compliments to the South, let me state--
. Mr. MARSH. With my friend 's consent, I must decline just 
now to be interrupted. 

!\fr. COX. I only want to say a word. 
Mr. MARSH. Well, if my friend wants to ask a question, I 

will gladly yield. . 
Mr. COX. Oh, well, you will have no trouble about my ques

tion. Let me say one word to you--
Mr. MARSH. Very well; say it. [Laughter.] Let me put 

one to you first, however, before you begin. Are you not glad the 
Southern Confederacy failed, and that the Union of the country 
has been restored, and was restored by force of arms? Now an'
swer that frankly, from your heart. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. COX. I will do it. 
:Mr. MA~SH. I know you are a patriot and love your country 
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and glory in that flag. Now, say so to these people. [Laughter 
and applause.] And say it so loud that the people down in Ten
nessee can hear it. 

Mr. COX. Do not be excited about the flag. I have my con-
victions, as you have yours. You need not attack me. 

1\ir. MARSH. Oh, no. 
Mr. COX. I did what I thought was my duty. · 
Mr. MARSH. That is right; I know you did. I am not deny-

ing that. · 
Mr. COX. I have no apology to make in this Congress or any

where else. 
Mr. MARSH. I would not have you to do it. I would be 

ashamed of you if you did. 
Mr. COX. Well, if you did expect it, I would not respect you. 
Mr. MARSH. No, no. 
The CHAIR.MAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 

expired. 
Mr. COX. I wish I had one minute. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dnrn

MORE] thirty minutes. 
Mr. DINS.MORE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 

[Mr. MARSH] who bas just taken his seat is a ·grizzled veteran of 
the Union Army in the civil war. The gentleman from Tenness.ee 
rl\fr. Cox], with whom he was in altercation, another, of the Con
fec.leracy. I would be glad if I could give expression to my emo
tions in hearing these two in fraternal terms discussing the welfare, 
the hopes of our common country. and referring to the past with
out bitterness or reproach. The gentleman from Illinois asked rr;y 
friend from Tennessee if he was not glad the South had failed to 
disrupt the Union, and that the Stars and Stripes to-day float over 
a reunited, a consolidated country. As a son of the South, keenly 
sensitive to her honor, and resentful of any imputation against 
her motives or her cause in that unfortunate ·period, I say to the 
gentleman from Illinois that I am glad. I rejoice ~hat we have a 
reunited country, with one flag and one people-a people devot~d 
to the preservation of the inestimable blessings of free institutions 
for ourselves and all humanity. . 

Gentlemen hav~ said with reference to the war with Spain that 
it is a blessing, in one sense at least, that it has united the sections 
of this country and made them all loyal and true to the Govern
ment. I deny this, Mr. Chairman. It has only furnished the op
portunity for the people all over the land to discover that they are 
one people, loyal and united, forgetful of past differences, but this 
has been true for years. Lincoln and Grant conquered the feel
ing of rebellion largely in the South, and they did it more by what 
transpired at the surrender at Appomattox and afterwards than 
they did with their arms upon the hard-fought fields before. 
[Applause.] It was done in tho terms of surrender and the treat
ment of the surrendered Confederates . . 

I was not prepared yesterday for the statement of the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. DOLLIVER], that the utterances upon this side of 
the Chamber had been almost treasonable. l\fr. Chairman, has 
thetimecomewhenquestionsof greatnationalimportanceareriend
ing and we, as represent~tives of the people in the discharge of our 
duties to our constituencies, dare to speak out boldly, as all Ameri
can citizens should speak, that we should be charged with trea
son; that we shall be considered as traitors? The gentleman said 
that the President had been twfoe insulted upon this floor. 

I could not sit quietly and hear an insult offered to the Presi
dent of the United States, but I have never heard it. Although 
he is the highest official in this land-and in the world, for that 
matter - he is but the servant of the people, an American citizen, 
and we have the right, nay, it is our duty, to animadvert upon 
his official conduct when it deserves criticism and censure. 

I would approach the present crisis, Mr. Chairman, without 
any feeling of partisanship. It is one which requires the un
biased, the unprejudiced consideration of every member of this 
body. It is one fraught with more than usual importance to our 
people. Its results may lead to disaster. We who would caution 
against any imprudent action, against unwisdom, as we believe, 
are sometimes called pessimists. It suits the humor of our im
perialistic friends to so characterize us, but, sir, ·I think we are 
but patriotic conservatives. I have no tolerance for that expres
sion of opinion which I see sometimes about "little America." 
America is not little. She is great, and has grown great by the 
energies·, intelligence, patriotism, and courage of our own people, 
attending to their own business, in their own dominion. 

In the limited time allotted to me it is scarcely possible for me 
to do more than to make a protest in my own behalf and that of 
my constituency against the proposed meaimre to largely increase 
the standing Army and the Governments policy which has brought 
the measure before Congress. I can not conceive of any condition 
consistent with the safety, welfare, and happiness of the American 
people which would justify the increase of the Army proposed by 
this bill. -

For many years the Army has b een limited in its numbers by 
the law as it now exists, and though th<i population has outgrown 

the numerical strength of the Army in its proportion, :neverthe
less it has been at all times in the past sufficient to meot every re. 
quirement for military purposes. Our·national history in the past 
century is without a precedent in the history of nations. Our 
growth in science and art, in civilization and learning, in inven
tion and industrial development, has challenged the admiration of 
the world. 

When the fathers established this American -Republic by a Revo
lution in behalf of liberty and the equality of man, although suc
cessful in the initial steps, the world laughed and prophesied that 
the Government thus establi8hed would be but a brief experiment. 
The :flight of time has changed contempt into admiration and 
wonder, and to-day we stand without a superior in the family of 
nations. · 

In civilization, in industrial enterprise, in scientific develop ... 
ment. in educational advancement, in moral and intellectual 
growth, we stand in advance of many and behind none. We 
have achieved all this, sir, without a great standing army, walk
ing in the well-defined and unquestioned paths of constitutional 
and peaceful pursuits, in the way pointed out to us by the patriot 
fathers who laid deep the foundations of the Republic. We were 
ever faught bythose fathers that a great military establishment 
was a menace to individual freedom and might be made an in
strument for the destruction of-the liberties of the people. 

The purpose of the establishment of this Government-was the 
promotion of human rights, the enlargement of human liberties, 
the universal equality of man. lt was designed that this should 
be a government where the people might live together upon terms 
of equality, at peace with each other and with all the world, where 
tyranny should not exist, and where the civil should predom
inate over the military authority, a government which should 
respect the rights of foreign nations and excite the just animos
ity of none. ''Peace and honest friendship with all 'nations, en
tangling alliances with none," is the graphic expression by which 
Jefferson defined our relations with the world. 

How successful we have been in following these salut.ary and 
happy principles is attested by the wondrous success which we 
have achieved. Until the r ecent changed conditions growing out 
of the war with Spain, has there ever been any to suggest the 
necessity to increase our military establishment, as is proposed by 
this measure? Have any before had the temerity to insist that 
there was a aemand for a large increase of our Army? No, .Mr. 
Chairman, it has been universally known that a land of peace 
and industry had no such r equirements, and there were none to 
advocate it. Indeed, sir, the conditions twenty-fi'ie, thirty years 
ago were such as to require a greater military force than at any 
time since until hostilities began with Spain. 

The Indian tribes, in the interior of the country, remote from 
the fringeirnf civilization on the Atlantic and the Pacific were nu
m erically stronger and more warlike and savage than at the pres
ent day, and more troops were required to keep them in subjec
tion and restrain them from the perpetration of outrages against 
the whites in those sparsely settled localities. It has always been 
considered that the only pm·pose of a standing army was to police 
the country in the Territories, assist the Executive authority of 
the Government within constitutional limitations, and form a 
nucleus about which the militia of the country might be con
structed into a military force requisite for the demands of any 
emergency. 

A standing army has only been tolerated as a necessary evil, and 
it certainly should be kept within bounds commensurate with 

, necessity. The people are entitled to administration of govern
ment with the least possible measure of expense, and the expenses 
of maintaining a standing army are enormous. Each soldier is 
a charge upon the labor and industrial production of the coun4 
try; he adds nothing to the general stock of we·alth, and his sub
sistence is taken from the earnings of toil in which he does not 
participate. 

When he is disabled, be is pensioned for life; when he grows 
old and infirm, he is retired and maintained at the Government 
expense; no ·other class of citizens enjoys these benefits than the 
military forces on land and sea. The people have a right, there
fore, to demand that these forces shall be kept within the strict 
limitations of necessity. It is proposed by this bill to quadruple 
the expense of th~ Army to the people. If it is done, Mr. Chair- . 
man, it shall be without my consent. I perceive no necessity to 
justify it. I recognize no conditions that require it. 

The supremacy ·of the civil" over military authority was what 
Jefferson advised, and the experience of the world proves that it is 
wise to maintain it. Let us take a lesson from France, our sister 
Republic, yet barely a republic-more a military despotism. The 
army, if not the supreme influence, hassosuperseded civilauthor
ity that it seems impossible to resist its power. France is a re
public in name, and yet it is possible-there for man to be deprived 
of his liberty without . due presentment, without information, 
and without trial. We -have seen Dreyfus --banished and im
prisoned in cruel and wretched! solitude -· ''incommunicado," 
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denied the privilege of confronting the witnesses against him or 
even of knowing the evidence. Palpably the result of military 
tyranny, the supplanting of civil by the military authority. lf 
the over-sanguine say such conditions are impossible here, I an
swer that no man can say. Great things result from small be
ginnings. Arivuletisathing of beauty, to inspire a poet's fancy, 
but when it grows to be a river it is an irresistible flood. 

It is proposed that this large increase shall be made in obedience 
to a demand growing out of our changed conditions. It is said 
that we must have a military force in Cuba, in Porto Rico, in Ha
waii, and in the Philippines, and it is suggested that war is likely 
to occur to us and that om· force is insufficient upon which to 
build an efficient army. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no patience with or tolerance for the 
-tendencies of the hour. I disapprove of the method adopted for 
securing to the Cubans a at-able and permanent government, and 
I utterly abhor the proposed annexation of the Philippine Islands 
to the dominion of the United States. We are told, sir, by differ
ent eminent authorities in military circles that from thirty to 
fifty thousand men are necessary to maintain order in Cuba while 
a stable government is being estal.Jlished. 

I am not an expert in military science-I pretend to be only a 
civilian; but I assert to this House that if the people of the country 
and the Congress of the United States had dreamed that such ex
orbitant demands would be made they would have been more 
r eluctant to take up arms in a cause prompted solely by sympathy 
and humanitarian impulse. 

What man dreamed of conquest when war was declared? The 
Congress, in the war resolutions, specifically and in distinct terms 
disavowed any purpose of conquest, and we believed that the good 
faith of this Government and the integrity of the American char
acter was a sufficient guaranty against hypocrisy and deceit and 
a betrayal of our expressed purpose. The President of the United 
States, on April 11, 1898, in a message to Congress, used this un
equivocal language with reference to Cuba: 

I speak not of forcible annexation, for that can not be thought of. That, 
by our code of morality, would be criminal aggression. 

What did the President mean by this language? He could only 
mean thatthe United States would not forcibly annex Cuba to her 
territory without the consent of the Cubans_ themselves. What 
tloes the President propose to do with reference to the Philippines? 
ls not his language used with reference to Cuba equally pertinent 
to those islands? What is it that is holding up the country to-day, 
awaiting the action of ratification to a treaty which has been ex
torted from Sp'ain with the bayonet at her throat? 

Spain has yielded to us under these conditions her sovereignty 
over the Philippines. She did it not without long and persistent 
protest, but she was a conquered foe, subject to the dictation of her 
conqueror, and had to yield. But after this r emission by Spain of 
her authority, her sovereignty, such as it was, we are confronted 
by the graver problem of the unwillingness of the Filipinos to sub
mit themselves to our authority. What does the President pro
pose to do? What does his administration advise him to do? 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER 1, and other gentle
men who stand for this Admrnistration, decfu:ie to tell us; they 
only tell us that the President will do all things well, but the rack 
and thumbscrew applied by tho relentless gentleman from Indi
·ana [Mr. JoHNSONj could not extort from the gentleman from 
Iowa yesterday a statement as to what ho wished the Government 
to do with reference to the Philippines. They are content to cast 
it into our teeth that if there is a failure of the ratification of the 
treaty it will be due to Democratic opposition; that a failure to 
ratify will leave us at W9.r with Spain, while ratification would 
bring us much-desired peace. 

Ratification of the treaty closes the incident with Spain, but 
opens another as serious with the inhabitants of the Philippines. 
Wo are told that by opposition to the treaty we would prevent 
peace arnl continue the w ar with Spain. How absurd! Will 
Spain take up arms again because we refuse to ratify the treaty 
for the reason that it extorts more from her than we are willing 
to take? Besides, if she would, she could not fight us again. Will 
she send back her soldiers that we have returned to her with guns 
in their hands? Where and how will they land? Where is her 
navy? Can Cervera and l\fontojomustertheir ships from the bot
tom of the sea? Those ships are no longer engines of destruction, 
but habitations for fishes and slimy reptiles of the deep that 
play hide and seek behind piles of "dead men's bones." Spain is 
helpless against us. It can no longer be a question of war with her. 
It is a quest ion of national honor and our own preservation, which 
we must determine for ourselves without consideration of Spain, 
and gentlemen must know it. Since the beginning of our national 
life we have boasted that all just government is derived from the 
consent of the governed. 

Shall we, then, govern a people without their consent-nay, even 
against their solemn protest and violent opposition? It does not 
answer for gentlemen to say we will confer the benefits of our 

civilization upon them, which is far better than anything which 
they can accomplish for themselves. Who has comitituted us a 
judge? Doubtless the Britons thought we would be muoh better 
off under their Governmnt, but our fathers thought differently 
and asserted and maintained their right to govern themselves in
dependently of Great Britain and her supposed superior civ:iliza
tion. No, l\1r. Chairman, we may not do this thing. lf it is 
done, then burn the Declaration of Independence, tear up the 
Constitution, and retrace the steps by which we have marched to 
national greatness and r enown. There is a moral obligation upon 
us, but it is to our own people, to preserve their ancient and pres
ent liberties, to guard against exposing them to war with other 
nations, to exclude from our citizenship objectionable material
this is our obligation, and at the peril of this wo owo no obliga.
tion to anybody. 

At this point, l\tr. Chairman, I hope I may be pardoned if I make a 
partisan digression. I have felt that this discussion should be con
ducted with no partisan feeling, but yesterday my distinguished 
friend from Iowa [.Mr. DOLLIVER], so versatile in genius, so blessed 
with nature's gifts, having talents rarely given to men in this 
world, could not refrain in his remarks from partisan thrusts and 
taunts at this side of the House, entirely irrelevant to tho matter 
under discussion. 

When the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], 
who has no superior in this House nor elsewhere in many respects, 
being blessed with gifts of expression and thought, is driven from 
the dignified field of dispassionate discussion, from logical and 
legitimate debate, and tumbles and vaults in rhetorical athletics , 
seeking to win from the House its sweet applause and from his 
admirers and friends on the floor and in the galleries vocal approval, 
not by argument, but by prancing, prismatic platitudes [laughter], 
it shows to the country and to the House how absolutely barren 
is the ground upon which he stands of reason, logic, and argu
ment. 

Ah, he is not a man to leave the field of argument when thero is 
material to be used. Not he, Mr. Chairman, nor the very ablo 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gn.osvENOR], who the other day asked 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACKJ, "What would 
you have our Navy do in the Philippines? " The gentleman from 
Tennessee [l\1r. CARMACK] said, "Sail away and never look back." 
Thereupon the gentleman from Ohio [.M:r. GROSVENOR] said, ''And 
have yourselves branded in the back as cowards." 

l\fr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman mistakes my answer. I 
said "And all the world would brand you as cowards." 

l\fr. DINSMORE. Woll, as you like. "All the world would 
brand us as cowards." For what, Mr. Chairman? Why cowards? 
Because we abandon a country a part of which has fa llen into the 
hands of our military forces in war? Why cowards. if they act 
in pursuance of and in conformity with the traditions and wi-it
ten creed of this country, within the spirit of the Constitution, 
not forgetting that this is a free government which respects the 
rights of every people in the world and whose own people govern 
themselves with a view of promoting their own happiness? 

Who shall brand us as cowards? Who are cowards? They are 
peoplo who do not dare to meet danger and who do not dare to do 
the right. 

But my friendfrom Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], after speaking about 
the beautiful event of the unanimous vote upon the $GO,OOO,OOO 
appropriation, which he was pleased to consider the most glo
rious in the history of this country, as a vote of confidcnco in 
the President of the United States, said it was a misfortune-I 
speak from memory, because his speoch is not in tho RECORD this 
morning-it was a misfortune that a different foelin:; should have 
taken place on this side of the House, and that wo s11ould so sud
denly become partisans as to have voted againRt the war-revcnuo 
measure. He criticises the gentleman from Texas [l\lr. Ba.IL.EV] 
for certain utterances said to have been mado somewhere. He 
said we voted against the revenue bill in tho House of Represent
atives. 

Did the gentleman tell the country why? · Did ho say that we 
did it because we were not willing to hold up the hands of tho 
Administration? That is the implication. Does he not know-at 
least, if he had taken the pains and had sufficient interest to be 
accurate, he could have ascertained-that it was stated by the 
gentleman from Texas on this floor that if thoy would take out the 
bond feature of that measure, the Administration could get a 
unanimous vote for the war-revenue bill? 

Mr. GAINES. And the speech of the gentleman from Toxas 
was printed in the RECORD. · 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes, the speech was printed in the RECORD. 
We withheld our support from that measure because the gentleman 
and his colleagues forced upon us and our constituents a bonded 
indebtedness which we felt was an injustice. Interest-bearing 
bonds when there was money in the Treasury! Interest-bearing 
bonds when we had other means by which revenue might havo 
been obtained! Instead of complaining that it raised too much 
revenue, we suggested a way by which more r even.ae might be 
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.raised-by an income tax-which was rejected with scorn by gen
tlemen on the other side of the House. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. _DoLLIVRR] made allusions to o:ur 
fondness over here for" moonshme" money. When. 1'fr. Chan·
man, did the gentleman from Iowa ascertam that the money ad
vocated by the Democrats in the last campaign and upon the floor 
of this House is "moonshine?" He is a recent convert, Mr. C""hair
roan. The gentleman from Iowa wa~ not wont originally. to hold 
to these views about " moonshine" money. 

The gentleman has a record upon this floor and in the country 
upon the question of" moonshine" money ; and if the House w~ll 
give me its attention for but a moment (as I see the gentleman m 
his seat), I shall take pleasure in referring to a part of the record 
which he has made for himself. What I am about to read was 
said by him in 1800 in this House; and I will ask the Clerk to r ead 
from the RECORD that part which I have marked in pf\ncil-an 
extract from a speech made by the gentleman from Iowa on the 
floor of this House u;pon the subject of "moonshine" money. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The act of July 12, providing for the freo coinage of the whole product of 

the American silver mines, is n. monument to the wisdom of this Congress. 
It expands the currency by the annual addition of not less than SOO.U00,000 
and keeps the money of tho peoplo ~s good. as gold. T~e immediate effect ~f 
this law has been to advance the price of silver, and with the advance of s1l
ver every product of agriculture has felt the influence of advancing prices. 
It bas solved the silver question and made the way to tho free coinage of the 
world's silver supply easy and plain. 

All this has been done without panic or financial convulsion, and in tbe 
light of what we have seen and done tho words of Mr. Cleveland's last mes
sage toBongress read like the lines of a comedy. He said: "The Secretary 
r ecommends tho suspension of the further coinage of silv.cr, and in such 
recommendation I earnestly concur." 'l'he comedy lios in the que.er fact th~t 
the very fellows who are most eager to make Mr. Cleveland P1·es1dent agam 
are to-day the loudest in their pretended friendship for silver. 

1\Ir. DINSMORE. Speaking of the farmers, he says: 
They are not radicals or fanaticf!. They are the true, consorvati'°'o forco 

in American society. 
'.rhe real anarchist of our day is not the miserable wretch in a garret work

ing out his infernal ideas with gas pipe and dynamite. We need not fear 
such a man. The true anarchist in modern times is the bloodless spirit of 
wealth acquired without conscience, n. spirit that in all ages has considered 
property as a mere possession and treated the commonwealth as a cheap and 
helpless word. 

Mr. Chairman, the great misfortune to the country was that tho 
gentleman's prediction did not prove true ; and I presume the 
rnason his prediction did not prove true was largely because ho 
withdrew his support and influence from the purpose which was 
declared in that speech. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\iy friend will permit me to say that if be 
.will read the whole speech, he will see that it was delivered against 
the free coinage of silver and not in favor of it, but in favor of the 
silver-purchasing law of 18UO. . 

Mr . DINS~lORE. I can not read the gentleman's whole speech, 
·however delectable it might be; but I wish to say that it is incon
ceivable to me how words such as those just read could be mado 
in opposition to silver. 

Mr. CARMACK. He changed his position before he got through 
his speech. . 

Mr. DINSMORE. No; he did not. The passage read is from 
the concluding portion. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. I voted against the free coinage of silver on 
the occasion when that speech was made, as I have done in every 
Congress since I have had the honor of a seat on this floor. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, the gentleman's position on this ques
tion reminds me of an old fellow I once heard of who ran for the 
legislaturn. While serving there he voted for a law which proved 
to be unpop;ular. He went back homo and ran as a candidate for 
reelection, and the people got after him for ~aving voted for this 
obnoxious law. In defending himself he said: "Fellow-citizens, 
it is true I was for that law, but I was agin its enforcement." 
[Laughter.] 

The gentleman says that he voted against free silver. I have 
'not looked at the RECORD to see how he did vote, but I accept his 
statement in this case, as I always do his statements under every 
circumstance, as true. But if h e was voting against free silver, 
he was tolling the people that while Grover Cleveland, the enemy 
of the people, had been trying to crush silver, had quoted the 
recommendation of his Secretary of the Treasury in favor of sus
pending the further coinage of silver, and had said '""'in which 
decla.ration I earnestly concur." Then, says the gentleman from 
Iowa, the comedy lies in the fact that the very fellows who· are 
most eager to make l\Ir. Cleveland President again are the loudest 
in their pretended friendship for silver. Here is a gentleman who 
voted against free sHver using this language: 

On the other hand, listen to the words of President Harrison·s first mes
Fm.ge : "I ho.ve n.lways been an advocate of tho use of silver in our currency. 
Wo are 1nrgo produc0rs of that metal and should not discredit it." I predict 
that before the Administration of President Harrison ends silver will bo 
coined by tho United States without limit, as gold is now coined. 

Is this a consummation to be wished? The gentlem~n is using 
this argument in favor of the Administration, whose se1·van t h e 
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was, or one of whose members he was at that time. But, I\ir. : 
Chairman, be sings preans of praise of the silver-bullion-purchas~ · 
ing law as having put up the price of silver bullion in the coun
try and at the same time put up the price of every agricultural 
product. The gentleman was not trying to show the discrepancy , 
and divergence between wheat and silver at that time. ! 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa on that occasion had 
most respectable company. Now when I speak of the President 
of the United States I want it understood that I speak of him re- · 
spectfully-nDt only so, but I have high admiration for many of 
the qualities which he possesses. He is a genial, amiable gentle
man; but my friend from Iowa was standing alongside of tho 
President at th.at time. My friend from Iowa was expressing 
views which accorded with views expressed by the President in . 
that same period. ! 

My friend from Iowa was standing-by the gentleman who bas 
been elected and inaugurated President of tlie United States as 
the leader of the enemies of silver, and those enemies, as the gen - . 
tleman said at that time, wore Grover Cleveland and his followers. 
How things change, Mr. Chairman! Now, my friend still stands 
by the President; that is to say, to use the expression of the sailor:, ' 
he is "standing by," waiting for the President to tell him what he 
must do. He seems to ha"\'e no well-settled convictionB'as to what 
is the duty of the Government with reference to the Philip_pines. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] yesterday merci- · 
lessly plied his questions to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoL- , 
LIVERj to obtain a direct response as to what ought to be done. 
The gentleman said he could answer; but b.e did not answer. I .· 
-presume that having been placed once in the position of following 
the President on the money question, and having been obliged to . 
take back his avowals and make explanations to the people, ha 
does not want to commit himself this time until he finds out who . 
else are with the President and what the President really means. 
[Applause.] . : 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa has not many de- ' 
fects; there are not many weaknesses in his character. He is 
brilliant nnd able. The only thing that I would suggest that any 
power can add to improve him would be that he might have the 
courage to stand by his own convictions-to announce them and 
follow no leader contrary to conscience. [Applause. l 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have consumed more time than I bad in
tended t o devote to what seems to be, and is partially, at least, an 
irrelevant matter. This bill to increase the Army is inseparably 
connected with the question as to whether we shall take, as a pat't 
of our dominions, the Philippine Islands. And the measure is 
urged with a great deal of energy for that purpose, and the possi
bility of our control of the Philippines is used as an argument in 
support of the bill. That is the main ground upon which the 
bill is urged before the Honse. 

Why should we take the Philippine Islands? We should not 
take them, because, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, we have no 
earthly use for them. 

l\1r. WM. ALDEN Sl\IITH. Not for a naval station? 
Mr. DINSMORE. Why, Mr. Chairman, in response to the 

suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan, when we were con
fronted with the question as to whether Hawaii should l>e an
nexed as a part of the United States, we were told by many gen
tlemen, and bv my distinguished friend from Michigan particu
larly, that we needed these islands as a base for naval purposes or 
a naval stution; and that it was the "key" to the Paci.fie Ocean, 
and would enable us to control the commerce of that great region, 
and we have Hawaii. 

The CHAIRMANa The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr . HAY. I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas ten 

minutes more. 
Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I was proceeding to say that 

the jslands of Hawaii were regarded as the key to the Pacific 
Ocean. Some of the members on this side of tho Houso pointed 
out the fact that it was intended to use their occupation as an 
entering wedge to the possession of foreign t erritory and start 
upon this system of expansion, which would involve us with the 
gi·eat powers. of the world which are contending for territory in 
the far East. 

Now; the Philippine Islands, after Hawaii has been disposed of, 
have become important, and have become another key; and Guam, 
I presume, will be another" key" for commercial purposes; and 
the Caroline Islands will become a" key" for telegraphic commu
nications; so that eventually, with all of these various "keys," Co
lumbia will have to untravel all of its policy in the past and adopt 
the new arrangement, which will be contrary to the traditions, 
the history, and the interests of our people. [Applause.] 

But the question of trade has been urged in behalf of these ac
quisitions, and the commercial interests of the country are pre
sented· as at least an apology for the acquisition of new territory. 
We have been told ·by gen tlemen of the Republican party on this 
floor that the export trade of the United States-the foreign 
trade-h as incr eased in an enormous pr oportion t o t he trade of 
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other countries. This was asserted tho other day by the distin
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGIIAM], and after
wards, I thi:ik, by the gentleman from Ohio (.Mr. GROSVENOR], 
and that we had become second only to one great power in the 
world in the matter of foreign· trade, and that was Great Britain. 

In the last Congress the President of the United States sent 
with his message to Congress a report communicated to him by 
his Secretary of State, setting forth the facts in relation to the 
foreign trade of the United States and showing results. I speak 
of the Annual Trade Review. This report tells us that the time 
has come when it can be no longer questioned that the United 
States can compete successfully in all the markets of the world 
against all of the powers of the world, and not only that, but 
even in their own peculiar markets. 

How has all this been accomplished? At the point of flashing 
steel and bright bayonets? Under the frowning cannon of strategic 
keys and military outposts? Not at all. But our trade has thus 
grown while we were walking in the ways of peace, in accordance 
with the teachings of the fathers, according to the long-recognized 
principles of our Government, according to the spirit of the 
Constitution, which has given life and strength and success to the 
Republic; and yet we are told by gentlemen who support the pend
ing bill that we must "have an army" to promote and protect 
that commerce! 

Mr. Chairman, trade travels under the white banner of peace. 
It has always come in that way to America, and we can make our
selves first in the market of the world by keeping on term8 of 
friendship and good will with other countries and offering terms 
mutually and reciprocally beneficial. That is what brings com
merce to us; not standing armies, not fortresses in the sea, nor 
guns, nor swords, nor the paraphernalia of war. [Applause.] 

What does the President of the United States propose to do 
with the Philippines? Do you know? Yesterday morning's press 
brings us a statement that General Otis is already having trouble 
in the Philippines, even at .l\1anila. Not only at Iloilo, but a dis
turbance is likely to break out amongst the natives at any time at 
Manila, and the papers say that a victory over them would not 
be desirable at this time. 

The President's purposes are carefully concealed with reference 
to our actions as a Government in that quarter. Now, what is 

· the real purpose? Is it to turn the islands over to the people of 
the islands themselves to form their own government? If not, it 
is certain, at least, that nothing we can do will be acceptable to 
the people. What the people of the islands want is independence; 
they will be satisfied with nothing else. They will resist all else 
with arms. .Mr. Chairman, the situation presented is unique. 
The President bas said repeatedly that he did not desire posses
sion of the Philippines, but asks the stereotyped question: "What 
can we do?'' It is insisted that if we relinquish all claim and con
trol that the several thousands of Spanish prisoners in their hands 
will be butchered. Yet the natives assure us that if we will 
withdraw our claims and leave them to control their own aestiny 
these prisoners shall be all released. 

We are told that if we leave them to themselves the Filipinos 
will murder each other, will cut each other's throats. Mr. Chair
man, I would regret to see that, but I would far rather see it than 
to have our people cut their throats. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] I would much prefer to see that, Mr. Chairman, 
to seeing them cut our people's throats. It is war, and war to 
which no man may place a limit now, if we attempt the conquest 
of these people. Why talk about r elinquishing possession when 
we .... have never had possession and can not obtain it without 
bloody, deadly war? 

W e never have had anything but Manila. Dewey had to have a 
place of shelter for hjs ships, being shut out by the laws of neutral
itv from other ports. H e sought it from the enemy, and captured 
it.like a true American, and wrote his name in golden letters upon 
the scroll of history; bu t he took it for military pur poses, and de
stroyed the enemy's flee t there, and when he did it his purpose was 
accomplish ed so far as tbe fleet was concerned. Mr. Day, the late 
Secretary of State, an d l~ter commissioner , some time ago, accord· 
ing to the press, made the suggestion that when Dewey failed to 
sail away on the m orning after the battle of Manila he imposed 
u pon us t he r esponsibility of taking the Philippines. How? Why? 
We had Manila. Of those2,000 islands we had one por t , with the 
fortress at Cavite. We could have retainecl a naval station, if you 
please, and i t was desirable; but I can conceive of no obligation 
entailed upon us in behalf of the natives t hat demands of us to 
imperil our own interests for them. 

Mr. W M. ALDEN SMITH. W ould you advise doing that? 
Mr. DINS MORE. Doing what? 
Mr. W M. ALDEN SMITH. R etaining the island of Luzon as 

a naval station? 
Mr. DIN SMORE. I advise nothing in that regard; but I tell 

my friend that I do not think we need it. I do not think it is n ec
essary. You have provided one naval station already by the treaty. 
You get one in Guam, you have Hawaii, and Pearl Harbor will 
be made a naval station, and I do not believe it is necessary for 

our purposes of commerco or of defense. You want it as a strat
egic point, and you have got nothing to defend by it except the 
strategic point itself. 

But, J\ir. Chairman, the gentleman diverted me from the course 
of my thought. It is argued we must take them for their own 
preservation. Have gentlemen reflected upon what this involves? 
They do not reflect that before we have them in subjection we must 
keep our boys there, thousands of them, as they are going over 
there now, dying with pestilential and loathsome diseases, sub
ject to be killed by the murderous inhabitants of those islands, 
many of whom are barbarians and cannibals. Their bleaching 
bones will whiten the plains of a thousand islands, the bones of 
our _own boys, the sons of this happy· land. 

Do you want this? If this is your ambition, you will have it 
gratified. I would save my country from it, particularly when it 
brings us no single benefit, in my judgment. Those bones will 
be scattered wide, and you imperialists m·ay gather them up and 
Luild of them a pyramid as a monument to your abandonment of 
Americanism, the safe ways of the Constitution, the sacred teach
ings of the Declaration of Independence; and I would have you 
inscribe upon it in grim letters of grinning skulls the language of 
the President, " Forcible annexation is criminal aggression." 
[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

rHere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HULL. I yield one hour to tho gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

GROSVENORl. 
~Ir. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, Itrustlmaybeabletodis

cuss the momentous questions that are pending before this body 
with due reference to the solemnity of the occasion, t.he importance 
of the issues presented, and the far-reaching consequence that may 
follow our action. 

I shall not approach this subject indifferent to the opinions of 
others. I shall not approach this question with vituperation or 
denunciation. I shall not attempt the flights of eloquence and 

.oratory that entertained the House yesterday upon either side of 
this question. for reasons perfectly manifest to the whole body of 
the House. I could not if I would, and I would not if I could. 
There are matters here of so much importance that I deem it proper 
not to reply to all the arguments or many of the arguments that 
have been presented, but to point out as well as I may be able the 
position which I occupy in my capacity as a Representative upon 
this floor, bound by no action of any party and controlled by no 
impetus other than my own judgment. . 

I do not wonder that among the representatives of the Amer
ican people there should be a wide, distinct, and antipodean diver
gence of opinion upon what is said to be the question involved 
here. In order that any man may justify himself in discussing 
the past, tho present, or the future supposed policy of the Govern
m ent it has seemed to be admitted that by inference we will 
assume certain facts to be decided upon, certain administrative 
purposes developed, and certain policies already marked out, 
against which we inveigh. I shall try to come back, as well as I 
am able to do so, to the questions that are actually now pending 
in this proposed legislation. 

I do not wonder that gentlemen on that side, under the inspira
tion of the opposition, say that this pending legislation is an as
sault upon the liberties of the American people. We have lived 
under this form of government for more than a hundred years. 
During all that time, or nearly all that time, we have had a stand
ing army, as it is called. We have had officers in the Army rise 
to enormous popularity and distinction, appear upon the stage of 
politics , r etire, die, and leave nothing but a fragrant memory to 
the people of the country. 

I challenge the side of this House that undertakes to arraign 
this side of the Chamber for a purpose which they themselves 
created, a man of straw which they themselves construct, that 
there is no _purpose of the kind that they assume, and that in the 
history of this country there has never been any military officer 
or any civil officer who by his orders to the Army or militia has 
ever trenched upon the rights, the privileges, and the immunities 
of the American people. 

Mon returned from the Army in the war with Mexico and 
became Presidential candidates and Presidents. They wero citi~ 
zens of the United States ; they sought nothing but the applause 
of their fellow-citizens in the civil walks of life. They came from 
the battlefields of the civil war, men of enormous genius in war 
and wonderful popularity in peace; and yet no one of them ever 
failed , either in the Presidential office or in the halls of legislation 
or among the citizenship of the country, to draw the line closely 
and accurately between the domain of the military and civil 
authorities of the Unitecl States. 

Only t wice in the history of this country, so far as I now remem
ber, has the Regular Army been used for any purposo other than 
opposition to the internal or external armed enemies of the Gov
ernment. One of them was in the famous times when we sat 
here in midsummer horrified by the situation in a far distant 
State, in one of the great cities of the Union, when for the first 
time the law officer of the Government-a Democrat, a Democrat 
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of Democrats, a Democrat whose record as a Democrat was as un
assailable as anyin the Government-gave to the President of the 
United States a written opinion, that no lawyer has ever assailed, 
that it was his duty to send troops to Chicago. 

He did send them; and if I was appealed to to select a single act 
of that Administration that commended it above all other acts, I 
would point it out as being his stern, inflexible desire to stand 
against any exercise of the military against the rights, privileges, 
and immunities of the citizenship of the country. So I appeal to 
the records and say they sustain me in saying that there is nobody 
in this country, great or small, who ever harbored the thought that 
there might be a time come when a popular expression of senti
ment in the United States-as it was put by one gentleman on the 
other side, would be seen the calling out of the Regular Army of 
the country to suppress and crush that sentiment. 

It is a mere man of straw. Nobody believes it. There is no 
gentleman on this floor that believes that any administration of 
this Government, or any fractional part of this Government, from 
the President down to the humblest sheriff of a county, has it in 
mind, nor is it in the range of human possibility that, without the 
direst necessity. troops will ever be called to suppress even an in
surrection anywhere. It is a slander against the Amel'ican peo
ple. I do not complain of anybody who, in the heat of debate, 
wants to ornament his speech, and who will bring forward some
thing of a death's head and crossbones as something of a fright to 
the people of this country, but I deny that the American charac
ter is rightfully assailed by any such attack as that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, therefore, this much I have entered upon 
for the purpose of defense against this allegation. Who on this 
floor is more jealous than any other of the rights of the common 
people of this country? Do gentlemen on the other side assume to 
themselves all the virtue, all the guardianship of the common peo
ple? This side of the Chamber belongs to a party that started out 
with Abraham Ljncoln, with the rail splitter of Illinois, and from 

. that time to this has never elected a man President who did not 
come from the so-called common people of the country. We have 

·never elected a sjngle candidate of the distinguished aristocracy 
or plutocracy of the State of New York for President yet, and cer
tainly have never repeated a nomination three or four times in 
succession, to our sorrow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman~ the question here is, Is there a necessity for leg
islation upon the subject of the reorganization of the Army? I 
shall refrain in my remarks from discussing the merits of this 
bill-I mean the details; I mean those provisions of it which will 
be open to discussion and amendment when we come to read the 
bill for amendment. There may be a difference of opinion here
doubtless there is; and I shall condemn nobody because he differs 
with me. I reserve to myself the right, as each current question 

·arises, to dispose of it, so far as my vote and action are concerned, 
as I see fit, always keeping in mind that I shall support the great 
purpose of this bill in so far as I understand it. 

Now, on yesterday I listened with some considerable interest 
to the fiercest, most powerful, and in form of expression the most 
vindictive of all the attacks that have ever been made on this 
floor upon the present Administration of the Government. I have 
no criticism of the gentleman's purpose or motive; he has a genius 
for the field into which he entered; he has capacity away beyond 
the action l?Overned, in my judgment, by wise consideration. But 
I shall treat his argument, so far as I refer to it, as an argument 
made in perfect good faith, without any improper or ulterior pur-
pose or motive. · 

I am not here to assail the gentleman, but I will try to point out 
that upon the veryfoundation of his speech and upon the founda
tion upon which he builded the whole of that magnificent super
structure he laid down a false premise, an untrue declaration of 
conditions, and that, possibly without full knowledge of what he 
was saying. he made an argument which answered itself the very 
moment the intelligent mind recapitulates the history of the past 
few months. I will not refer to that now, but I want to go over 
briefly what has happened. 

It is very easy, in a matter of this character, to stand to-day 
and say there were some things done last April that ought not to 
have been done at all, and it is just as easy, and a little easier, to say 
that there were some things done last April that ought to have 
been done differently from what they were done. I stood on this 
floor and received the arrows of criticism from both sides of tho 
Chamber, and they were reiterated in the press of the country 
from many directions, that I was holding back-that is, that I was 
joined with those that were holding back the war. 

Well, gentlemen, looking at the whole situation to-clay, looking 
over the past history of my country since these eventful days of 
April, coming down to the present time, looking forward as 
well as I can, I am not only proud that I stood in the ranks of the 
men who are willing to go slow, but I almost wish the purposes 
of this Administration in averting war had been accomplished. 
But I dare scarcely say it-I dare scarcely say, looking as I now 
look upon the whole prospect ahead of us-I can hardly say that I 

would like to have been even the humble instrument to seek 
effectually to turn aside the providence of Almighty God in the 
matter of our nation's action. 

But it is unwise and impolitic, and without any force, to discuss 
the question whether we ought to have gone to war or not. We 
did go to war. We went to war with a purpose which I am going 
to undertake to show we have never deviated from. I know it is 
easy to stand up and say we went to war for humanity, we went 
to war to relieve the downtrodden, and si1ddenly became imperial
ists and aggressors. The facts do not justify the assertion. I tried 
to point out that in the declaration o~ war adopted in this House 
there is an absurd provision for which nobody would vote to-day 
if he had an opportunity. The Government, under the guiding 
hand of this Administration, has never deviated from the declared 
purpose of the Government at the time, and stands to-day execut
ing, simply as he is bound to do, the orders and decrees of this Con
gress, and the orders and decrees of civilization, and the orders 
and decrees of Almighty God. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not the slightest objection. I have 

no manuscript. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand what part of the 

declaration of war the gentleman said no man would support to
day. Will he be a little more specific? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Was it the Teller provision? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The declaration that the people of Cuba 

were, and of right ought to be, free . I never voted to strike that 
out, although I made a little struggle on the other item. Speak
ing for myself, and I do not believe the gentleman from Tennes
see differs with me on that point, I never could see how it was, if 
the people of Cuba were free and independent, we ought to go to 
war or have any fuss about it. But that was a tub to the whale 
of the Cuban republic. 

l\!r. GAINES and Mr. Cox rose . 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I will take but one of you at a time. 

I started in on the great leader of the Tennessee delegation. I will 
take any one of the others, but not two at a time. 

Mr. GAINES. Define your position. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If I fail to define it, that will be my mis

fortune, not my fault. What does my friend l\Ir. Cox desire? 
Whenever a gentleman with white hair _gets up I always respect 
them. 

l\fr. COX. Oh, well, your hair is as white as mine. [Laughter.] 
White hair does not mean much. Now, I want to ask--

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trouble with the gentleman is that he 
does not appreciate a good thing when he hears it. 

Mr. COX. - The trouble with the gentleman from Ohio is that 
he does not appreciate anybody but himself. [Laughter.] 

l\ir. GROSVENOR. I started out with the best effort I was 
capable of to show my appreciation of my friend from Tennessee, 
and I have been so unfortunate as first to fail to make myself un
derstood, and, second, to irritate him. 

Mr. COX. Oh, there is no trouble about that. The gentleman 
is doing the best he can. 

l\1r. GROSVENOR. Yes; and he is notresponsible for bis fail
ure to penetrate some places in this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. No; I am not responsible--
Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I am through with that. I decline 

to yield further for a colloquy of this kind. If the gentleman 
bas anything to say to me about this subject, I will be glad to 
bear it. 

Mr. COX. Well, if we have got down to a point where we can 
talk business, that is all right. [Laughter.] 

Now, I want to call the gentleman's attention to this proposi
tion; let us see what he has to say about it: What right have we 
to dictate to the people of the island of Cuba what kind of a gov
ernment they shall have? 

l\fr. GROSVENOR. Well, that is straw which has been fairly 
well thrashed by pretty able gentlemen. 

l\Ir. COX. Oh, yes; the straw is pretty well thrashed, but you 
did the striking. Now go on. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will let me make my own 
speech in my own way, without repeating these old, time-honored 
interrogatories, I will try to get along to his satisfaction, if my 
time holds out. ~ 

l\Ir. COX. Yes; but your time will not hold out. [Laughter.] 
l\:fr. GROSVENOR. 1\1.r. Chairman, I differ with the gentleman 

from Tennessee about his right to make me make one part of my 
speech at a time, to be directed by him. I propose to do the best 
I can in the hour allotted me, and I hope the gentleman will not 
use any more of it. 

l\fr. COX. I will not, because you can not get along anyway. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has a lot of time which he 

says he reserved, and I have no doubt he will have a chance to be 
heard after a while. 

Mr. Chairman, I was trying to proceed to say that the war 
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came; and now the very first act of the war that was war is the 
act which has brought us into collision with our friends on the 
other side; and the whole of the trouble originated on the 1st day 
of J\fay, 1898. It bas not been very long since there seemed to be 
throughout this country an organized effort to make one of the 
great heroes of this war a candidate for the Presidency in 1900. 
And loolring at the matter from my standpoint, that shows great 
wisdom on the part of the Democratic party. Their necessities 
have come home to them, and they are looking about with intelli
gence ancl devotion to their country's interest and their party's 
good, and a great body of them, headed by one of the great lead
ing journals of the South, nominated George Dewey to be the 
Democratic candidate for President. 

But it was Dewey that got us into the whole of this trouble. I 
do not charge the other side of the House with the responsibility 
for Dewey's attack on Manila; because I am free to admit that at 
that time I barely knew, with a limited knowledge, where Manila 
was. But in this country we learn a great deaL My friend from 
Indiana now understands all about the people of Manila and the 
Philippine Islands, and he has come to be exceedingly fond of a 
gentleman over there by the name of Aguinaldo, or something to 
that effect; and he has baptized him on the floor of this House as 
a second George Washington. 

At the time of Dewey's attack on the Spanish fleet in the har
bor of Maziila not one of us knew within a thousand, I venture to 
assert, how many islands were embraced within the archipelago, 
and not one of us would dare to have put his money or have en
tered into an obligation of any kind to venture an assertion that 
would have come within a very long distance of the facts. We 
did not know anything of the question, as a rule. It was not fa
miliar talk with us, and the people of the country knew nothing 
of it. But the Navy of the United States knew what was required 
of it. The Navy Department had a duty to perform, and that duty 
was performed faithfully and well. 'l'he Navy Department in
formed the commander of our fleet in these easte1·n waters that 
the fleet of the enemy had gone into a certain bay; that this fleet 
belonged to an enemy of our country, with which we were at 
war, and there is but one single, short, curt statement embodying 
the order of the Navy Department: "Go and firnl the enemy's 
fleet-the fleet of the Spaniards-and capture or destroy it." 

And the most brilliant page, 1\fr. Chairman, in the naval his
tory of the United States, brilliant as the shining of the stars, 
glmious almost as the flag of the Union itself, was the answer of 
that splendid officer and of his men to that order. [Applause.] 
And when he had e.xecuted the order what could be do? He was 
powerless to get out of Manila Bay. His ships were so far dis
abled-they were so short of coal and naval supplies-that he was 
compelled to stay there. Is there anybody on the other side of the 
House who would undo what was done by that gallant officer? 
Is there anybody who would tear from the history of the Ameri· 
can people that page of our history containing the operations of 
our naval forces in the harbor of Manila? Is there one, I ask, who 
would do so? Now, in this same connection, will my friend from 
Tennessee tell me-and not in my time, because I have but little 
time, but in his own time, for he is abundantly able to answer in 
that time. and I respectfully ask the question-will he tell me, 
will he t.ell this House, under wha.t law, under what provision of 
international law, and under what provision or sentiment of pub
lic cluty there could ever come a time while Spa.in resisted our au
thority when we could turn over to the Spanish Government the 
position and the territory we occupy in that oriental sea? 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, let us proceed a little further. The 
war went on. I will not discuss its glorious features. It is not 
necessary to do so. The history of the count1·y will elaborate and 
enshri:::lo them in its pages. I stand here to protest, in the name 
of the glory of my country, against the aEsaults which have been 
made upon om· honor and our integrity. [Applause on the Re· 
publican side.] I will not discuss he question of the greatness or 
the comparative value of regulars or volunteer troops. It is not 
necessary that I should do so. Somebody said the volunteers did 
most of the fighting in other wars. That is true, as a matter of 
fact. But nobody who knows anything of the results of the wars 
in which this country has been engaged will undertake to assert 
here, on the floor of this House, that the proposition now pending 
is not one that is fraught with good and supreme importance to 
the people of the country. There is nobody who knows anything 
of war who will imperil his credibility by asserting that we could 
make fighting men of the volunteers of the country in four months' 
time and in the manner that has been suggested by the opponents 
of the pending bilJ. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, and we glory in the truth, that volun
teers achieved military renown at Santiago. They carried the 
banner of the country with a valor that the hiscory of the world 
does not excel in these bloody battles on the island of Cuba, and 
tho wonder is not that so many mistakes were made, but the 
wonder is that the volunteers got there and so distinguished them
selves in that noble charge and in the battles around Santiago, 
and cooperated so well with the forces of the Regular Army of 

the United States and helped to carry the flag of the country to 
imperishable and undying victory. [Applause.] And I will not 
undertake to quarrel about the men who won that victory, 
whether volunteers or regulars. I will not enter into or be a 
commissioner to partition out the glory of Santiago between the 
men who were on the ground nnd who took part in that cele
brated contest. I will not enter int o a contest to partition the 
glory to any man or any set of men in the Army or in the Navy. 
It is enough to say that they did their full duty without question 
until disgraceful bickerings and recriminations began at home. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope to live to see the day when the American 
people will find the man ?r set of men, from the highest to the 
lowest, who, either by inspiration or otherwise, have tarnished the 
name of the United States and its Army, punished: whoever they 
may be, whether high or low, with the whip of scorpions and the 
contempt of a free and honorable people. (Applause.] Let them 
be punished with the reprobation of a free people. [Applause.] 
We shall expect and hope that in these cases there will be full proof, 
not of any mistake-for I know something of mistakes; they may 
be made by everybody-not of inadvertence or anything of that 
kind, but there must be something shown of personal clereliction 
of duty which will be manifest to the American people; and then, 
Mr. Chairman, the time for punishment has come! And until 
the time has come we must uphold the flag of our country's honor. 
[Applause.] 

Then came the close of the war. Oh, was it not a glorious clay 
for the armies of the United States! It so happened that I came 
to the shores of my country, a passenger, coming up the magnifi
cent bay of New York, that so charms even the citizens of tho 
Old World as they approach that magnificent harbor. In the 
morning a paper appeared on the vessel, and I learned for the first 
time that a protocol of peace had been signed. There was no
where on the continent on that day a John Hook to make outcry 
and complaint against it; nobody calling" Beef!" "Beef!" And I 
will stand here, nnd stop to say it, that I challenge any man on 
this side of the House or that side of the House to assert that the .. 
President of the United States, from the day the proclamation of 
war was signed to the date of the signing of the protocol of peace, 
failed in any duty in his high office that he was called upon to dis
charge. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

For one hundred and twenty days and nights he kept up the 
almost sleepless vigil, and there stood behind him and by the side 
of him during all that time a man of whom I turn aside for a 
moment to speak, the head of the Department of the Adjutant
General, a soldier who volunteered at 17 years of age, and served 
from that day to this in all the gradations from a private soldier 
up through the lieutenancies to be a brigadier-general and head 
of the great Adjutant-General's Department. No man on this 
continent ever did his duty better than did Henry C. Corbin. 

· [Applause on the Republican side.] He was sleepless, untiring, 
JUSt, intelligent, wise, and patriotic. 

The President of the United States found himself with n. proto
col of peace submitted to him that nobody protested against, and 
he signed it, and he sent a commission. I am not here to utter ful
some praise, but that from the day when Franklin and Jay stood 
before the British commissioners to make the great peace that 
ac!rnowledged our independence down to this day there never was 
an equal number of men who more fully and moro grandly repre
sented the best type of the best patriotism of the American peoplo 
than did the Peace Commission at Paris. What did they meet 
there? They met the eyes of the world. They had no sentiment 
of politics. They had no thought of future political aggranc1izo
ment. One of them, I doubt not, fully understood when he took 
upon himself the high duty that he so grandly discharged that he 
was taking his political life in his hands, ancl that he would prob
ably be sacrificed to an insensate opposition to the Administration 
of the Government. And if he thus prophesied, if he thus felt, 
the result has justified it. I am a partisan in politics. Sometimes 
I am charged with being too much so, but if I had it within my 
power, as a monument of the appreciation of tho American people, 
GEORGE GR.A.Y should be continued' in a hlgh position in this 
Government. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, what was done at Paris that ought not to have been done? 
What act? Has there been any criticism? Has anybody said that 
our peace commissioners ought, under the demand of Spain, to 
have surrendered those islands to the domination of Spain? And 
here our friends are confronted with a most troublesome question, 
and the differences of opinion are so wide and so irreconcilable 
that I shall only point them out. The gentleman from Tennesseo 
[Mr. CARMACK] said the other day that he would have turned his 
back upon the islands and gone away; the gentleman from Indfana 
[Mr. JOHNSON] said yesterday in substance the same thing; anc.1 
yet both of them are appealing to us from the standpoint of love 
of humanity. Love of humanity! A love of humanity that would 
have dictated that when we had our foot upon the _neck ?f our 
fallen foe we should have turned him loose to continue his bar
barism ol three hundred years upon the peaceful, liberty-loving 
citizens of the archipelago of the Philippines. 
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Mr. CARMACK. Will the gentleman peimit me? 
:Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 
Mr. CARMACK. I made my statement that I believed the peo

ple of the United States ought to sail away from the city of .Ma
nila and from the Philippine Islands, not because I believed it 
would turn the people of those islands over to Spain, but because 
I knew that Spain has been practically driven from tbe islands, 
and that for the United St.ates to leave the islands would simply 
be to turn them over to the people of the Philippines. · 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, the army of Spain, four times the 
size of our army there, is on the Philippine Islands to-day and has 
never been taken away, but would have been taken away long ago 
except for two reasons-two things which I will point out. First, 
because there sprang up a political idea in this country that as
saults upon the Administration could be successfully made by the 
cry of "heathen" and "savages,'' and all that sort of thing, and 
because there was just intelligence enough in those savages to 
hope that that cry might drive the Presrnent of the United States 
to prepare to enforce his authority on those islands. 

But I am coming along down. The gentleman from Indiana 
would give them liberty. And here I want to call the attention of 
the House and of the gentleman from Indiana, who I know will 
not fail to appreciate the fair purpose I have, at least. I listened 
yesterday with the utmost attention t o every word of the gentle
man's speech, and I understood him to say that when the treaty 
had been signed at Paris, or at some time during the pendency of 
the protocol of peace, if the President had sent some message to 
the Philippines, giving them some assurance of the kindly purpose 
of this Government toward the establishment of their rights and 
liberty, Aguinaldo would not have been an offensive element and 
th9.t peace and harmony would have been the result. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I did not say it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, that was the spirit of it. The com

plaint was twice made by the gentleman, as will appear in his 
speech when printed, a criticism of the President for having 
failed to make known to the Filipinos bis purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I criticise him for not making it 
known now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I will come to that, my friend, a 
little later. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am simply trying to set you right. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Then let it be that-:way. That is better 

for my purpose by far. You are criticising the President because 
helms not yet let the Filipinos know what his purpose is. It 
would be a disgrace to us: and the President of the United States 

. will never- be a usurper of authority, if I know him. Quietly and 
with dignity he has discharged the duties of his office thus far 
without any encroachment upon the dignity and rights of Con
gress. Never once has he failed to recognize ·the authority of 
Congress; and I stand h ere to say that the sole and only power 
under the Constitution that William McKinley as President of 
the United States has the right t o exercise in the islands.of the 
Philippines is to take military possession of. them and make known 
to them and this country his purpose in so doing-and as to all 
that i<3 in the future, all that is to come after us, all of the future 
disposition of these great questions, the President of the United 
States is the adviser of Congress-and the right of veto; and be 
yond that he has nothing to do with theso questions. 

So the c1·iticism of the President falls to the ground. He can 
not make war, but he can negotiate a treaty of peace. He has 
done so. He did not make the wa~-, but he has negotiated the treaty 
of peace. He could send that treaty to the Senate of the United 
States and await their action, and even if the delay in that body 
shall fill a hundred thousand graves and make widows and or
phans in this country, he is powerless to turn another wheel, ex
cept to exercise his right as Commander in Chief of the Army and 
hold these possessions until the treaty is acted upon. And let me 
tell gentlemen, not of this House, but in the country at large, ye 
who are clamoring for the prolongation of this struggle, you who 
desire to defeat this treaty of peace-let me tell you that at your 
doors and upon your skirts will rest tho blood of the men who 
are being sacrificed to-day in the Philippine -Islands. [Loud ap
plause on the Republican side.] The people of this country are 
not blind. They move slowly, but they move with unerring in
stinct, with the necessary result.a ahead of them. 

Now let us seo how the President has discharged his duty in the 
Philippines. H e found himself by the accidents of war in posses
sion of the Philippines. Do not quibble with me--

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to ssk him a 
question right there? If we were in possession of the Philippine 
Islands, due to the magnificent victory of Dewey, why did our 
commissioners agree to pay $20,000,000 for them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman tell me another thing? 
When our flag was floating from the halls of the l\Iontezumas, 
when she was bathed in the brine of the Gulf of Mexico, when we 
were in possession of Mexico by superior power, why did our 

Government, in the spirit of magnanimity, give that country 
$15 000.000? rLoud applause on the Republican side.] · 

Mr. T~RRY. Why did not the gentleman answer my question, 
which is pertinent to this discussion! instead of asking me another? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the Yankee of it. 
Mr. TERRY. Answer my question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The trouble is my question answers your 

question. 
.Mr. TERRY. Will you answer me that question before the 

American people? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will keep quiet, I will 

answer his question. 
Mr. TERRY. I ask the gentleman for information, because I 

know he bas it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There will be no evasion about it. Wo 

were in possession, constructively, of the Philippine.Islands. We 
entered into a treaty stipulation which involved the turning over 
of certain public works, certain results of a recent expenditure of 
large sums of public money, and Spain lay crushed. The Ameri
can people were proud and haughty, and they were generous and 
benevolent; and in the intere~t of appealing to the world that we 
were willing to deal justly, equitably, and generously wit.h tho 
Kingdom of Spajn, they gave them $20,000,000. [Renewed ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Oh, my country, in the light of the magnificence of this war-
Mr. TERRY. If we had-
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to be 

further interrupted. 
Mr. TERRY. I do not wonder that he declines to yield to fur

ther questions. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. In the light of these days , in the light of 

the splendid achievements of the past, I will not discuss the ques
tion of the comparatively puny sum of s20,ooo,ooo that this com
mission has agreed to give. 

But now I am going back to where I left off, to see whether the 
President of the United States has done that which the gentleman 
says he ought t o have done. I hold in my hand an Executive 
proclamation dated on the 21st day of December, 1898, and ad
dressed. through the Secretary of War, to the people of the Phil
ippine Islands. And before I r ead this proclamation or any part 
of it, I beg that you will allow me to say that this unhung barba
rian, this vile traitor who twice sold his country's honor for 
money, this gentleman who is so well depicted as a traitor of 
traitors, a man who has developed apparently tho highest attri
butes of a bad man under the distinction made by a gentleman 
in New York some time -ago, that "he wouldn't stay bought"-
this man took that proclamation--

1 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. To whom does the gentleman re

fer? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. To your George Washington II. [Laugh

ter.l 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That man was good enough to be 

our ally. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. .An ally ought to be true, and if he was 

our ally it was his duty to have stood with us to the end. Bene
dict Arnold was our ally, but did that prevent the American peo
ple from branding him for all time as the greatest criminal trai
tor that ever lived? Times change, but I want to show you, !was 
trying to show you, that this man took this proclamation of our 
President and, as is reported, burned it up and shot the men who 
attempted to publish it. I am going to r ead a little portion of it, 
but in my remarks I will publish the whole of it. Consider it as 
having been read, and let me comment on two or three points in it. 

ExECUTIVE MANSIOY, Washin gton, Dccembe1· 21, 1S98. 
Sm: The destruction of the Spanish fleet in the harbor of :Manila by the 

United States naval squadron commanded by Roar-Admiral Dewey, followed 
by the reduction of the city and the surrender or tho Spanish forces, practi
cally effected the conquest of the Philippine Islands and tho suspension of 
Spanish sovereignty therein. 

With the signature of the treaty of pea.co between the United States and 
Spain uy their·rcspecth-e plenipotentiaries at Paris on the 10th instant and 
as the r esult of tho victories of American arms, the future control, disposi
tion, and government of the Philippine Islands ar..e ceded to the United States. 
In fulfillment of tho rights of soveroigntI thus acquirec1 and the responsible 
obligations of government thus assumeu. the actual occupation and admin
istration of the entire group of tho Philippine Islands become immediately 
necessary, and the military government heretofore maintained by the United 
StateA in tho city, harbor, and bay of Manila is to be extended with all pos
sible dispatch to the whole of the ceded territory. 

In performing this duty the military commander of the United States is 
enjoined to make known to the in l.rn.bit::mts of the Philippine Islands that, in 
succeeding to the soverci!!Ilty of Spain, in severing the former political rela
tions of the inhabitantsanain cst.alJlishing anew political power, the authority 
of tho United States is to be exerted for the security of the persons and prop
erty of the people of the islands, and for the confirmation of all their rights and 
rl!lations. It wHl be the duty of the commander of the forces of occupation 
to announce and proclaim in the most public manner that we come, not as 
in>aders or conquerors, but as friends to protect the natives in their homes, 
in their employments, and in their personal and religious rights. Ail persons 
who, either by active aid or by honest submission, cooperat.e with the Gov
ernment of tho United States to give effect to these beneficent P.urposes will 
receive the reward of its support and protection. All others will be brou~bt 
within the lawful rule we have assumed, with firmness if n eed be, but with 
out severity so far as may be possible. 
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Within the absolute domain of military authority, which necessarily is 
and must remain supreme in the ceded territory until the legislation of the 
United St.ates shall otherwise provide, the municipal laws of the territory 
in 1·espect to vrivate rights and property and the repression of crime are to 
be considered" as continuing in force, and to be administered by the ordinary 
tribunals, so far as practicable. 'fhe operations of civil and municipal gov
ernment are to be performed by such officers as may accapt the supremacy 
of the United States by taking ·the oath of allegiance, or by officers chosen, 
as far as may be practicable, from the inhabitants of the islands. 

While we control all the public property and the revenues of the State 
passes with the cession, and wnile the use and management of all public means 
of transportation are necessarily reserved to the authority of the United 
States, private property, whether belonging to individuals or corporations, is 
to be respected. exce'pt for cause duly established. The taxes and duties 
heretofore payable by the inhabitants to the late Government become paya
ble to the authorities of the United States. unless it be seen fit to substitute 
for them other reasonable rates or modes of contribution to the expenses of 
Government, whether ~eneral or local. If private property be taken for mil
itary use, it shall be paid for, when possible, in cash, at a fair valuation, and 
when pa.ym'ent in cash is not practicable receipts are to be given. 

- All ports and places in the PhiJi_ppine Islands in the actual possession of 
the land and naval forces of the United States will be opened to the com
merce of all friendly nations. All goods and wares not prohibited for mili
tary reasons, by due announcement of the military authority, will be ad
mitted upon payment of such duties and other charges as shall be in force 
at the time of their importation. _ 

Finally, it should be the earnest and paramount aim of the militarr. admin
istration to win the confidence, respect, and affection of the inhabitants of 
the Philippines by assuring fo them in every possible way that full measure 
of individual rights and liberties which is the heritage of free peoples, and by 
proving to them that the mission of the United States is one of benevolent 
assimilation, substituting the mild sway of justice and right for arbitrary 
rule. In the fulfillment of this high mission, supporting the temperate ad
ministration of affairs for the greatest good of the govorned, there must be 
sedulously maintained the strong arm of authority, to r epress disturbance 
and to overcome all obstacles to the bestowal of the blessings of good and 
stable government upon the people of the Philippine Islands under the free 

- flag of the Unitod States. 
. WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

To the SECRETARY OF w An. 
With the signature of the treaty of peace between the United States and 

Spam by their respective plenipotentiaries at Paris on the 10th instant, and 
as the result of the victories of American arms, the future control, disposi
tion, and government of the Philippine Islands are ceded to the United 
States. 

Ceded by whom? By the terms of the treaty. Now that we 
are there in constructive possession, no matter if we have not got 
a soldier on every square foot, under the law of nations when the 
power holding the sovereignty yielded to us one foot of land 
there our authority extended clear back to the verge of the 

. country. 
Now, first he points out to the Filipinos what has been done, 

what has been the legal result of the transfer by the Spanish Gov
ernment to the United States, and now he tells them what the 
effect is upon them: 

The authority of the United States is to be exerted for the security of tho 
persons and property of the people of the islands and for the confirmation of 

·, all their rights and relations. 

What do you say to that? What rights and what relations? 
The President of the United States was not defining their rights; 
he had no power to do it. He was not defining their relations; he 
had no po~er to do it. The President said to them, ''We come to 
take possession of that which has been surrendered to us by Spain, 
and we give notice to you that your rights shall be protected." 

Then he goes further: 
It will be the duty of the commander of the forces of occupation to announce 

. and proclaim in the most public manner that we come, not as invaders or 
conquerors, but as friends, to protect the natives in their homes, in their em
ployments, and in their personal and religious rights. 

What more could you do than that? There is no other alterna
tive, no other thing to do, except when Spain had signed the 
treaty, and it had been ratified, to turn the islands over and run 
away from them. And when this nation does it, the men or set of 
men who bring it about will be damned for all eternity, the nation 
will be disgraced, un tH the Cuban republic will be an honor among 
the nations of the earth in comparison. [Applause.] 

Within the absolute domain of military authority, which necessarily is and 
must remain supr eme in the ceded territory until the legislation of the United 
States shall otherwise provide. 

That is all there was of it, and that is all there is of it. 
Finally--
Says the President- . 
Finally, it should be the earnest and paramount aim of the military admin

is tration to win the confidence, res:pect, and affection of the inhabitants of 
the Philippines by assuring to them m every possible way that full measure 
of indindual rights and liberties which is tho heritage of free peoples. 

And that, says the President of the United States, is the purpose 
for which our Army has gone there, and, Mr. Chairman, while 
the world shall stand, while intelligent judgment of men shall be 
brought to bear upon the things on earth, the intelligent judg
ment of mankind will say that but for the two things I have 
spoken of there would have been peace and cooperation in the 
Philippines to-day. Early in the campaign the emption began in 
New England, and broke out again when Carnegie shouted, and 
some other persons came over and with a conglomeration of polit
ical ideas began to agitate the American people; and here stood 
the Representative that to-day is insulting and demanding of the 

President of the United States that he shall define his position, 
telegraphing or sending his coll).munications to the Philippines all 
that had been done, and the resistance of the ratification of the 
treaty of peace became the watchword of a great body in this 
country. 

Then it was for the first time that any considerable opposition 
to the power and the authority of the American Army and the 
American Administration to establish and protect the personal, 
religious, and property rights of the people of these islands was 
resisted· by Aguinaldo and his people. To-day Admiral Dewey 
sends word-I meant to have brought it here and read it-in a 
letter to his nephew, ''If you will ratify the treaty of peace and 
teach these fellows that they will not bo supported by a gre::it polit
ical party in the United States "-lam giving the substance-" there 
will be an end of strife, and peace will be established." [Applause.] 

Great God of my country! Is party necessity and personal hos
tility of so much value in this country that the peace of the coun
try is to be destroyed? Is the. party politics of this country a 
matter of so great importance that it is wise and just to impede 
the progress of this Union toward the settlement of these mighty 
questions? · 

The gentleman from Indiana says that Porto Rico is satisfied . 
with our occuJ?ation; but there is in that case just as good an 
illustratiori a.s m the other of the failure of the governed to give 
their consent. I hope the gentleman will not tell the General of 
the Army that he only went over there to receiye the assent of the 
Porto Rican people. The fact about it was that the Porto Rican 
people found an army there too strong fortheir resistance; they did 
not like Spain very well anyhow, and they said, " We can not go to 
war with the United States;" and" the consent of the governed" 
was found when twelve, fifteen , or seventeen thousand magnificent 
troops were marching over the island in the direction of San Juan. 

A gentleman over hero says-- · . 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman from Ohio 

take the ground that the people of Porto Rico are opposed to our 
domination? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, inc1eed. Andif your friend Aguinaldo 
were only in purgatory the people of the Philippines would stand 
side by side shouting with the people of Porto Rico to-day. [Ap
plause.] 

Before my time shall expire, as I do not want to be accused of 
not answering a question of the gentleman from Tennessee (I 
hope he hears me) I will answer him now. He wants to ·know 
what right we have in Cuba to send troops there. Why, let me 
say to the gentleman that we were all unanimous about one thing. 
We said we were not going to own Cuba. I am ready to take that 
back whenever we have a fair expression of the will of the gov
erned. And wo said: "We are going there to establish a stable 
government." Well, under the treaty Spain got out; and we had 
a right to go ahead and do that which was the keynote of our war 
with Spain; that is what we did. 

. Mr. CARMACK. To what gentleman from Tennessee is tho 
gentleman from Ohio now referring? · 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The older gentleman, the more-well, the 
man of longest experience. [Laughter.] 

So we have gone to Cuba under the very terms of our proclama
tion of war; and to-day I have received a letter, which I hold in 
my hand, stating that there are 28,000 Spanish troops in the prov
ince of Santa Clara getting away as fast as they can. And. we are 
sending troops there to preserve order. And what else are we 
doing? We are putting the native Cubans into such_ power and 
places as they are fit to occupy. They are building railroads and 
telegraphs. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish I had five minutes more. 
Mr. HULL. · I am crowded tremendously for time; but I will 

yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. And we are giving to that island the hope 

of the future, which they never had before. Is it possible that in 
this country there is a great political party, or a great body of 
men-I will not say a political party-unWilling that the blessings 
of our Government shall be extended to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. Chairman, all this must be done by the American people 
by some sort of concord in support of the Administration of the 
Government. I was led to say what I did say personal to the 
President of the United States because I felt there ought to be 
here something in the form of a challenge to any man to say, first, 
that the President had deviated from the course mapped out for 
him by Congress, or, second, to assert that he has usurped any 
authority that he was not compelled to assume. And above all 
else I desired to say that in my humble judgment the future of 
the Philippines is a question for the future. . · 

The question now is our duty to-day. All th~t is to come in the 
future is a question that stands behind the v011. The vast cur
tains that veil the future are all luminous to mo with the glories 
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of coming day~ And I shall answer now once more the gentle
man from Indiana by saying that it would have been a us·urpa
tion upon the part of the President to send to Congress a state
ment that he desired to do this or that in relation to the Phil
ippine Islands at this time. He has done his whole duty. Assaults 
upon him fall as broken arrows at the foot of his integrity, his 
patriotism, and his great leadership of the mighty hosts of thl'I 
majority of the American people. [Applause.] . 
· Mr. CARMACK. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I understood hjm to say that it would be impossible for the Presi
dent of the United States to make any statement to Congress with 
reference to the policy of his Administration toward the Philip· 
pine Islands? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The policy in the future, as to the disposi
tion of the islands, until after .thd ratification of this treaty. Until 
that time it would be brutum fulmen_:nothing but the declaration 
of a man undertaking to act outside of his jurisdiction. 

Mr. CARMACK. Would it not be just as proper for the Presi
dent to send a recommendation to Congress with reference to the 
Philippines as to send his recommendation, as he did, with refer
ence to Cuba-to state his views, his policy? Why sho.uld he not 
say with reference to the Philippine Islands as he did with refer
ence to Cuba, "Forcible annexation would be criminal aggres
sion"? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be a beautiful spectacle-
Mr. CARMACK. I think it would be-beautiful. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be a beautiful spectacle to 

put forward to the world a plan of action when the defining of 
that plan of action is exclusively the duty of Congress, and while 
Congress has in its possession the open question whether we shall 
have war or peace in the future? 

Mr. CARMACK. The case was the same with reference to 
Cuba, but the President made a statement of his policy with 
;reference to that island. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The President has made no statement of 
his policy with regard to Cuba since the treaty was signed. 

Mr. CAR1\1ACK. He did. He said that "forcible annexation 
would be criminal aggression." 

l\Ir. GROSVENOR. That was before the war and the treaty. 
The CHAIRl\I.AN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 

expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I add one of the most unanswerable argu

ments upon all these questions yet made in this country. The 
author is an eminent lawyer, and his arguments are of priceless 
value. 

[.Address by Charles A. Gardiner on the question of expansion.] 
TIIE CONSTITUTIONALITY AND VALIDITY OF THE ADMINISTRATION'S POLICY 

DEFENDED-OTHER PAPEUS. 
ALBANY, January 18, 1899. 

The State Bar Association opened its second day's session at 10.30 o'clock. 
Charle1:1 A. Gardiner, of New York, was the first speaker. His address was 
on "Our right to acquire and hold foreign territory." It follows: 

The sovereign nations of the world possess equal rights and equal powers. 
Their equality is perfect, their independence absolute. Be-tween them na
tional constitutions are unknown. In external or international relations the 
United States is assumed by all othar sovereignties to possess absolute pow
ers, unrestrained by constitutional limitations. That assumption is correct, 
based upon the fundamental canon of the law of nations. The United States 

- may ratify its pro-posed treaty with Spain, and no other nation has any right 
to question its pohtical or constitutional authority to do so. 

Are there, therefore, no limitations on our national soverei~ty? Durin~ 
the colonial period, as Mr. Justice Iredell explained, the British monarchs 
were sovereign, and the colonists their subjects; hut after the Revolution 
sovereignty passed to and vested in the people (3 Dall., 93), and there it re· 
mains vested to-day in the 75,000,000 American citizens, not as individuals, but 
as a politfoal and sovereign unit. Historically this unit preceded both State 
and Federal constitutions. It created them. 

The Deciaration of Independence, the supreme act of sovereignty, gave 
birth to the nation, while tho Constitution gave form to its government. 
The Constitution·is but a law of the people, distributing, not creating, sov
ereign powers among the several organs of sovereignty. A vast residuum of 
power, not disposed of by the Constitution, is "reserved to the States, re
spectively, or to the peop1e" (Article X) . 

Although the distinction is not expressly made in the Constitution, the 
consensus of decisions for a century, as .well as the logic of the situation, 
makes the following deductions irresistible: In all internal and domestic re· 
lations the States possess the sovereignty originally vested in the people, ex
cept such as the Constitution specifically grants to the Federal Government; 
where there is no such grant the National Government has no power; an· 
thority r esides in the State governments exclusively. In all external and in
ternational r elations the rule is reversed. The Federal Government pos
sesses every soverei~ v.ower not expressly prohibited by the Constitution. 
If tho Constitution is silent, the Federal Government, directly representing 
the sovereign people, is duly constituted agent and trustee to exercise such 
sovereignty. Tho States have no national powers whatever. 

Early in. the century Chief Justice Marshall announced as a proposition 
which should "command the universal assent of mankind," that the Govern· 
ment of the Union "is supreme within its sphere of action. * * * It is the 
Government of all; its powers are delegated by all; it represents all, and acts 
for all" (4 Wheat., 405.) 

Chief Justice Chase r eiterated this sentiment: "The people of the United 
States constitu te one nation under one Government'... and this Government 
within the scope of its pow~rsis supreme." (7 Wall.,.16. ) . 

The idea was elaborated by Mr. Justice Bradley: "The United States is 
not only a government * * * it is invested with power over all the for· 
ei~n relations of the country, war, peace, and negotiations and intercourse 
with other nations, all which are forbidden to the State governments." (12 
Wall .• 5G5.) · 

In the Chinese exclusion cases the court held: "The United States, in their 

relation to foreign countries, are one nation invested with powers which be
long toindej>endent nations." (130 U. S., 604.) 
· And Mr. Justice Lamar in the Neagle case used this language: "The Fed

eral Government · is the excluRive representative and embodiment of the 
entire sovereignty of the nation in its united character. * * * In our inter
course with foreign nations, States and State governments and the internal 
adjustment of Federal power, with its complex system of checks and balances, 
are unknown, and the only authority those nations are nermitted to deal 
with is the authority of the nation as a unit." (135 U.S., 84.) 

. RIGHT TO ACQUIRE TEURITOHY. 

I . ..Right to acqufre.-The United States possessing every attribute of the 
most potential sovereignty, and, in the felicitous langua~e of Mr. Justice 
Lamar, the Federal Government in all external relations oeing "the exclu
sive representative and embodiment of the en tire soverei~n ty of the nation," 
it follows that any power possessed by any sovereignty is possessed by the 
United States; and unless specifically prohibited by the Constitution can be 
exercised without r estriction by the Federal Government. 

The war and treaty making powere are not created by the Constitution; 
it merely designates agencies to exercise them. No one assumes that had 
such agencies not been designated this nation could not have waged the wars 
and made the treaties of our history. · The nation needs no express grant of 
power for an international act, and it has specific authority for extremely 
few. It had none when it laid the embargo act of 1807, nor when it extended 

, sovereignty over Bering Sea or the Guano l!llands. 
The right to acquire territory irrespective of its sitns. contiguous or for

eign, by conquest, treaty, purchase, or discovery, is an acknowledged and 
well-established attribute of sovereignty. and has been exercised by sover
eigns from the beginning of recorded history. No one pretends that the 
ris:ht is specifically renounced in the Constitntion. H ence it remains an at
tribute of the sovereign people, and Congress and the President, the sole 
agents and trustees of that sovereignty, have exclusive and unrestricted 
right to exercise it. 

I advance the proposition with deference that this right is itself a primary 
and substantive attribute of sovereignty, as is the right of national existence 
or self-defense. and I shall regard it in this discussion as the primary and 
fundamental authority for territorial expansion. 

The right to acquire is also derived from the enumerated constitutional 
powers to declare war and to make treaties. "The Constitution confers ab· 
solutely on the Government of the Union the powers of making war and of 
making treaties," said Chief Justice Marshall, first advancing the theory; 
"consequently that Government possesses the power of acquiring territory 
either by conquest or by treaty." (1 Pet., 512). 

"The power of the United States to acquire new territory by cession or 
conquest," in the opinion of Mr. Justice Story, "does not depend upon any 
specific grant in the Constitution to do so, but flows as an incidental power 
from its sovereignty over war and treaties." (Constitution, section 1287.) 

And l\Ir. Justice Bradley, in the Mormon Church Case, said: "The power 
to acquire territory * * * is derived from the treaty-making power ancl 
the power to declare and earry on war. The incidents of these powers are 
those of national sovereignty, and belon~ to all independent governments." 
(136 u. s., 42.) 

The right to acquire was also derived by Chief Justice Taney from the ex
press power of Congress to admit new States. "The power to expaltd the 
territory of the United States by the admission of new States is plainly 
given." he said. "It has been held to authorize the acquisition of territory, 
not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as its population 
and situation would entitle it to admission." (19 How., 447.) 

RIGHT TO HOLD AND GOVERN IT. 

IL R-ight to hold and.go•;ern.-Possessing the right to acquire territory, it 
follows as an inevitable consequence that we also possess the right to hold, 
and hence to ~overn it. (Story, Const., section 102!.) 

In 1810 Chief Justice Marshall announced these views: "The power of 
governing and of legislating for a Territory is the .inevitable consequence of 
the right to acquire and to hold territory." (6 Cranch., 336.) 

"And whatever may be the sonrce whence the power is derived," he said, 
in a later case, "the possession of it is unquestioned." (1 Pet., 542.) 

"It would be absurd," was the opinion of Mr. Justice Bradley, "to hold 
that the United States has power to acquire territory and no power to gov
ern it when acquired." (136 U. S., 42-44: ) 

Mr. Justice l\fatthews said, of our ri~ht to hold and govern: "That gues
tion is, we think, no longer open to discussion. It has passed beyond the 
stage of controversy into final judgment." (114 U.S., 44.) 

And Mr. Justice Gray in a recent case, thus summarized the law: "The 
United States having rightfully acquired the Territories * "' ~· have the 
entire dominion and sovereignty, nationat and municipal, Federal and State, 
over all the Territories.' (152 U.S., 48.) 

'rhe right to acquire bemg a primary attribute of sovereignty, and the 
right to hold and govern being ancillary thereto, it follows that wherever our 
sovereignty extends, there our right to acquire, and hence to hold and gov· 
ern, extends also. The situs of the territory is immaterial; it may be con
tiguous or remote; on the American continent or in foreign lands. Our ab
stract right to n.cquire and hold is as plenary and sovereign. in tho Philippines 
as in Alaska or Arizona. 

POLITIOAL QUESTIONS. 

III. All pi'oblems of expansion political, not constitutional or judicial.
Before considering the concrete application of these rights, it is im{>ortantto 
determine their precise ~overnmental character. Are they political or ju
dicial? The public mind is so confused on all problems of expansion that it 
bases every objection thereto on nssumed violations of the Constitution. Po
litical questions differ from judicial in that none but the sovereigns can de
termine them. A sovereign decides by his own will, sic volo, sic jubeo. A 
court decides according to the law prescribed by the sovereign. Political 
power is that which a sovereign exerts by its own authority; judicin.l power 
is that which a sovereign grants to its own courts. Political power is sover· 
eign and plenary, while judicial power is d erivative and limited. 

The "maintenance and extension of our national dominion" is a political 
and not a judicial problem. The reasons are thus stated: "The President 
and Congress are vested with all the responsibility and powers of the Gov
ernment for the determination of questions as to the maintenance and exten
sion of our national dominion. It is not the province of the courts to partici
.pate in the discussion or decision of these questions, for they are of a po· 
litical nature and not judicial. Congress and the President having assumed 
jurisdiction and sovereignty, * * * all the people and courts of the coun
try are bound by such governmental acts." (50 Fed. R ep., 110.) 

The acquisition of territory by treaty is, therefore, political and nonjudi· 
cial. The Senate can ratif¥" reject, or modify any treaty. 'rhere is no lim
itation upon its treaty-making powers. It modified a draft treaty with Eng
land in 1795, with France in 1801, with Norway and Sweden in 1818, with 
Mexico in 1848, and with Bolivia in 186:!. It r ejected many. among them the 
treaty of arbitration with England in 1896, and many it has ratified with· 
out chan_ge. The action of the President and Congress will be final as to all 
international and political phases of the pending treaty. If a court could 

'v 
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modify or annul a treaty in t hese respects, it could, as suggested by 1\Ir. 
Justice :Miller, "annul declarations of war, suspend the levy of armies, and 
become a grea.t international arbiter instead of a court of justice for tho ad
ministration of the illws of the United States." (1Woolw.,156.) And refer
ring particularly to the acquisition of new territory- by treaty, the Supreme 
Court said: •· 1rhis court has solemnly and repeatedly declared that this was 
a matter peculiarly belonging to the cognizance of the legislative and execu
tive departments, and that the l?ropriety of their determination was not 
within the province of the judiciary to contra>ene or question." (!l How., 
153.) 

All questions also incident to acquisition o.nd preliminary to government, 
whether the territory be contiguous or remote; whether our tenure be tem
vorary or pe.rmanent: whether we keep, or give back, or sell, or lease-these 
are all politjcal problems, in trusted without appeal to the discretion of Con
gress. (U Pet., 538; !l How., 242; 18 Wall., S-30; 101 U . S., 133.) 

CO:XSTITUTIO!'f NOT INVOLVED. 

The same is emphatically true of the go>ernment of n ew t erritory. It be
longs, as the Supreme Court has ruled, ••primarily to Congress, and seconda
rily to such a~encie&asCongressmayestablish" (lSWa.ll.,319). "Territories 
are not orgamzed under the Constitution, ,, * * but are creations exclu
sively of the legislative department, and subjec t to its supervision and con
trol" (!l How., 1!!2). "Congress bas full and complete legislative authority 
over the people of the Territories and all the departments of the Territorial 
governments" (101 U . S .• 132). In ordaining Territorial go>ernments "all 
the discretion which belongs to legislative p ower is vested m Congress" (lU 
U.S., 44). Also. "In a Territory all the functions of government are within 
the legislative jurisdiction of Congress" t86 Fed. R. 4.59) . And finally, all 
Territorial powers "are created by Congress," and all Territorial acts ·•are 
subject to Congressional supervision" (llJ9 U. S., 44G). 

Hence, again, whether our n ew territory be organized or unorganized, gov
erned directly or indirectly, temporarily or permanently; whether the Con
stitution and Federal statutes be made operative, or new rules and regulations 
be enacted-these and all other problems of go>ernmcnt arc political and not 
judicial 

IV. Concrete application of rights-Extent and means of e.vercise.-Our ab
stract rights and their governmental character being thus determined, we 
will next consider their concrete application, and the extent to which and the 
means by which they can bti exercised. 

The power to "dispose of territory," under Article IV section 3, of the 
Constitution, is not a1ternative to the power to rule and regulate. Both 
powers are granted and :i.re unlimited (8 Wheat., 580). Congress can "dispose 
of" Porto Rico or tho Philippines as unreservedly as it can dispose of per
sonal }'l_J."Operty: the prizeR, for example, ca-ptured in the la to war (H Pet., 
538). We may cede the Philippines to the mhabitants thereof, as a gift, or 
on such terms as may be agreed. We may Jet them to tenants, a.s China is 
leasing its ports to European powers. We m ay sell them to any bidder
England, Germany, Japan-as Rusgia sold Alaska to us. · 

The right to acquire territory being a primary attribute of sovereignty, 
and being therefore creneral and plenary, and the right to hold, and h ence to 
govern, being a corollary of t he right to ncquix:e, it follows that such right, 
irrespective of the Constitution, belongs to the United States ns fully and 
completely o..<i a similar right could belong to any sovereign nation. So far :i.s 
rights are concerned, if England can hold, and hence govern, colonies, so can 
we. If Russia has the right to exercise sovereignty over Port Arthur, we 
havo an equo.l right of sovereignty to rule the Philippines. 

In the absence of constitutional_provision, this attribute of so>ereignty 
might have been exercised by the Executive. by Congress, or by both. But 
the Constitution specifically d esignates Congress as the sole agent of sover
eignty "to make all n eedful rules and regulations respecting the t erritory of 
the United States" (Article IV, section 3); and the d ecisions of the 8upreme 
Court are uniform that these words alone empower Congress to regulate or 
rule territories in tho manner and by the meanR it chooses-ranging from a 
joint protectorate, such as we extend over Samoa, to a fully organized Terri
torial go>ernmcnt, such as we maintain in Arizona. 

8~0A. ~'D GUANO ISL.ANDS. 

In 1872 Pango Pango Harbor, bv a treaty of ces."ion, w:i.s "given up to the 
American Government," but untl.l r ecently we had not even et>tablished our 
so>ereignty over the harbor, merely excrci<>ing a protectorate over Samoa 
j ointly with England and Germany. (1 Wbart. Dig .. 436.) The guano act 
tlec1ares th:i.t any island discovered by an American citizen shall be "consid · 
ered as allpertaining to the United States." (U. S. Rev. Stat., section 5570.) 
Under this act we hold and exercic;e not mere_ly a protectorate, but actual, 
though t enuous, governmental authority over Navassa, Roncados, Howlan?-1 Baker, and several other guano islands. (137 U.S., 206, 6!7; 25 Fed. R., 675; H 
Barb., 23.) 

l'TIOVISIO~A.L GOVEil~nu:~~. 

The President no\V maintains provisional military governments in Cuba, 
P orto Rico, and the Philippines-provisional upon the ratification of the treatv 
and upon the subscquont action of Congress. Upon ratification, and untll 
Congress makes" rules and regulations ," the President may continue these 
gon~rnments. .Many precedents are furnished by our history-during and 
after the Mexican war in To.ma.ulipas nod California, and after tho rebellion 
in Florido., Alabama, and Arkansas from 1865to 1868, m Mississippi and Geor
gfa from 18{);3 to 181i9, and in Virginia. and Texas from 1 65 to 187U. 

The President may also, -in his discretion, abolish military rule and estab
lish provisional civil governments-provisional again until Congress onacts 
"rules and r egulations ." Snch wast.he first and only American civil go>ern
mentei:;tablished in California prior to statehood. (lll How., 193.) Concerning 
it the Supreme Court so.id : Tho civil government of California "had its origin 
in tho lawful exercise of a bellig-erent right o>er a conquered territory. 
* * • It did not cease as a. matter of cour8e or as a necessary consequonct1 
of the resto:ration of p eace. The President mi~ht have dissolved it by with 
drawing the army and navy officers who admimsteredit, bu t he did not do so. 
Conbl'e«s could ha>e put an end to it, but that was not dono. The right in
ference from the inaction of both is that it was meant to be continued. until 
i t had bce:i leg islatively changed. •:• •:• * It must be presumed that the 
d elay was consistent with the true policy of the Government." ThiR pro
visional ciru gornrnment was continued after the treaty of peace until Cali
fornia. was admitted to the Union and its legality and powers were sustained 
by the Supreme Con rt. (16How., 100.) UntilCon!P"eRsactRit will betbednty 
of the Prf'sidont under his war power to mfl.intain m the ceded territory such 
military or civil rule as he chooses G~ Wall. 1 U!U; 16How., 100), nnd the prec
edents furnish him ample political and judicial support. 

COLO,..""TES DEFINED. 

Congress, however, whenever it determines to exercise its prerogatives, 
can go>ern tho new acquisitions as "organized" or ''unorganized" terri
tories, directly or indirectlv, temporarily or permanently. "Depende.ncies" 
or "provinces," aR defined by our courts, arc territories already partially or 
wholly settled, distinct from the so>eroign State, but belonginir to it and 
subject to the laws nnd regulations it may prescribe (3 Wash. C. C. Rep.l-.286). 
"Colonies" are territories settled by citizens of the sovereign or parent :::>tate 
(3 Wash. C. C. Rep., 286); "onions of citizens or subjects who have left their 

country to people another and remain subject to the mother country" 
(Bouv., Tit. Colony). Porto Rico and tho Philippines, already densely popu
lated and affording no opportunity for American colonization, can not, under 
our decisions, be strictly designated "colonies." 

TERRITORIES DEFIXED. 

"Organized territories" are portions of the public domain over which 
Congress has extended our Constitution and laws, and has establishod a svs
tem of organized local government, such as Arizona, New Moxico, and Okla
homa (Rev. Stat., sections 183!l-1895) . "Unorganized territories" pos<>ess no 
organized local government, are usually not subject to our Constitution and 
laws, and are ruled directly by Congress. Such aro A laska and Indian Ter-. 
ritory. Territories, dependencies, and J?l'Ovinces aro in our jurisprudence 
practically synonymous terms. "Territories" in lorrs.l contemplation are 
organized 01• unorganized dependencies or provinces. 1.rho phrase has been 
incorporated in our political and judicial bi<itory for a century, and if wo 
should designate. Hawaii, Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines as " terri
tories"' it would be more in harmony with American institu tions than to 
style them "colonies." 

CONGRESS II.AS ABSOLUTE POWER OVER TEfiRITORTES. 

Congress has the same p_ower over its public domain as over any other 
property belonging to the United States (29 Fed.R.,!!05; 14 Pet.,53i; lB Wa.11., 
3HJ; 13G U.S.,42). '"This power," said the Supreme Court, ''is vested in Con
gress without limitation, and has been conRidcrnd tho foundation u pon which 
Territorial go>ernments r est" (14 Pct., 537) . The Supreme Court early an
nounced the comprehensive principle that "Territ.ories are not organizeu 
under the Constitution nor sub.iect to its complex distribution of the powers 
of government as the organic la.w, hut aro the cron.tions exclusively of tho 
ledslative department and subject to its super >ision and control" (!}How., 
2±2). 

Chief Ju<;tice Waite, sustaining this power of Congress1 so.id : "All territory 
within the jurisdiction of the United States not includea in any State must, 
n ecessarily be governed by or under the authority of Congress . •:, * * It 
has full and complete legislati>e authority over the people of tho Territories 
and all the departments of the T erritorial governments" (101 U.S., i.32). In 
a later ca.so the court decided. that "in ordaining tiovernment for tho Terri
tories all the discretion which belongs to the legislative power is vest ed in 
Congress" (lli U.S., 44). 

"
1.rhe power of Congress over all Territories is general and plenary," said 

Mr. Justice Bradley tl3u U.S., 42) . And the court, summarizing tho wholo 
matter, announced this opinion through Mr .• Justice Brewer: "A territory is 
a political community, organized by Con~ress, all whose t_>owers aro created 
by Congress, and all whose acts are subJect to Congressional supervision" 
(13!) u. s., 4.W). 

Under this full and comprehensive authority tho form of local civil &"OV
ernment first compels attention. It iR absolutely in Congressional discretion. 
"All the discretion which belongs to legislative power is vested in Congress," 
said the Supreme Court, "and that extends * * * to determining bv law 
from time to time tho· form of the local government in a particular "i'erri
tory" (lH U. S., 4±). "There can be no question," Raid Jud~e Dawson," of 
the authority of CongresR to enact such forms of T erritorial government 
within the Territories as it may choose or deem best" (29 Fed. R., 205). 

:U.A. Y RULE FRO:\! W ASIIIKGTO!i. 

All the functions of government being within legislative discretion, Con
gress may exercise thom directly from Washington, or indirectly throug-h 
organized local rule . (86Fed. Rep., 45(); 18 Wall.,319; 114 U. S .. 44.) It may, as 
succinctly put by .Tudge Morrow, "legislate in accordance with tho separato 
needs of each locality, :i.nd vary its r e:;::-ulations to meet the conditions and 
circumstances of the. people." (8G Fed. Rep .• 459.) 

In tho language of Chief Justice Waite,• Congress may not only abrogate 
laws of the Territorial legislatures, but it may itself legislate directly for the 
local government. It may make a void act of tho Territorial legislature valid 
and a valid net void ." (101 U. 8., 132.) It is true that Congress, with few ex
ceptions, h as not directly enacted the municipal laws of Territories, but this 
is a matter of legislative discretion . not a constitutional obligation, and Con· 
gress may, if it chooses, enact :i.t Washington all municinal laws for Hawaii, 
Porto Rico, and tho Philippines. as it docs now for the bistrict of Columbia 
and Alaska. (152 U. S., 48; 101 U . S., 133; 114 U. S., 44; 1 Deady, 31; Su Fed. 
Rep., 45!l.) 

oun. FOil:llER COLO~IES. 

Undor tho ordinance of 1787, as subscciuently modified, the T erritories of 
Ohio, Mississippi, Indiana, Michigan, and Illinois had a governor, judges, and 
council appointed or selected by Congress; g-overnments as purely colonial, 
except for a Delegate in Congress, as any to-day maintained by England, Ger
many, or France. 

Orleans Territory, a part of tho Lonisiuna purch.ru!e, existed. from 1803 to 
1811, and furnished another example of colonial administration-a local legis
lature, a. gover.nor exercising tho functions of the old S:panish intondant, a 
justiciary administering the old Spanish code-all appomted by the Presi
dent; Federal statutes operative only in criminal cases, and a scparato port 
law for New Orleans (2 How., 3!4). 

Of it, Nicholson, of Delaware, said : "It is in tho naturo of a colony whose 
commerce may be regulated without any reference to the Union." "It was 
a startling bill," remarks Benton, "continuing tho o:risting Spanish govorn
mont, putting the President in the place of the King of Spain1 putting all tho 
'rcrritoriul officers in the place of the King's ofilcors1 and placmg the appoint
ment of all these ofilcer2 in tho President alone.' Yet the validity of the 
Orleans government was repc:i.ted.ly sustained by the Suprome Court (2 How., 
344; 3 How., 58:.J ; 13 Wall., 4..'l!) . In many respects it might furnish an accept
a.hle model of civil rule by Congress for Porto Rico, tho Philippines, and even 
Hawaii. 

AL.A.SKA NOW A. COLONY. 

Alaska was ceded to us in 18C7 without any treaty covenants for future 
a.dmis.,.ion as ::i. State. Tho Constitution and Federal laws ba>e not boCln made 
operative therein, and only Ruch statutes have been extondod O>er it as cir
cumstances gra.dually required. It is an unorganized territory, governed 
directly from 'Vashington (U. S. Hev. Stat., seclion 1954) . Physically it is 
foreign territory, its nearest point being 400 miles and its· farthest point 
2,400 miles from Seatt1e. '1.'he Aleutian Islands extend ovon into the ~eo
gra;phical limits of another continent. For thirty-two y ears a few jud1cinl 
and executive, but no legislative functions of go>orruuent h avo boon con
ferred upon the inhabitants. "Congress," said Judge Dawson, "could con
fer upon Alaska snch powers, judicial and executive, as thoy deomod ~ost 
suitable to the inhabitanta. I~ wa.s u::qucstiona.bly within the constitu
tional power of Congress to withhold from tho inhabitants of Alaska tho 
power to legislate and make laws." (29 ll'cd. R., 205.) 

CA....'\' IlOLD TERRITORIES PERMANENTLY. 

The right to govorn Territories temporarily or permanently is equally in 
the discretion of Congress. 'l'he opponents .of expansion urge, however, that 
every foot of soil acquired by this nation is impressed with a ~1:u~t or fran
chise of statehood, and that the Constitution prohibits its acqU1Sit1on except 
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for such ultimate pur pose. The p ermissivo language of Article IV, 'Section 3, 
is construed as mandatory. It is said to l>e unconstitutional to hold territory~ 
even temporarily, ex co pt" in a state of pupilage," as Judge Bradley exprcssea 
it, in preparation for eventual statehood. 

DRED SCOTT CA.SE. 

This ol>jection is based exclusively upon the d ecision of the Suprem~ Cot1:rt 
in the Dred Scott case. Chief Justice Taney's words are now historic: 
"There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov
ernment" he said "to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the 
United States or at'a distance, to be- ruled and governed at its own J?le~sm·e, 
nor to enlarge its territorial limits in any way except by the adm1ss10n of 
new otates. That power is plainly given. * * * It has been ~eld to au
thorize the acquisition of t e1-ritory not fit for admission at the time, but to 
be admitted. * * * It is acquired to become a State, and not to be h eld as 
a colony." (19 How., 446, 447. ) 

First. I am of opinion that this declaration is not a dictum, n.s often con
tended but a vital part of the decision : an es..~ntial step in an elaborate ar~u
ment; a point necessarily involved in declding that the ~i~souri Compromise 
was unconstitutional and Drod Scott a slave and not a mtizen. 

Second. The Dred Scott decision has never been judicially reiterated. ~o 
court ever concurred in it. It precipitated the civil war. It is stamped with 
the bad eminence of antebellum conflicts. Its very title is odious, and sends 
a shudder through a r eunited people. Such is the only decision quoted 
to-day against territorial eXJ)ans10n. . 

Third. The decision is either law or not law. It can not bo Tithd as t_o col
onies a secondary consideration, and invalid as to slavery, a primary lSSue. 
It must stand or fall as a whole. Hence we have this dilemma: If to-day the 
Drod Scott decision is law, then the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments a r e not law, the results of tha r ebellion arc nullified,_ the Mis
souri Compromise was unconstitu tional, slavery can be ;naintain<;id mall our 
Territories, and the negro has ·~no rights which the white man is bound to 
respect" (19 How., 4.07). Th:is dilemma bas been overlooked. . . . 

I!'ourth. Tho major premise of Judge Taney's argument agamst colornes is 
that our sole authority to acquire territory is derived from the po~er to 
admit States. That proposition has never been accepted byl any other Judge 
or com·t. On the contrary, unanimous benches have dee a.red our right to 
acquire territory irrespective of its situs. and irrespective also of any fran
chiso of statehood, as a primary attribute of sovereignty and as a corollary 
of the war and treaty powers. Judge Taney's major premisfl bas been spe
cifically oveITuled·three tim~s (16Wall.,43!; .136 U. S .,'.12; 137 U. S. , 212) . 'J'.he 
Supreme Court having held it utterly fallacious, all.his ai:gun;ients full with 
it. His conclusion, therefore, that wo can not hold '.rerritories per se falls 
also, and is as dead to the American people as the stamp act or statutes 
against witchcraft. . 

Fifth. The utter futility of the declaration should be observed. It is with
out practical value. \Yhat right had the court to make it? What jurisdic
tion had it over the subject? Can an injunction restrain the Senato? Can 
the President be enjoined? How will the Supreme Court prohibit this sov
ereign nation from extending its sovereignty over conquered territory? The 
error is fundamental. Judge Tn.ney's deci!lion was intended to and di~ en
croach upon the ,Political power.of the Governme-i;it. He had no auth~rityto 
do so. His d acis10n, pro tanto, Judged even by his own clear and logic.al ut
terances in other cases, was not law when utter ed and is not law to-day. 

8ixth. An exhaustive investigation of the writings and speeches of the 
founders of our Government and a scrutiny of the proceooings attending our 
acquisition of the Northwest, Louisiana, and FloridaTerritori.es establish be
yond dispute the historic in:i.ccurn.cy of Judge T n.ney's asser tion that a trust 
or franchise of statehood was intended to be impressed upon all newly ac
quired t erritory. Edmund Randolph submitted to the Federal convention 
the first propositions relative to new States and Territories. Madison offered 
amendments, and then the present langua~e was introduced into the Consti
tution on the motion of Gouverneur MorrIB. 

During the controversy over the Louisiana cession in 1803 he was appealed 
to for information in r egard to the meaning of the third section of the fourth 
article. He answered : "I am very certain I had it not in contemplation to 
insert a decree de coercendo imperio in the Constitution. I knew then as 
well as I do now that all North America must at length be annexed to u s. (3 
Mor. Writ., 185.) A few days later h e a gain replied: "I mistook.the drift of 
your inquiry, 'vhich s~bstantial ly is whether.Cong;ress can admit as a ~cw 
State t<'rritory which did not belong to the Umted States when the Constitu
tion was made. In my opinion thfly can not. I always thought when we 
should acquire Canada and Louisiana it would bo proper to govern them as 
provinces and allow them no voice in our councils. In wording the third sec
tion of tho fourth article I went as far as circumstances would permit to 
establish the exclusion." (3 Mor. Writ., 192.) 

.A.NTI-EXP.A.NSIOXISTS CII.A.NGJID ATTITUDE. 

The opposition to acquiring Louisiana was _b~ed upon the treaty C?'.'Onants 
guaranteeing ultimate statehood. No opposit1on developed to acqmrmg and 
holding J>er so Territories or dependencies. That right seems to have been 
assumed without discussion ( Story,Cons ti tu tion, section 1286 ). Tho resolution 
of tho Massachusetts legislature is one of many similar public expressions: 
" The annexation of Louisiana to the Union transcends the constitutional 
power of the Government of tho United States. It forms a new confederacy 
to which the States united by tho former compact are not bound to adhere." 
(Life of Quincy, page 206.) 

The Suprem e Court has 1011g sinc0 overruled these objections. I cite them 
merely to show that at the lieginning of tho century anti-expansionists ac
knowledged the nation's right to expand, insisted that new territory be gov
erned permanentlv as sucll, and objocted to its ultimate admission to state
hood. At the close of the century anti-expansionists deny our right to expand, 
if territory bo governed permanently as such, and insist that all a,cquisitions 
be converted iuto States. 

Both legal and historic preceuents are thus established for go;erning new 
acquisitions as organized or unorganized Territ?ries, direct!~ or ind~ectly, 
temporarily or permanently; and all such ques~1ons are p9ht.ica.l, ~UbJect to 
tho discretion nncl power of Congress, and for01gn to the Jurisdiction of the 
Constitution antl courts. 

V. Cii:il rights anrt :political status of inhnbitants.-'.rhe chil rights ancl 
political status of inhabitants of ceded t erritory are those guaranteed by 
treaty and conferred by Congress. They acquire no rights under our Con
stitution and l•'ederal statutes, ox proprio vig-ore. The Constitution makes 
"all treaties tho supreme law of tho land." (Article VI, section 2.) Troaties, 
as Chief Justice Marshall holcl 1 are obligatory upon the people of tho United 
States (1 Pot., 542); aud.l>indmg,"as .a. cons~itutio~l law." (16 .H.ow ..• li57; 
l!) How., 3i2. ) Tho pcndrng treaty witn l:::ipmn provides: "The civil r1i;hts 
and political status of the native inhabitants of the territories hereby ceded 
to tho United States shall bo determined by the Congress." (Article IX.) 
Henoo, if Congress should ratify the treaty and do no more, that document 
alone would measure the civil rights and political status of the inhabitants 
of the ceded territory. . 

C0:8STITUTJON AJ\"'D STATUTES NOT OPERATIVE. 

Originally the Constitution was operative in the thirteen States which 
r atified the document. (Article VII, section 1.) As n ew States were ad-

mitted the Constitution became operati>e therein ex proprio vigore, oven 
if, as in the case of Texas, it h ad not previously been extended over tho an
nexed territory (1.tll U. S.1 69): T he geographical limits of Federal ~ta~utes 
are the national boundar10s on the day of enactment. If our domain lS ex
panded, om· statutes are not ex p r oprio vigore expanded aLso. 

8tatutes possess uo innate power of expansion. The Dingley tariff, fo1· in
stance is limited strictly to tho area of tho United States as it existed July 
24, 1897. 'l'o mako it operative over Porto Rico, the Philippines, or a single 
foot of new territory, a special act extending it is necessary. Even when n ew 
States are admitted, two statutes are r equired-one admitting to statehood, 
and h ence to the rights of the Constitution. the other extending our laws 
over tbfl admitted territory. The thirteen original 8tates were a mere fringe 
along the Atlantic. By conquest, annexation, and purchase, within a hun
dred years we expand~d our territ?ry op ·this contin~nt over 3,250,000 square 
miles, and o>er all this vast domam, with tho exce11tion of Alaska, the Con
stitution and laws of the Union have l>een made operative by more than a 
hundred sp ecial acts of Congress. 

Prior to 1850 there was no uniformity of legislative expression, l>ut every 
organized Territory then existing and e>ory Territory subsequently organ
ized became subject to the following section of the Revised Statutes: "The 
Constitution and all faws of tho United States which aro not locally inappli
cable shall have the same force and effect w ithin all tho organized Territoric'l 
and in every Territory hereafter organized a::i elsewhera within the United 
States." (Section 18!.ll.) . 

In an early case Chief Justice ~arshnll decided that territory annexed ilid 
not ipso facto derive rights from the Constitution. Its only rights, he sa id, 
were those "stipulated in the treaty," or granted by "its new master." ~ l 
Pet., 542.) l\Ir. Justice Nel~n, in a subsequent case, suggested a. potent r ea
son therefor. Territories ' are not," he said, "organized under the Constitu
tion." "They are the creations exclusi>ely of the legislati>o department of 
tho Government, and subject to its superVISion and control." (~How., :!5!!.) 

If '.rerritories are neither created nor organized nor supervised under au
thority of tho Constitution, how can it be urged that they acquire rights from 
the Constitution ex proprio vig-ore? Consider also tho remarks of l\Ir. Justice 
Bradlev: '"The extent of tho power thus granted (to T erritories) depends 
entirely upon the organic act of Congress in each case, a.nd it is at all times 
subject to such alterations as Congress may see fit to adopt." (18 WnlL, 319.) 
Also the words of Mr. Justice Brower: "A Territory is a politicnl community 
organized by Congress, all whoso powers are created by Congress, and all 
whose acts are subject to Congre.:::sionnl supervision." (139 U. S., 4.w.) If all 
Territorial rights and powors are created by Congress., then none are created 
by the Constitution; if all are subject to alteration and supervision by Con
gress, then none nro fixed and unalterable by virtue of the Constitution. 

N O IX.A.LIEXADLE IlIGIITS. 

Not only are the Constitution and laws not operative, but Congress, in 
creating, organizing, and supervis.ing .Territor~es, is not bound to grant the 
inhabitants any of our so-called "mahenable rights," not even thoi:;e enum
erated in the Constitution and its amendments, and commonly called the 
"bill of rights." This principle was distinctly announced by the court in 
an elaborate opinion in the Mormon Church case (13G IT. S., 42), the consensus 
of all the authoriti~s S\1sta~ning th~ pr!ndple ~hat. neitJ?er the letter ~or the 
spirit of the Const1tnt10n is operative m Terr1tor10s without the specific act 
of Congress. Although this doctrine may Rtartle humanitarians, it was re
iterated with approval br, Mr. Justice Harlan in a decision of the Supreme 
Courton April 25 last. (110 U .S., 3!H.) 

Ex-Senator Edmunds's recent statement is not necessarily in conflict with 
those views. •·The Constitution," he said, "does operate and have full force 
in our Territories in the respects that affect the p er sonal and civil rights of 
all." 'l'bat is unqnlifiedly true of every organized T erritory since 1830. Tho 
Constitution has l>een specifically made operat'ive therein. For forty-nine 
years the inhabitants of Arizona and New :Mexico have enjoyed the imme 
"personal and civil" rights under the Constitution as the inhabitants of New 
York. But if Senator Edmunds intendR his statement to apply to Alaska.or 
P orto Rico or the Philippines, or any other unorganized territory over which 
tho Constitu tion and Federal statutes shall not havo been specifically ex
t ended by Congress, he is opposed by uniform decisions of tho Supreme 
Court. 'The inhabitants of ceded torritory therefore acquire no rights from 
tho Constitution. Federal statutes, or treaties, except such as arc specifically 
granted. This principle has been o;erlooked in all pending discussions, put 
its logical application wi11 solve the most perplexing problems of expansion. 

First. It is urged that the inhabitants of ceded t erritory l>OSsess implied 
righto to a r epublican form of government. Even our Constitution guaran
tees only "to overy :::>tate in this Union a republican form of government." 
(Articlo IV, section 4.) It guarantees no form of government whate>er to a. 
T erritory. We c:mnotput tbe inhabitants to the sword, but we can banish 
them entirely from the country and confiscate their property (8 Cranchi..!22; 
14.3 U.S., 356), or grant them any quantum of rights o>en to statehood. .Nat
ural rigllts of barbarians to a republican form of government-who can de
fine them? None exist outside of Utopia or Plato's Republic. What:iwr is 
granted is an act of soveroi~ grace. A_ny g~v~rnment, .or n~ gov~rnment, 
r ests with Congress. .AJJ.y right, or no r ight, is in sover01gn discretion. 

T.A.XATIO~ WITITOUT IlEPRESE~"'TATIOY. 

Second. Taxation without re-presentation is an equally fallacious doctrine. 
In 18~ Chief Justice Marshall decided Umt tho power of Congress to tax the 
Territories as well as otates, irrespective of representation, was "incontro
vertible." " If it were true," ho said, "that according to the.spirit of our 
Constitution tho power of taxation must be limited by th~ ri~ht of r epre
sentation, whence is derived the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and 
oxci -;es?" (5 Wheat., 323.) 

P.\HABIT.A.NTS NOT CITIZEXS. 
Third. Inhabitants of the States of the Union have a dual citizenshlp, State 

and Federal. Articlo IV, section 2, guarantees to "t.ho citizens of each State 
ull the privileges aD:d ~mmunities of citize!l~ of the several dtn.tes." .J~ut this 
interstate citizenship is granted only to citizens of a State, not to citizens of 
the United States. There is no citizenship of a 'l'orritory, and the only citi
zenship Congress cau confer is national. ere U. 13~~ 54.~. ) 

'l'he fourteenth amendment providea that "All pe..-sons born or nn.tural
izod in tho United States, nnd subject to tho jurisdiction thereof, are citizens 
of tho United Statas." Children of ambassadors and consuls born here are 
not "subject to our jurisdiction," and do not become citizens. (16 Wall.,~.) 
"'l'his section," Raid tho Supreme Court, "contemplates two sources of citi
zenship and two sources only, birth and naturalization." (112 U. S., 101; 
Hi9 U. S., 702.) Persons may l>e naturalized either indiv.idually, under the 
nnturalization acts, or •·collectively," as the cow·t explamed, ·· by tho for~ 
of a treaty by which foreign territory is acquired." (112 V· S., 10:!.) Inhabit
ants of Porto Rico and the Philippines not being naturalized, and the pe~d
in~ treaty not providing for the naturalization o~ c;iitber natives O!-' Sparush 
suojects, it follows that they can only become citizens by a specific act of 

Co~r~e~~iiding bill for Hawaii contains such naturalization provisions. The 
only other source of American citizenship is birth, and that must te within 
American territory over which the Constitution aud laws shall ha>e been 
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specifically extended. No Constitution, no fourteenth amendment; hence 
no citizenship by birth. Therefore, if Congress ratifies the treaty and does 
no more, neither present nor future native inhabitants will be citizens: but 
if Congress extends our Constitution and laws over the annexed domain, all 
present and future native inhabitants will be endowed with Federal citizen· 
ship. 

CA...~ PROIIIBIT Il\DfIGRATIOY. 

4. The inhabitants of ceded territory, not being citizens, will have no right 
to immigrate to this country. Their rights will be no more nor less than 
those of aliens of like races immigrating from any foreign land. The Chinese 
in the Philippines and Hawaii will be excluded absolutely under our Chinese
exclusion acts. (130 U. S., 581.) Malays, constituting a considerable pro· 
portion of the Filipinos, being neither black nor yellow, but brown, the fifth 
subdivision of the human race, can be excluded as absolutely as the Chinese. 

It has been repeatedly suggested by the Supreme Court that the thir· 
teenth. fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments apply only to whites and 
blacks and not to Chinese, and hence Malays. (16 Wall., 73; 100 U.S., 306; 11~ 
U. S., 101; 21 Fed. Rep., 909; 5 Sawy., 155; 71 Fed. Rep., 274; 169 U. S., Ci97.) 
White and black inhabitants migrating to this country can be admittetl on 
the same terms and no other as white and black immigrants from any for
eign land. Citizenship and that alone prevents exclusion. Any United 
States citizen, whatever his race or origin, may, under protection of the four
teenth amendment, reenter the United States and pass from one State to an
other, nnd Federal or State governments can not deny him that right except 
in punishment for crime. (21 Fed. Rep., 910; 130 U.S., 581; 169 U. S., 64.9.) 

NO CIIEAP LABOR. 

Hence, unless Con~es~ con~ers citizens~ip, Caucas~ans and n egroes will be 
admitted under our rmmigrat10n laws, while Mongolians and 1\lalays may be 
debarred absolutely, and threatened incursions of cheap labor will not im· 
peril the interests of American workmen. 

NO UYTFOR:Y TARIFF. 

5. In construing the provision of the Constitution that "all duties , imposts, 
and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States" (Article I, sec
tion 8), Chief Justice Marshall in rn20 defined" United States." "Does this 
term," be said. "designate the whole or any particular portion of the Ameri
can empire? Certainly this question can admit but of one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Terri
t0ries. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is 
not less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania" (5 Wheat., 
319). -

In its ultimate analysis· it included all the land owned by the nation in 
18.."0. It includes all the land owned to-day-even Alaska and Hawaii It will 
include every foot of soil that may be ceded by the pending treaty. The is· 
lands will no longer be a part of Spain; they will not be independent; they 
will be oursi ceded, annexed, their very soil forming a constituent portion of 
the physica area of the United States. Our national entity is coterminous 
with our physical domain, and will anyone assert that our physical domain 
ii; not coextensive with c.ur national entity? Judge Marshall's views are 
thought to favor !ree trade. It is assumed that the.uniform tariff provisions 
of the Constitut10n will become operative and compel freo trade within all 
our borders. But are not_protectionists and free traders zealously quoting 
Marshall and T11.ney and Webster and Calhoun, while they overlook a prin· 
ciplo which renders their dispute purely academic? 

DINGLEY TARIFF INOPERATIVE. 

How will tariff regulations become operative? There is no provision in 
the treaty; hence that document does not apply. 'l'he Constitut10n and stat· 
utes do not operate ex proprio vigore; hence they do not apply. We find our
selves again relegated to Congress. If it makes operative the Constitution 
and Dingley tariff, they will be operative-otherwise not. lf it enacts new 
tariff laws, those laws will prevail. If, however, Congress .r atifies the treaty 
and does nothing more, leaving the adjustment of tariffs to the President as 
a war power, such course is equally in Congressional discretion. 

TARIFF PilECEDENTS. 

These principles have been applied on several occasions in our history. 
Louisiana was ceded in 1803: Orleans Territory was or$'anized therefrom m 
1804, and in 1812 it was admitted as the State of Louisiana. Our tariff im· 
posed a lower duty by 25 per cent on goods imported in American than in 
foreign bottoms. The Louisiana treaty gave a similar reduction to French 
and Spanish ·merchantmen trading to '.New Orleans, thus establishing_!ower 
duties there on French and Spanish imports than elsewhere in the Union. 
For eight years the Territory of Orleans had an essentially different tariff 
system from the rest of the United States. 

Florida was ceded to us in 1810. After we had taken possession it was 
decided by the Treasury Department that goods imported from Florida 
before Congress had made our laws operative therein were liable to duty. 
"That is," said Chief Justice Taney," although Florida had by cession actu
ally become a part of the United States and was in our possession, yet under 
our r evenue laws its ports must be regarded as foreign until they are estab· 
lished as domestic by act of Congress." (9 How., 617.) 

In 18-IB the Mexican State of Tamaulipas was conquered by us. During 
our military and civil rule therein, and prior to the treaty of p eace in 184B, 
there arrived at Philadelphia an American vessel, cleared from Tampico, 
upon whose cargo duties were exacted as from a foreign country. The Sn· 
preme Court, sustaining the tariff, said : "There was no act .of Congress 
establishing a custom-house at Tampico nor authorizing the appointment of 
a collector. The regulations the collector adopted were not those prescribed 
by lllw, but by the President in his character of Commander in Chief. T~e 
p ermit and coasting manifest granted by an officer thus appointed, and thus 
controlled by military authority, could not be recognized in any port of the 
United States, nor could they exempt the cargo from the payment of duties." 
(9 How., 616.) 
Commentin~ ~enerally upon this and other instances Chief Justice Taney 

made this decisive utterance : "The Treasury Department, in no instance 
that we are aware of since th~ establishment of the Government, has ever 
reco~nized ll place in a newly acquired country as a domestic port, unless it 
had ueenpreviously made so by act of Congress. The principle thus adopted 
and acted upon by the executfre department of the Government llas been 
sanctioned by the decisions in this court and the circuit courts whenever the 
question came beforo them. And all of them maintain that under our rev
enuo laws every port is regarded as a foreign one unless the custom·houso 
from which the vessel clears is within a collection district established by act 
of Conirress. and the officers granting the clearance exercise their functions 
under the authority of the laws of the United States." (9 How., 617.) 

A separate tariff may be provided for the new territory by- the simple 
means of continuing the present military governments . Their ports may 
thus remain foreign for tariff purposes (9 How., tl15); they may levy a tariff 
on imports from us, and their goods continue to be subject to our import 
duties. As the Supreme Court specifically decided relative to the provisional 
governments of the Sou th, such governments can "prescribe the revenues to 
be paid and apply them to their own u se or otherwise." (20Wall.,390.) And 

these governments, as we have seen, may continue indefinitely, and be termi
nated only in Congressional discretion. (16 How., 16-i.) 

NO FREE TRADE. 

New .territor.Yi therefore, IDJl.Y ~e a.cquired without becoming subject to 
the tariff provisions of our Constitut10n and-laws. Sugar from Cuba and 
Hawaii, tobacco from Cuba nnd Porto Rico, and the products of the Philip· 
pines and Ladrones will not be admitted duty free, unless Congress so deter
mines. Hence the vast sums invested in our sugar and tobacco industries 
need not be imperiled, nor need colonial imports reduco our customs reve· 
nues or disturb our economic status. 

THE OPE.Y DOOR. 

Sixth. The commerce of our Territories with foreign States involves tho 
international trade problem of the "open door." The President's recent 
proclamation to the Filipinos has been misunderstood. "All ports," he says, 
"will be open to the commerce of all friendly nations. All goods * * * 
will be admitted upon payment of such duties and other charges as shall bo 
in force at the time of the importation." If no duties are in force, none will 
bo exacted. If Dingley tariff duties or any other exist, they must be paid. 
This is no " open door," nor even free trade. It is, moreover, only a mill tary 
order, and may at any time be rescinded by the President. But w hen Con· 
gress makes "rules and regulations" for the new Territory, what then? If 
it should extend our Constitution and laws over tho islands, free trade would 
~~~1}f :f:~i:ipti;~~~ r;;;~~ta~ ii:~ ~~~1r· and theoretically the Dingley 

The uniform tariff clause of the Constitution being operative, Congress 
would have no more authority to admit Ene:lish goods tree at Manila than at 
New York or Philadelphia. It must not be forgotten, however, that such 
action, while conclusive within our boundaries, is not final in our interna
tional relations. The President and :3enate have, under the Constitution, 
unlimited power to make trade treaties. If we are not prepared to adopt 
free trade in its entirety, we must continue in the future, as in the past, t o 
regulate our open doors br, treaty and not by statute. As matter of fact, 
ther e has been no uniformity of tariff with foreign nations since our Gov
ernment be~an. The "favored-nation" clause has not prevented such trea· 
tios, for nat10ns have uniformly ignored it in their trade wars. 

A trade war now exists between the United States and every European 
nation in the Orient except England. If England permits us to trade in China 
and India, our treaty-making power has authority to permit EngJand to trade 
in the Philippines; if other European powers exclude us from their Asiatic 
ports, our treaty-making power. by refusing discriminating tariffs, can 1>rac· 
tically exclude them from the Philippines. There is no c·onstitutional objec
tion to giving Spain the preferential duties provided in Article IV of the 
pending treatyj and, if policy dictates, the President and Senate can exte-qd 
similar discrimmations to our trade allies, and refuse them to nations waging 
a tariff war against us. 

EXPANSION DUE TO THE PilESS. 
During the last year the American people have r esolved upon a most mo

mentous policy-to expand their continental bounds, acquire foreign terr,i
tory, and take their place among nations as a dominant world power. Ex
pansion is no longer a theory_, but a fact. To the press of t~is country mofe 
than to any other aggregate mtellectual force mu~t be ascribed the· develop
ment of this national policy, and for services thus rendered no tribute of 
praise can be unmerited. 

The pending treaty will soon be ratified, and in practically its present 
form. As Senator GRAY tersely remarked, "it will merely put us in control 
of the situation." Then will confront Congress the gravest problems of the 
century. We have never legislated for barbarians in the Orient, nor enacted 
municipal laws for Malays, nor adjusted our institutions to Asiatic civiliza
tion. Old principles must be applied t o new conditions. Congress sharos 
the general confusion of public thought. distrusts its own prerogatives, and 
while possessing absolute power, yet daily discusses its limitations under the 
Constitution and Federal statutes. 

DUTY OF THE AMERICAN BAR. 
Now arises the opportunity of the American bar. Now is its timo for 

action. It should emulate the patriotic services of the press; its counsel is 
imJ>eratively needed; its advice will supremely benefit the nation. 

What more vital issufls can ongage the attention of this association? What 
discussions can be more in harmony with its spirit and traditions? In all 
cri'les of our history the bar of Now York, by profound learning, strength of 
argument, and splendor of eloquence, ha.q beneficently influenced the des
tiny of the nation. Let us not now stand quiescent. Let us perform our 
fulI duty, and as" counsel learned in the law" advis9 the people and their 
r eprosentativos to a wiso and just solution ot these momentous problems. 

Mr. HAY. I yield so much time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. J ETTl. 

l\fr. GROSVENOR. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to be permitted to add to my speech-as an appendix-a portion 
of certain citations from the authorities to which I have referred, 
on the question of international law as involved in this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the leave al
ready granted by the House unanimous consent would not bo 
necessary. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only wanted to be certain on that point. 
Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, this is the second time during my 

service in the House of Representatives that a bill for the reorgan
ization of the Army has been up for consideration in this body. I 
remember very distinctly the discussion that was aroused over this 
matter during the last session of Congress when it was up for con
sideration by the House. I had my convictions then with reference 
to the question as to whether or not the standing army of my coun
try should be or should not be increased, and I maintain the same 
convictions on this great and important question at the present 
time-the s:;ime convictions that I maintained when the matter 
was before us on the occasion to which I have referred. 

I regarded it, Mr. Chairman, then, as now, that character of 
question that should be discussed by the representatives of tho 
American people with calmness, deliberation, and sincerityt by 
first laying aside all political prejudice or bias which we 1mght 
entertain. 

But let me say, as an humble representative of the people upon 
this floor, that I am sorry to see that some members have seen fit 
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to inject into this discussion their political feeling and political 
prejudices when so important a question is under consideration. 
I regret it much, because I believe this is a question that should 
be considered by the people's representatives, :tegard~ess of their 
political affiliations or opinions now or heretofore entertained. _ 
1 I am surp1ised to hear, within the short period of time that has 
elapsed since this question was then considered-I mean that time 
which has elapsed since we discussed this question last spring
that some of the gentlemen-have so completely changed their posi
tions upon the question presented by this bill. 

I remember that my good friend and colleague from .the great 
State of Illinois took a position in regard to the bill then under 
discussion, and in the debate during the time we had it under con
sideration stated fully his convictions before the House. He ex
pressed at that time precisely the sentiments that I now hold and 
that I then held-the sentiments that I have maintained without 
change up to the-present hour. But for some cause or other my 
colleague has seen fit to absolutely change his position and reverse 
the views he then entertained. He was in the frame of mind then 
.of being willing that we should always rely in case of emergency 
.upon our citizen soldiery. But to-day he is supporting a measure 
demanding the organizaiion of an army of more than 100,000 en-
listed men and officers-a regular army. . 

How he can reconcile his present opinion with thathe entertained 
a few months ago I am unable to say, and I simply want to read 
in this connection a few words in which he set forth the views he 
then held, not by way of any reflection upon him whatever, but 
because of the fact that they announce perhaps more clearly and 
fully than I could do myself my views on the present question. -

During the time that this measure was up for discussion on the 
Gt4 day of April, 1898, my colleague from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] 
used this language, as it appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

Now, in the first place, I am opposed to the increase of the Regular Army 
to any such extent. The policy of European governments is to maintain 
large standing regular armies. Just the opposite has been the policy of thi~ 
Republic from the earliest days down to the present time. In all of our wars, 
foreign and internecine, we have depended upon the citizen soldiery of the 
country to defend tho flag. An<l, Mr. Speaker, the country has never de
pended upon them in vain. They have performed fully anu completely all 
the functions of good soldiers. .And I am opposed, even in time of war, to the 
considerable increase here proposed of the regular troops. In case of war, 
the imminent possibility of which now confronts us, I think it wise to do in 
the future as we have done in the past-to depend upon the citizen soldiery 
of the country. 

Mr. Chairman: I have read these lines because, as I have already 
stated, they announce my convictions clearly on the matter that is 
oefore the House for consideration. What has caused this change 
in the opinion of my friend and colleague since that time? He 
thought it a wise thing and a good thing to do at that time. I 
think it is a wise thing and a g~>0d thing to do now. We have 
never had occasion to regret in the past our dependence upon the 
citizen soldiery of the country. And if we may judge the future 
by the past, we can confidently rest our faith in the perpetuity 
of the Government in the future upon the volunteer soldiers of 
the country. r Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. JETT. To be sure; I always would do a thing of that kind 

for my friend. 
Mr. MARSH. Does my colleague believe that the \olunteer 

soldiery of the country desire to perform garrison duty and police 
duty in the Philippine Islands, in Cuba, and in Porto Rico? 

Mr. JETT. I will answer that by saying no; 'because the pur
poses for which the volunteer soldiers were enlisted who are now 
serving have been accomplished. Their duty has been discharged. 
They have complied with the terms of their contract. 

I will say, however, further, that I do not believe there is any 
necessity at this time for a standing army of 100,000 men, as is 
proposed by this bill. I believe the substitute offered here, upon 
which I hope we shall have an opportunity to vote, more thor
oughly carries out what I believe to be just and right and proper 
for us to enact at this time. As thero is no necessity for a large 
increase in the standing army. this substitute provides for a 
standing army of 30,000 men, and it further provides that if there 
is any necessity for it, if the President in his discretion believes 
that there is any necessity. he can call and raise a volunteer army 
for the purposes set forth in the substitute, and those who would 
volunteer under the provisions of this substitute would know for 
what purpose they were volunteering, and the men who volun
teered and entered upon this war in which we were so successful, 
who did not enter the service to do garrison duty, could be dis
charged. They have discharged their duty according to the terms 
of the contract as they understood it. 

And now, if we should adopt this substitute, then I say that those 
who enlisted under it would understand clearly and thoroughly 
the purpose for which they entered the service of the United 
States, and I believe that we would not have the difficulty and 
complaint which arises at this time from those who are_ doing 
garrison duty from the volunteer soldiery. [Applause.] 

And now, .Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is one the 

provisions of which are for the reorganizing of the Army of the 
United States, and at the same time increase the Army to more 
than 100,000 enlisted men and officers. It is a measure that is of 
as much consequence to the American people, in my judgment, 
as any that has been considered by the Congress within the last 
quarter of a century. 

It is important to the people because of the fact that it is a de
parture from the old established policy of our Government, as 
well as of the fact that, if it becomes a law, it will add heavy 
burdens upon an already overburdened people. I have at all times 
been opposed to a strong standing army, and am still of the same 
opinion on this question that I have maintained for years, and at 
this time I am unable to see any necessity for an army of the pro
portions called for in this bill known as the Hull bill. I believe 
that a strong standing army as provided in and by this bill is one 
that is antagonistic to the principles of ·a republican·form of {$OV· 
erilment, and that it would prove detrimental to the institutions 
of our country. 

I can not by any process of reasoning arrive at the conclusion 
that a strong standing army goes hand in hand with a republican 
form of government. The fathers never contemplated such when 
they outlined and drafted the fundamental law of the land, be
cause, as ·1 believe, it was never expected that in a government 
such as they were then organizing, and which put the power into 
the hands of the people, such an emergency would ever arise that 
would require the sustaining of a strmig standing army, or that 
such a policy as is now called for by the author of this bill' could 
be sustained and the rights and interests of the people remain in
violate upon a theory of a government by the people. 

I believe that a standing army as large as asked for at this time 
would prove a menace to the people. We know from the past 
history of other countries what effect a strong army has had, and 
what influence it has wielded at the expense of the great mass of 
the people, and that it has had the effect of overthrowing govern
ments. If we are to judge the future by the past, and knowing 
the effect that strong armies have had toward the downfall of 
governments, we shol.tld, as representatives of the American people, 
representing their interests in the American Congress, take into 
consideration those things, and not favor a policy and the enact
ment of a law that has led toward the downfall of governments 
rind destroyed prosperous and happy people. _ 

We have for more than a quarter of a century maintained in 
this Government a standing army of less than one-fourth of the 
size of the Army that is now asked for. With a population of over 
75,000,000 people, we have maintained an army for years of but 
25,000, and up until recently there has been no great demand from 
any source for au increase of our Army. For years prior to the 
breaking out of the Spanish-American war, in my judgment this 
House would not have for a moment ·considered a bill the pur
pose of which was the increasing of the Army. If an increased 
army is required or needed, it is because of the fact of our new 
possessions. As we have had an army heretofore sufficient to 
meet all reqirements at home, the increase demanded should not 
exceed more than will be required to maintain peace and order in 

, our newly-acquired territory and in the island of Cuba. 
Mr. Chairman, there appears to be a difference of opinion, even 

among those who are in favor of _and are advocating the passage of a 
measure of this kind, as to the number of troops that will be required 
in the different islands. The Adjutant-General is of the opinion 
that 50,000 soldiers are required in Cuba to maintain peace and 
order. This is, in my judgment, an extravagant estimate. Whilst 
this number is demanded for Cuba, yet no good reason is shown 
why so many troops should be sent there. The fact is, as was devel
oped . before the Committee on Military Affairs, that before the in
surrection was on in Cuba the Spanish Government only kept 
12,000 soldiers in the island. The Cuban people were unfriendly 
to the Spaniards, yet it seems that 12,000 soldiers held them in 
subjection. If such was the case, when the Spaniards are re
moved why should it be necessary to have a force of 50,000 upon 
the island? If the old Cuban patriot, General Garcia, who but 
recently departed this life in this city, has been reported correctly, 
then there is no necessity for 50,000 troops. General Garcia is 
reported· as having said that 8,000 troops would be sufficient to 
garrison the island, and he declared that ''the American flag alone, 
after the departure of the Spaniards, would preserve order." 

General Wood, military commander of Santiago, is still claim
ingthatweshouldhave50,000 troops in Cuba. Whileldonotagree 
with him, yet it seems to me that if his judgment is correct, as 
those favoring the bill will probably say it is, or accept it, then it 
seems that the gentlemen who are strong expansionists would learn 
an important lesson from the experience or judgment of Genera] 
Wood, and that is, if it takes 50,000 soldiers to maintain peace and 
order in Cuba, with a million population, at that ratio it would 
take an army of G00,000 to maintain peace and order in the Philip· 
pines, and cost five hundred millions annually. · 

As to the Philippines, it appears to me at this time we are not 
in a position to legislate with reference to the size of the Army oz 
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the number of troops that should be provided to maintain peace 
and order in those islands, and simply because they are now send
ing troops to the Ph~ppines. is n_o good reas~m why the Army 
should be increased as is provided m and by this measure. 

While the question of the disposition of these islands is still an 
open one, if it is necel'lsary to have an ~ncrease at all I believe the 
substitute which has been read and will be offered at the proper 
time more clearly meets the demands according to the situation at 
the present as I understand it. The substitute provides for an 
army of 30 000 the same as under existing law, and the President 
of the United States at his discretion, may issue his proclamation 
for not more than GO 000 men, whose services are deemed neces
sary by reason of the' relation _of the Govei:n!Ile!lt of the 1!.nited 
States to the islands of Porto Rico, Cuba, Philippmes, Hawau, and 
the La.drone Islands. 

It provides further that the same organization shall apply to 
this body of troops as applies to the Regular Army of the United 
States, and that they shall be officered by officers appointed by the 
President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and 
it provide~ further that these volunteers herein provi~ed foi: sha~ 
be organized into such classes of troops as the President m hl8 
discretion shall deem best. 

Mr. Chairman, the substitute further provides that this Volun
teer Army shall, as far as practicable, be taken from the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia, and that they 
shall be mustered out of the service of the United States two years 
from the date of the passage of this act, unlesa their time of service 
is sooner terminated. 

It will therefore be seen t~at by the provisions of the substitute 
a sufficient force is provided for the coast and interior defenses of 
the United States; and if we are to continue to send troops to the 
Philippines and garrison Porto Ric? and Cuba, _liberal provis~ons 
are made in the substitute by which the President can call mto 
the service an army for their use in these places. Why, then, 
place on the Federal statutes of this country a law providing f<?r 
a standing army of more than 100,000, and put the yeople of ~h18 
nation to the enormous expense that would necessarily be_reqmred 
to sustain such an army? I am not only opposed to this on ac
count of the enormous expense that it would put our people to, 
bnt I am opposed to it also as a matter of principl~. 

It is antagonistic to the teachings of a democrat!? government, 
and if foe policy sought to be thrust upon the American peoJ?le _by 
the supporters and adherents of the bill reported by the maJority 
of the Committee on :Military Affairs of this House is successful, 
the effect of it will be to build up an aristocracy in the Army. I 
will not lend my vote to a measure the effect of which will be to 
build up an aristocracy in the Army or in any other branch of the 
Government. I am not one of those who believe that the proud 
American Republic after more than a hundred years of its inde-

·, pend ence, should n~wembarkuponapolicythatwould ultimately 
lead to the dictation of the policy in this country by the military 
arm of the Government. I need only to cite you to the so-called 
republican form of government in France, where the army dictates 
and absolutely controls the policy of that ~tion. We see how 
unsettled it is at this time, and we know how it has been fo~ years. 
all of which is the result of the strong armytlmt it maintams and 
l>y reason of which it has built up an aristocracy in that country 
in the army. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the House for any considerable 
length of time. I know th_at there ar~ many 11?-embers _here who 
desire to speak; but there 18 one question to which I desire to caJl 
the attention of the Rouse, and that is the question of expense. 
I desire to call the attention of the House to ·the enormous expense 
of maintaining an army of the size provided for by this bill. . 

I know there has been a. difference of opinion on this qnest10n 
in the minds of members in this House. I have heard the testi
mony of the Adjutant-General; I have seen his estimates; and 
yet I will say frankly that I am at a losR to know or to est?-mate 
anywhere in the neighborhood of the annual cos~. I seem th;o 
report made by the Adjutant-General to the comm1tteo he says it 
would cost annually S 2,053,655.GG to maintain the army provided 
by the present bill. That is his statement in his report. 

I remember very distinctly when the Adjutant-General of the 
Army was before the Qommittee on M~litary Affairs, when he 
was being heard, the question was put to h1m as tow hat would prob
ably be the expense of maintaining this arm~, ~nd. to show. to the 
House that there is not only a difference of op1_moi;i i;n the i;nmds of 
members of this bocly as to the cost of mmntarnmg th1s army 
provided for by the Hull bill, but in the mind of the Adjutant
General himself, I call attention t-0 the discrepancy between the 
statement in his report and his statement when orally examined bo· 
fore the committee. In his report he says, on page 16, that the cost 
will be $82,053,GG5 annually, but here is what the Adjutant-General 
said when he was before the Committee on Military Affairs. The 
question was asked by my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
SULZER]: -

What would tho annual cost be to the people of this country for an army 
of 100,0oo stro~, such as is contemplated by this bill which has been intro· 
duced by Mr. HULL? 

General CoRBL.~. I could not answer that question unless I bad a pencil 
and paper. I could send you that from the office. There are so many ele· 
ments that enter into it that I could not answer right off. 

Mr. SULZER. I wish you would send to the committee a statomentas ~o t.J:io 
cost of the present Regular Army, and what the cost would be to mamtam 
the Regular Army aeoording to the provisions of Mr. HULL'S bill, including 
the cost of transportation. 

General CORBIN. It is a pretty sn.fe ~ulo to follow that the paY: f_or the sub· 
sistence the clothing. the transportation, the arms, the 11mmumt10n, and all 
that relating to the soldier, in rough figures will amount up to Sl,000 per 
capita· not much less and not much more. Ono thousand dol lars per capitn, 
for ev~ry man in tho Army is a fair average. If you have 100,00U men, you 
can just put it down at $1.U0,000,00U. 

There is the testimony of the Adjutant-General as to tho proba
ble cost of sustaining an army of 100,000 men as provided in this 
bill. Yet he has submitted another estimate, in which he says it 
would cost only about $82,000,000. 

Then he goes on to say: 

U you will run through the appropriations ma.de by Congress for the Army 
during the war, before the war, and during.all t he_xears, you will find that 
the appropriations have been about on a basis of $1,000 per annum por man. 

I do not,_ Mr. Chairman, intend anyrefiection upon the~djutant
General, but merely to show that, apparently~ no one is hardly 
able to estimate this great cost that would have to be met. 

This of course, contemplates the cost of maintaining tho Army 
when the Army is kept at home; but if they are to be sent abroad, 
then the estimates will be more than they have bean reported by 
the War Department thus far. So, then, I say, ~ir. Chairm~n, 
that this is an important element that should receive the cons1d
eration of this House. I believe that I am as patriotic as my 
brother member who holds a seat on t_he other side of this Cham
ber but I am not in favor at this time of thrusting upon the peo
ple' of my country such an enormous tax as this would bring. 
While I have the honor to represent one of the mo:3t important 
distdcts of this country, a proud and patriotic constituency, I do 
not believe that they are in favor of a standing army .of io_o,qoo 
men and the necessary expense that would follow. It is their m
terests that I am trying to represent here. 

The question now is, Mr. Cha~rman, who is it that is demandin_g 
a strong standing army for tb1s country? From what source JS 

the call made? Is this coming from the great mass of the people, 
who are the wealth producers? Is this demand coming from tho 
laborino- classes, those who are depending on their toil for the 
support of themselves and t)leir families? I answer i~ the :r;ieg~
tive. Those engaged in agriculture a~d those who g am a hve~1-
hood by manual labor are not demandmg an army of the propor
tions provided for in this bill. 

There are no more patriotic people than the wage-earner a~a 
the farmer. They are always willin..,. t~ respond to the <?all of then· 
country, and have heretofore, at afi. times w?en th~ mterests of 
their country were at stake, volnnteered their services and gone 
forth and fought and won the great battles of the nation: They 
stand willing at all times to go forth and do battle fo~· then· coun
try's sake but in my judgment they are not demanding a strong 
standing body of troops in a time of profound peace, who are to 
be kept and maintained at the expense of the taxpayers. 

Again if the President desires a strong army he ought to say to 
Congres~ for what purpose the army is needed. No showing has 
been made to Congress that there is any necessity for such an 
array of troops to be organized into regulars as is asked for here 
and at this time. 

Now in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
with r~ference to the Philippines. 

I am willing to put the Philippines upon the same basis and 
give to them the same right as the American CongreRs agretid to 
give and to do by Cuba. I am unable to see any reason w~y w_e 
should not treat with the Philippines as we agreed to do, as is evi
denced by the resolutions passed by Congress last spring, with ~he 
Cubans. If we were right in principle when we. re;rolved !ogive 
to the people of Cuba a stable government. why is it not right nt 
this time to make the same advances toward the people of tho 
Philippines? I am for my country and my country's welfare at 
all times, but I am opposed to oppression and the instruments of 
oppression. [Appl a use.] 

rHere tho hammer fell.] . 
:Mr. RA. Y. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty mmutes to the gen

tleman from Arkansas. 
l\fr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman--
Mr. RULL. Before the gentleman proceeds, will he allow mo 

to yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Ohio? Gentlemen 
on that side are much ahead of us now, and we have not much 
longer time for general debate. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope that will not interfere with the arrange
ment akeady made. I am needed in the committee room, and tho 
delay will only be twenty minutes. . 

Mr. HULL. We have but little over two hours of our time 
remaining and gentlemen on that side have less than an hour, anc1 
I simply ask to use a part of that time now. 

Mr. McRAE. I can not consent to yield the floor since I have 
been recognized. 
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The CHAIRJ\.1AN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog

nized. 
[Mr. McRAE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. HULL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bn.OMWELL]. 

NECESSITY OF .A LARGER ARMY. 

Mr. BROM.WELL. Mr. Chairman~ the general provisions of 
this bill I am heartily in favor of. About some special items I 
shall perhaps offer some suggestions when we come to consider 
the bill under the five-minute rule. Therefore I shall not now 
comment upon the bill except in a general way. 

1t seems to me. Mr. Chairman, that this is a bill about which 
there ought not to be any division along party lines, because I am 
willing to concede to gentlemen on the other side of the House 
the same desire t.o uphold American honor, to protect American 
interests, and to preserve the internal peace of the country that 
we on tho Republican side claim for ourselves. 

This is a bill for the reorganization and increase of the Army. 
It is a bill which is recognized as necessary by every military ex
pert in the country. It is rendered necessary not only by the 
experiences of the late war and the mistakes that were made 
therein, but it is rendered equally necessary by the rapidly in
cre::i.sin~ population of this country and the increase in the inter
ests which the Army is called upon to protect. It is necessary in 
case of war or to maintain our possessioPs recently acquired; and 
it is equally necessary if we are to surrender every inch of new 
ground upon which the foot of an American soldier has trodden 
within the last year. 

We have learned a lesson in regard to our Navy. Fortunately, 
we commenced the upbuilding and rebuilding of our Navy many 
years ago; and we can not but congratulate ourselves that we did 
take in hand this great work of rebuilding this bulwark of our 
national defense in ti.ir.e "t peace, so that we might be prepared for 
the emergency of war. It is our cluty to-day to do for the Army 
what we did ye;us ago for the Navy-to start its reorganization 
and to increase it to sufficient strength to meet all the demands 
that may be made upon it. We have rested content for thirty 
years with this obsolete organization which is now in force. The 
worlcl in the meantime has been moving on; other nations have 
studied the art of war and have made improvements of which we 
have not yet taken advantage. 

In this bill, in its general features, it is proposed t.o profit by 
that experience u.....:.1 put the American Army on the same footing 
of efficiency as the armies of the military nations of the world. 

ODJECTIONS URGED. 

The objections which have been made to the increase of the 
Army are b::!.Scd upon tho following considerations: First, that 
there is no necessity for it at this time; second, that it will cost a 
large sum of money and incrense the burdens upon the people to 
such an extent as ought not to be borne; and third, that it is a 
menace to the liberties of the people of America. 

It has been well said and is practically admitted by everyone 
that if we n.re to hold the Philippine Islands, Cuba, and Porto 
Rico, even for a limited time, these islands must be policed by the 
regulars of the United States Army for the purpose of maintain
ing order and government until the political disposition of the 
islands shall be determined upon by the Government. The ex
pense which gentlemen have alleged was to be such a grievous 
burden upon the people of America may be, let m~ say, but a trifle 
us compared with the expense in men and in money which may 
come to us if we do not, in time of peace, when we can deliber
ately prepare an army for future emergencies, take such steps as 
will make it a satisfactory and efficient organization. 

TIIE .AIDIY WILL TIE NO ME:NACE. 

Tho fear that the American Army will be a menace to the lib
erties of our own people is almost too ridiculous, Mr. Chairman, 
to combat. 

The American Army-of what is it made? It is composed of 
our own people, officered by our own sons and our own brothers, 
our nejghbors and their sons, composed of the young men we have 
year after year sent to our Military Academy to receive tho neces
Emry training to fit them for the duties imposed upon them-men 
who in an emergency can be relied upon, who know what the de
mands of the hour are upon them as citizens of the United States, 
and educated not only in military science at the expense of the 
Government, but, better than all of that, educated in the love of 
country and their cluty to their fellow-citizens and to themselves. 
Shall we look to these young men who have gone into the Army 
of tho United States to become traitors to their country, even 
while they bare their heads to their country's flag, as they do every 
time that they pass by it? 

Is it possible that sensible men can entertain such an opinion as 
that? They are not Hessians; they are not slaves, purchased soul 
and body for military purpose. They are American citizens, as 
we arn. They have the love of country implanted in them as 
firmly as we have. They have their devotion to the flag of their 

country as thoroughly grounded as you or L And the rank and 
file of the Army are also Americans. They are men taken from 
the walks of private life, from the farms, from t.he workshops, and 
from the great masses of the people. Can it be asserted that they 
will betray their country because for the time being they are en
listed in the Regular Army of the United States? It is impossible, 
:Mr. Chairman, to believe such a suggestion.· Fearless in the de
fense of their country's honor, they would be equally fearless in 
refusing to partake in the destruction of its liberties. 

What could such a diminutive number do with tho ten or twelve 
millions of men capable of bearing arms in this country? What 
an insult to the patriotism and courage of the American people to 
say that the little, insignificant Regular Army of 50,000 or 100,000 
men can crush out the liberty of a great republic! 

CO~PARISON WITil .AIUIIBS OF OTIIER COUNTRIES. 

Compare tho Regular Army of our country with those of other 
nations on a peace footing. The regular army of Russia is 8GO,OOO 
men; France, 615,413 men; of the German Empire, 585,44.0 men; 
of Austria-Hungary, 385,697 men; of Italy, 231,1355, and of Great 
Britain, 163,560. Compare these with the Army of the United 
States-only about 25,000 men. 

These numbers, too, let me state, aro exclusive of the native 
colonial troops. Assuming that the popufation of tho United 
States is 70,000,000, that would make one regular soldier for about 
2,800 inhabitants. Then compare that with the number which 
exists for one regular soldier and is protected by that soldier in 
each of the other countries of the world. In France they have 63 
citizens to 1 soldier; in Germany, 1 soldier for every 89 inhabit
ants; in Austria-Hungary, 1 for every 115; in Italy, 1 for every 
135; in Russia, 1 for every 150; in Great Britain, 1 for every 2-313 
inhabitants, while in the United States the regular soldier stands 
in front of and protects 2,800 men, women, and children, and pro
tects them against everything, not only from domestic troubles 
but foreign invasion and on every occasion. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Are we threatened? 
l\fr. BRUMWELL. We are threatened every day of the ex

istence of the country, and we must prepare ourselves at all times 
to meet emergencies which may arise. 

LADOilING MEN DO NOT FEA.R OUR .ARMY. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I know gentlemen say that when we in
crease this standing army it is going to be for the purpose of per
mitting corporations and trusts to use this army to crush out the 
life of labor and to interfere with tho individual liberty of the 
citizen. 

This statement is an insult to the patriotism and the love of 
order of the American workingman. Who is it that fears the 
American Army? Not the American laborer. either organized or 
unorganized: not the man who desires to obey the laws of the 
country; not tho man who is interested, perhaps more than any 
other class of men, in being protected in his labor that he may by 
that labor earn the bread with which he feeds his wife and chil
dren. It is the disorderly; it is those who are not law-abiding. 
It is the great undercurrent of the vile life which drifts into our 
~reat cities that finds fault with the standing Army of the United 
;::;tates, with the sheriff and the posse comitatus of our county 
and State, and with tho -police force of our cities. They, and not 
the honest, law-abiding laborer, would be glad to have unlimited 
license to interfere with human liberty and with private and public 
property. 

Two years ago, in the platform of one of the great parties of this 
country, it was proposed to break down the barriers which protect 
society. What answer did the workingmen of the country make 
to that? Did they b1indly follow this doctrine of anarchy? Did 
they decide that the Supreme Court of the United States shculd bo 
shackled? Did they decide that the Executive of this great nation 
shoulcl not be given tho power to protect its interests? On the con
trary, in every street, in every great city of the country, thou
sands upon thousands of these laboring men marched in their clubs 
and organizations, from their factories and workshops, to show 
that they were in favor of a stable, capable, and safe government 
of their liberties. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. BROMWELL. Excuse me. 

VOLUNTEERS C.A.:8 NOT TAKE THE PLACE OF REGULA.RS. 

Gentlemen who are opposed to this increase will say, "Why 
not depend upon the spontaneous enthusiasm of American pn.tri
otism to furnish an army of volunteers for emergencies as they 
arise?" Gentlemen, volunteers are not regulars. Patriotic devo
tion can not take the place of discipline. Enthusiasm is but a 
poor substitute for trained knowledge. Heroism and personal 
devotion can accomplish little compared with tho results obtained 
by years of physical training for the fatigues and hardships of 
the soldier's life. 

I would not detract in the slightest from the magnificent work 
which has been done by the American volunteer in this and in 
every war in which he has been engaged. He has made a record 
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of which thetDation may well be proud and will do so again when
ever it becomes necessary to call him into action. But we must 
not forget that the science of military affairs, like that of naval 
warfare, is advancing with rapid strides. Methods and imple
ments of war which were successful thirty years ago have, like the 
wooden ships of the old Navy, become useless in the light of prog
ress. Even as the United States has profited by the experience of 
other nations in rebuilding her Navy, has avoided their mistakes 
and adopted their successes, so she should to-day be willing, in the 
reorganization of her Army, to profit by the experience of other 
warlike powers. 

It is true that our conditions are far more fortunate than theirs 
in that we are not in close touch with jealous nations, ready at all 
times and upon slight pretext to take offense and commit aggres
sion. But, on the other band, we must not forget that we no 
longer occupy the position of isolation in the world that we had 
in the days of our fathers. We can not forget, either, that our 
country is growing enormously in its population, both by natural 
increase and ·by foreign immigration, and that this growth is 
largely being concentrated in the great cities of the country, from 
which, as centers, the arteries of commerce, transportation, and 
finance reach out to every part of our system. 

We can not forget how utterly dependent, by reason of this 
interconnection of interests, vast sections of country become upon 
these centers. Paralyze the nerve center, and prostration results; 
give mob rule control of a great city, stopping transportation and 
traffic, stopping the transmission of intelligence through the mails, 
and the result is not confined to the one locality in which the dis
turbance occurs, but affects the nation at large. 

A city would be looked upon with contempt whose police force 
could not be sufficient to maintain order and protect life and prop
erty. A State would be worthy of no respect if its laws could be 
overridden and put to defiance by a reckless mob. This great 

. Government owes it to every citizen that so far a-s the great inter
ests which are placed by the Constitution in its care and keepinO'
the protection of public property, the preservation of public order 
when called upon by the executive of a State, and the free and un
interrupted conduct of interstate commerce-it shall have an 
ample force of trained regular soldiers at its disposal and for dis
charging these duties. 

The day may come when not only nations will lay down their 
arms, but the entire citizenship of tl,iis country shall become so 
law-abiding that police supervision shall become unnecessary, but 
that day marks the beginning of the millennium and is not yet 
upon us. We must legislate for conditions as they are, we must still 
continue in force our statutes for the prevention and punishment 
of crime, we must give to the strong executive arm of the Gov
ernment the means to enforce the Constitution and laws, which 
the President and every officer of the United States is sworn to 
support and maintain. It is the judgment of those best informed 
that even on a peace basis and for these purposes the Army should 
be largely increased. 

We are in possession of islands which have come to us as the 
fruits of war. These islands are now occupied by American sol
diers, most of whom must be discharged at the conclusion of the 

· Second. This right of sovereignty preceded and is independent 
of the Constitution and the Federal Statutes. It is lodged in tho 
people of the country, all the people as a unit, without reference 
to the form of government. 

Third. That am.ong these sovereign 1'ights is that of acqufring 
territory, either by pu1·chase, cession, voluntary annexation, or by 
conquest and resulting treaty. This right has been exercised in 
each of the above forms in the acquisition of territory we already 
possess. This right to acquire territory has been sustained by a 
long line of decisions. Among others. see 1 Pet., 542; Story on 
Constitution, section 1287; 136 U.S., 42; 19 Howard, 447 . . 

Fourth. The right to acquire gives the right to hold and govern. 
This principle is stated concisely by Justice Bradley, as foilows: 

It would be absurd to hold that the United·States has power to acquire ter
ritory and no power to govern it wl.J.en acquired. 

See also 136 U.S .. 42-44; Story on Constitution, -1324; 6 Cranch, 
336; 1 Pet., 542; 114 U.S., 44; 152 U.S., 48. 

Fifth. The question of annexation of te1'ritory is a question fo1· 
the executive and legislative branches of the Goveni:ment, with 
which the courts have no concern. . . 

The President and Congress are vested with all the responsibility and 
powers of the Government for the maintenance and extension of our national 
dominion. It is not the province of the courts to participate in the discussion 
or decision of these questions, for they are of a political nature and not ju
dicial. Congress and the President having assumed jurisdiction and sover
eignty * * ~· all the people and courts of the country are bound by such 
governmental acts. 

See also 50 Fed. Rep., 110; 14 Pet., G38; 9 How., 242; 18 Wall., · 
320; 101 u. s .. 133. 

Sixth. Having power to acquire and to hold and govern, the 
next question which seems to have been fully settled is that the 
form of government rests entirely with the Congress of the United 
States and that the Constitution and laws enacted previous to the 
territorial acquisition do not of themselves become operative in 
the new territory, but require special legislative action to extend 
them over such territory. , 

The Constitution of the United States, Article IV, section 3, 
clause 2, reads: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and r egulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. etc. 

That the government of the Terl.·itories belongs solely and exclu
sively to Congress independent of any constitutional provisions or 
general legislation affecting the States has been repeatedly affirmed 
by the Supreme Court. -

See 18 Wall., 319; 0 How., 242; 101 U.S., 132; 114 U.S., 44; 139 
U. S., 44G; 14 Pet., G37; 136 U.S., 42. 

.That special action .has always been deemed necessary in order 
to extend these constitutional provisions and general laws to 
newly acquired territory bas been conclusively shown by the cita
tions of the various laws priµted in the RECORD, pages 1070 and 
1071 of this session. 

This disposes of the contention that when the treaty of peace is 
signed the inhabitants of all these islands shall under the Consti
tution ex :Proprio vigore become citizens of the United States with 
tho rights of all other citizens under the Constitution. · 

treaty of peace. 'l'he passage of this bill becomes a necessity for WTI.A.T is THE POLICY OF THE PRESIDE~'T. 
supplying men to take their places if we are to continue the occu- The Constitution of the United States, Article IV, section 3, 
pancy of these territories. It is apparent that the principal op- just cited, answers the question that has been so persistently put 
position to this bill grows out of and is coincident with the feeling to the President of the United States by gentlemen on this floor, 
that these possessions should not be permanently retained and "What is your p·olicy?" The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRos
controlled by the United States. The objections which are made VENORl has answered that question fully and satisfactorily. 
are of two general classes : The President has no policy until this Congress acts. The Con-

oruEcTroxs To EXP.ANSION. stituti?n ·of the United States does.not give him authority to dis-
First. That it is unconstitutionuJ. to acquire retain and govern po3e ?f a:nd mak~ ru~es and re~ulat10ns for the government. of the 

them. ' ' Terntories; but it gr!es to this House and to the Senate, with the 
Second. That admitting the constitutional right to do so, it is I ap.· proval of the Pre.sid~nt, the power to ma~e these rule~ and to 

unwise as a question of national policy. · d1~pose of these territories. The only authority that he will ha.ve 
The first contention, viz, that it is unconstitutional to acquire, w1l~ be, when.theset:vo ~ouses of Co~gres~ shall have sen~ t~ him 

retain, and govern this territory has been madethe ~ubject of deep a bill. expre~smg t~ei~· w1shes and th~1r pohcy, .to ~ttach his s1gna
and exhaustive research by some of the ablest men m the country, ture m n:pproval 01 disa~lproval. I~ 1t :i;neets his disapproval, then 
and notably of distinguished gentlemen in the Senate. the Pres1d~I?-t o~ the UI11ted Stat~s m his ~essage to Congress can 

I wish to call the attention of the members of the House who announce lns v10ws as to our policy, not his. 
have not seen it to an address made by:M:r. Gardner, of New York, YAmous Fon:us oF TERmTonr.A.L aov.EnN11m"8T. 
published in the New York Tribune of the 19th instant. It is the That no uniform system of government is demanded of Congress 
roost convincing and logical argument in favor of the constitu- is illustrated bv tho various Territories over which our jurisdiction 
tionality of the right to take, maintain, and govern these terri- extends at the present time, independent of our recently acquirec.1 
tories that I have yet seen. Briefly, the points made in that ac1- territory. Thus we have in the District of Columbia one class of 
mirable address are as follows: laws. In Arizona and New Mexico, to which will shortly be added 

LEGAL nraHT TO ACQUIRE, rroLD, Axn ooYEnx TERnITORY. Hawaii and Alaska, other forms of government as organized Ter-
First. That the United States, when the colonies becamejree ancl ritories, but differing wi<l.elyin details among thomselves. In the 

independent, became invested with all the rights of a sovereign Indian Territory we have no Territorial organization, but ad .. 
nation, with 1·ights equal to those of ei:ery; nation on earth, not minister the government directly from Washington. In Samoa 
hampered or controlled by any constitution, so far as those rights we govern jointly with two other nations in the form of a pro
of sovereignty are concerned; not hampered or controlled by any tectorate and under treaty stipulations. Any of these various 
legislation which hacl taken place under the Constitution, but free forms will be changed at the discretion of Congres~. 
and independent, with the inherent right to declare war, to make Upon the signing of the treaty of peace Porto Rico and the 
peace, to acquire t~rritory, to cede territory, to do all else thatin- Philippines will come to us as unorganized territories, for the 
dependent nations might do. reason that there is no stipulation in the treaty which requires an 
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immediate extension of the constitutional provisions or general 
laws over their inhabitants. We can extend these provisions i.f 
we choose to do so. or ,..,.e can refrain from so doing if we choose; 
and until some action is taken by us the Executive has authority 
under the precedents already established to maintain a military 
government. 

That was the case, notably with Florida, between the time of 
our taking possession and the enactment of laws for its govern-
ment by Congress. . 

Article IX of the pending treaty with Spain is in the following 
language: 

The civil rights and political status of tho native inhabitants of the terri
tory hereby ceded to the United 8tates shall bo determined by the Congress . 

Seventh. As a corollary to the above p1·oposition these territo-
1-ies may be given a system, of taxation, both local and by icay of 
customs impositions, different from those imposed 'itpon the States, 
for taxation is but one of the forms of legislation growing out of 
sovereignty and coming within the power of Congress to make 
all rules and regulations for the Territories. It need not be upon 
the basis of representation, as Chief ,Justice :Marshall stated very 
clearly in the following language: 

If it were true that according to the spirit of our Constitution the power 
of taxation must be limited by the right of representation, whence is derived 
the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises? (5 Wheat., 3:!5.) 

The treaty of peace containing no provision concerning taxation, 
it follows that until Congress extends the constitutional provisions, 
Article I, section 8, requiring all duties, imposts, and excises to be 
uniform throughout the United States, that the matter of uni
formity or nonuniformity is entirely within the control of the 
Congress itself. 

Eighth. The accession of this te1'ritory does not extend the 1·ight 
of citizenship to the inhabitants of these islands, nor is the four
teenth amendment applicable to their condition, for the reason, 
above stated, that the Constitution does not either in its body or 

_ in any of its amendments become operative without express .ac
tion. 

Ninth. As a furthe1· corollary the entfre subject of ininiigratfon 
into the United States from these islands is a matter within the 
control of Congress. It can extend the exclusion acts or it can 
modi1y or repeal them, as it sees proper. This disposes of the ob
jection that upon the conclusion of the treaty of peace the Chi
nese and Malays or·other objectionabie elements of the population 
of those islands may comA in vast numbers into this country to 
enter into competition with American labor. 

So much for the legal aspect of the case. ·with absolute power 
in Congress to legislate for these territories ~ not only for their 
own best interests but for the best interests of .our own country 
as well, I can foresee no great difficulty as to acquiring, r etain
ing, governing, or disposing, in any way we see proper, of these 
possessions. 

THE POLICY 01'' EXPAX8IOS. 

The other phase of the question as to the proper pclicy of the 
Government is another question, about which thero may be legiti
mately a wide diversity of opinion. One fact we must, however, 
recognize at the very outset, and that is the fact that we are to-day 
in actual possesRion of this acquired territory and responsible in 
the eyes of the world for the preservation of order and the protec
tion of life and property while that possession continues; and, 
being thus responsible. we should put ourselves in a position to 
discharge that duty effectually. 

It can only be done at the present time by mi1ita1·y occupancy, 
to preEerve these islands either from the anarchy of misrule by 
native leaders or absorption by foreign powers . • It has been 
well stated by distinguished gentlemen who have already spoken 
upon this subject that all the other alternatives, of returning 
these islands to Spain, of disposing of them to other foreign 
powers, or of withtlrawing our protection from them, are so con
trary to our own ideas of duty ancl so contrary to the expectation 
of the world and our own ideas of justice that we are remitted to 
the final alternative of continuing, for a time at least, our present 
status therein. 

The gentlemen who are so persistent in catechising the mem
bers on this side of the House as to their views in regard to forc
ing, as they put it, the government established by the United 
States against the wishes of the inhabitants of the Philippine 
Islands will no doubt desire an expression of my views, if they 
consider them of any importance, upon the subject. While I be
lieve the question is a mere hypothetical one, and is based upon 
no condition which now exists or which may hereafter arise, I 
shall not hesitate to answer it frankly and fully. I believe that 
candor is due not only to this Honse but to the country upon 
every great political question. When the question of the recogni
tion of a supposed existing government in the island of Cuba at 
the declaration of war was before this House, I was one of a few 
Republicans who honestly and conscientiously, and upon infor
mation which we supposed at that time to be accurate and trust
worthy, favored that riroposition. 

WHO H.A VE .A RIGHT TO SPEAK FOR THEl PHlLLIPINES. 

Candor compels me to say that in the light of history and sub
sequent events I believe now a mistake would have been made in 
doing 00. The situation in the Philippines is radically different 
from what I was led to believe was the case in Cuba. It is not 
claimed by even the most ardent supporters of the anti-annexation 
policy that there is to-day any form of government in those is
lands other than that maintained by the United States by reason 
of military occupation. · 

The claim that Aguinaldo and his half-savage followers repre
sent either a present or pc.1sible stable and independent govern
ment, capable of maintaining peace, protecting life and property, 
or discharging the duties of international obligations, is not seri-

. ously believed or advocated by any gentlemen upon this floor or 
elsewhere. Were the question of submission to his rule passed 
upon by the civilized inhabitants it would be unanimousl)' re
jected. He has no more rights to consideration than the chief of 
an Indian tribe in the Louisiana Territory, who had been at war 
with France and Spain while this Territory was in their possession, 
to have set up the claim that the United States having acquired 
it by cession from its former owners should be compelled to recog
nize him and his savage followers as entitled to recognition and 
recession of the Territory. 

Under a Democratic Administration Louisiana became ours by 
purchase; the Orleans Territory, which was carved out of it, was aR 
alien to our people, our language, our laws, and our customs and 
traditions as are the Philippines to-day. Its peeple were as vigor
ous in their protest against annexation to the United States as 
could any inhabitant ot Luzon be to-day. We forced our Govern
ment upon them without their consent; we maintained order by 
military force; we kept the people of the territory in a state of 
tutelage until the time came when we could admit them to the 
Union. 

I am not now ref erring to the legal right to acquire this terri
tory, nor to the fact that under the treaty with France by which 
Louisiana became a part of this country there was a specific pro
vision for the extension of the Constitution and laws of.the United 
States and its admission to the Union as soon as possible. That 
question I have considered settled by the citations heretofore made. 
But I am referring merely to the fact that we have histo1ical prec
edent, and that, too, under the Administration o~ the father of 
the Democratic party, Thomas-Jefferson, for forcing an unwilling 
people to accept our government. 

Briefly, therefore, my position is this: We are in the Philippine 
Islands as guardians of peace and order until at least some form of 
self-government shall be established. Should Aguinaldo and his 
insurgent followers attempt byforcetointerfero with the discharge 
of this duty, I for one would be willing to u se the Army and 
Navy of the United States to compel him by force to submit to 
our control just as I would require an Indian chief and his tribe 
to maintain order in any part of the territory we had previously 
acquired. 

I for one do not propose to repeat with the Filipinos the mis
take which might have been made had we recognized the reputec.l 
government of Uuba, which did not repre!::ient and could not rep
resent the wishes of the inhabitants of that island. I, for one, 
uelieve that the present status should be maintained in the Phil
ippines until we can study the conditions and means of its inhab
itants, not of the savage, barbarous triues which neither have nor 
are capable of having local government, but of those civilized 
portions of the islands which live in settled communities, enjoy 
the blessings of civilization, are capable of local self-government 
and possibly of national existence, and who desire a stable govern
ment, whether it be <lependent upon the United States as a pro
tectorate, as an integral part of our jurisdiction, or as an inde
pendent government. 

WE SHALL ACT WHE::. WE RA VE FULL KNOWLEDGE. 

When this information shall have been had, we shall be ready 
to act and we shall act, I have no doubt, wisely for our own in
terests as wen as justly for theirs. But until that decision is 
reached, Aguinaldo and every other agitator and disturber must 
be compelled to recognize the authority of our Government, and 
await the working out of the problem. If this means forcing upon 
an unwilling people a government of our own instead of theirs, I 
am ih favor of it, but until we hear from the real parties in inter
est, who are entitled to have a voice in the decision of this ques
tion, I deny that any such question is more than a hypothetical 
and academic one. 

It is also urged that in reaching out into this distant part of the 
world and planting our flag in another hemisphere we are forget
ting tho traditions of our fathers; forgetting the precepts of 'Vash
in~ton, and acting in violation of the Monroe doctrine. 

For a phrase that is so frequently used as the Monroe doctrine 
I know o'f nothing concerning which there is more universal mis
take and misunderstanding. Time does not permit me to com
ment upon this phase of the subject in the presence of the House, 
but lshall take the liberty of inserting, under the permission given 
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t.o extend our remarks, a few remarks upon the history and inter
pretation of this doctrine, and will endeavor to show its limited 
application, its true sphere. and that it in no wise hampers or con
trols our action in the present case. 

THE FUTURE OF Ol:"R CO~RY. 

In conclusion I wish to say that engrossed as we ha. ve been in the 
past with the settlement of our internal affairs, 1001..-ing inwardly 
upon our domestic concerns rather than outwardly upon the world 
at large, we have suddenly, as a result of the Spanish war, a wakened 
to a realization of the fact that the genius of our institutions will 
not permit us to slumber in the sleep of lethargy which dwarfed 
the advancement of Chinn and Japan for so many centuries. We 
have climbed to higher altitudes, and above the mists and fogs 
which have obscured our vision in the past we look out upon a 
broadening horizon. We see and realize that in this busy, modern 
world, upon which the twentieth century will soon dawn, w~must 
bear our share with the enlightened nations of the world m ad-
Tancing the happiness and welfare of humanity. . 

With this brightened vision \\e see the commerce of the Umted 
States again reviving and its whjte sails fluttering on every oce3n 
and its flag floating in every breeze. We see the product!:: of 
American ingenuity, the rich harvests of American soil, and the 
treasures of her hills and mountains offered in every mart of the 
civilized world. We sea American vessels, built by American skill, 
manned by American sailors, and laden with Aruerfoan merchan
dise, in every quarter of the globe. We see an American Navy, 
the equal of any in the world, with Deweys and Sampsons and 
Schleys and Wainwrights in command and American men behind 
the guns to protect our merchant marine. \Ye see coaling st~
tions and resting places for this vast fleet to enter and renew their 
energies and strength. We see a great canal across the Isthmus, 
built by American capital, controlled by American influence, and 
constructed for American commerce, across the narrow strip that 
connects our northern and our southern continents. 

We see that as the old nation of eastern Asia or the new devel
opments in Africa open up new markets and new fields of enter
prise, the United States claims its full and fair share in the 
benefits of this onward march. We can not stand still; stagna
tion means retrogression, and that means ultimately political 
death,. We must move upward and onward with the rest of the 
world; we are entitled to be in the van of the march. Wherever 
our flag shall be planted it shall bring to the people who rest be
neath its shadow the blessings of liberty and equality and a better 
civilization. The Monroe doctrine shall no longer be limited to 
the claim of America for Americans, but shall be enlarged to 
m ean, "All the world for American commerce, and the protection 
of the American flag over the lives of American citizens and 
American property in every corner of the earth ;" and as one by 
one the countries of the earth yield to the beneficent influence of 
American liberty, morality, and religion, either under our Gov
ernment or their own, the day will ultimately come when there 
shall no longer be only the United States of America, but all the 
nations of the earth shall be joined in one great United States of 
the World. 

TIIE MO!>"'ROE DOCTRD."E. 

In view of the frequency with which the Monroe doctrine is in
voked to sustain views, however diverse, connected with the 
management of Federal affairs relating to our foreign policy, it 
is a matter of some import-a.nee in determining its applicability 
to any particular state of facts t?at we shall know a li~tle more 
definitely than the average American, even though well rnformed 
upon other suhjects, seems to be as to what the so-called Monroe 
doctrine actually is. 

It might be well to state at the.outset that the Monroe doctrine 
is entirely without the sanction of any direct legislation to give it 
any binding force. It stands to-day, as it has stood for the last 
seventy-five years, the expression of a national sentiment, the 
avowal of a national purpose, the indication of a national deter
mination. But Congress has not, by either statutory enactment 
or by resolution, during all these seventy-five years, specifically 
enunciated the Monroe doctrine as a part of the law of the land, 
although the attempt has been made several times without suc
cess. nor has it ernr been recognized as a principle of international 
law by foreign nations. 

It was the offspring of an emergency, or, rather, of two emer
gencies which came so close together and were of so-similar a 
character that President Monroe combined tho utterances upon 
both in his same annual message delivered to Congress December 
2, 1823. 

It may conduce to a clearer understanding of the language of 
his message, so far as it enunciates this doctrine, for me to briefly 
outline the historical events which led to its announcement. 

THE ORIOIY OF TIIE M0"8ROE DOCTRINE. 

In 1823 the western coast of North America was an almost un
known land to the civilized world. By treaty with France and 
Spain and by the explorations of Lewis and Clark we had extended 

our territory westward from the 13 01iginal colonies with their 
adjacent possessions ea.st of the Mississippi River until the 
western boundary included a portion of the present ::States of 
Washington and Oregon. The coast south of Oregon was still a 
portion of the Mexican territory. To the north of Washington 
Great Britain had already laid claim by reason of discovery, and 
Russia had already advanced a similar cla.im to tho right of dis
covery in colonizing other portions to the Pacific coast of the 
northern continent. 

These claims of Russia, Great Brifain, and the United States 
overlapped upon each other, and threatened to involve the three 
countries in a controversy that would result in war. The actual 
boundaries of the possessions of the three nations, although not 
accurately determined, were still in a general way fairly well 
recognized. 

President Monroe, in order to foresta11 tho planting of colonies 
withln any portion of the territory bordering u pon the Paciiic 
which then belonged to the United States or was likely ultimately 
to become a portion of it, announced the views of this Government 
upon the subject in the following language: 

At the proposal of the Russian Imperial Government, mnde through tho 
minister of the J!;mperor residing here, a full power and instructions hnvo 
been transmitted to the minister of the United States at St. Petersburg to 
arrange by amicable ne6otiation tho r espective rights and interests of the 
two nations on the north west coast of this con tin en t.. A similar proposn.l had 
been made by His Imperial Majesty to the Government of Great Britain, 
which ha.s likewise been acceded to. '.rhe Government of tlrn Unitt<l States 
has been desirous by this friendly proceetling of manifesting tho ~reat value 
which they have invariably attached to the friendship of tho Emperor and 
their solicitude to cultivate tho best understanding with his Government. 
In the discussions to which this interest has given rise ann in the arrange
ments by which they may tormiru:.te tho occasion hn.s been judged proper for 
assorting, as a principle in which tho ri;?hts and interests of tho United States 
are involved, that the American cont inents, by the free and independent 
condition which they have assumed and maintain, arc h enceforth not to be 
considered as subjects for futuro colonization by any European powers. 

The commissions referred to adjusted this controversy satisfac
torily, and the emergency which had given rise to the declaration 
of President Monroe passed away. No similar occasion has since 
arisen for its reannouncement, and this clause of the M.onroo 
doctrine may be considered as a dead letter at the present time, 
for the reason that no nation would trunk of putting forth a claim 
to any portion of the continent by reason of prior discovery or 
make an attempt to establish colonies thereon. It may thereforo 
be dismissed without further consideration. 

The other two clauses of tho Monroe doctrine grew out of a 
different state of facts. 

TilE IIOLY .A.LLIAXCE. 

..... The balance of power in Europe which originated in the attempt 
made bv Fm.nee under Richelieu to maintain its supremacy over 
Austria· in the affairs of Europe was rudely shattered lJy tho 
schemes of conquest which Napoleon Bonaparte was able to carry 
out so successfully for awhile. He broke the balance of power by 
practically absorbing all of Europe except Great Britai?- and 
Russia in the Empire of France. \Vith his downfall and imme
diately afterwards a so-called H~ly Alliance of .the three gre~t pow
ers, Austria, Prussia, and Russia, wa.s e~tabh.shed, foll<;>wmg the 
treaty of Chaumont. The purpose of this alhance, as it was an
nounced shortly after, was to intruat in the great powers named 
therein the right to settle all European questions, and was after
wards extended to nullify all reforms which ha<l. been effected by 
insun·ection against the authority of any of these P.owers an~ to 
suppress any institutions or governments whose existence might 
be attended with danger to the rest of Europe. 

Under the authority of this ''concert of Europe," as it was 
called, or the Holy Alliance, Austria had suppressed popular up
risings in N aples and Piedmont; the home of Bourbon had been 
restored to the throne of Spain; a revolt of the Spanish l?eople liac.1 
ensued, and France, with the ap~rroval of ~he Roly Allianco, had 
marched her armies into the penmsula, triumphantly suppressed 
the will of tho people, and restored the Bourbon monarchy. 

The former colonies of Spain in South and Central America had 
but recently revolted and established their independence. It was 
well understood that when the Holy Alliance should have coerced 
the rest of Europe into the ndo.ption.of their system and the recog
nition of the di vine right of km gs, its next step would be. to re
store to Spain these Sou th American colonies. These colomes had 
all been recognized as free and independent governments by the 
United States, and diplomatic representati:ves ha~ bee? exchanged 
between our Government and theirs. We hadmamtamedan abso
lute neutrality so long as they were struggli~g for existence, but 
when the time came which demonstrated, as it has recently in the 
case of Cuba. tho inability of Spain to recover her control o~ the 
colonies and the ability of the colonies to maintain their own mde
pendent government, a ready recognition had be~n extended to 
them by the United States, who welcomed them mto the great 
family of nations. . . 

Up to this point and so long as the obJ~ct ?f t~e alµance was 
limited to the suppression of republican .mstitut1!:ms m Eu:ope 
and the restoration of the old order of thmgs, which had e:nsted 
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prior to the Napoleonic wars, England, as one of the five great 
powers, had readily acquiesced in and sanctioned what had been 
done. But when it became a question of the interference of 
European nations with the governments established on the West
ern Continents with the possibility of all this immense territory 
which had been wrested from Spain being returned to her, Eng
land, or more properly Great Britain, became alarmed. The 
establishment of this vast po\.Yer which was most certain to re
ceive the sympathy and support of all the continental portion of 
Europe was looked upon by her as a coming menace to her posses
sions in Canada and the other provinces of North America which 
could never arise if the lately established governmen~s in South 
and Central America were permitted to exist. 

TIIE MONilOE DOCTRINE SUGGESTED BY Gil.EAT BRITAIN. 

Accordingly we find that the British minister of foreign affairs, 
Mr. Canning, called the attention of our minister to England, 
Mr. Rush, to the threatened danger, and proposed that England 
and the United States should jointly declare against this proposed 
intrusion of the Holy Alliance into the Western Continent. Our 
minister, Mr. Rush, immediately communicated the proposition 
to President Monroe. The latter, while tolerably well determined 
in his own mind as to the course to be pursued, felt, however, 
that it involved a question of so much importance and fraught 
with so momentous responsibility that his judgment should be 
reenforced by that of others in whom he placed the utmost confi
dence. He accordingly referred the matter to . Thomas Jefferson 
and James Madison for their consideration and advice. 

VIEWS OF JEFFERSON AND MADISON. 

As throwing light not only upon the subject before us, but as 
indicating the wonderful, almost prophetic, discernment of J effer
son concerning the future of Cuba and the possibility of an Anglo
American alliance, which has recently attracted so much atten
tion, I can not refrain from quoting a part of Jefferson's reply in 
his exact language. He said: 

The question presented by the letters vou have sent me is the most mo
mentous which has ever been offered to' my contemplation since that of 
independence that made us a nation; this sots our compass and points tho 
course which we are to steer through the ocean of time opening on our view, 
and n ever could we embark on it under circumstances more auspicious. Our 
first and fundamental maxim should be never to entangle ourselves in the 
broils of Europe; our second, ne>er to suffer Europe to meddle in cis-Atlan tic 
affairs. America, North and South, has a set of interests distinct from those 
of Europe and peculiarly her own. She should therefore have a system of 
her own, separate and apart from that of Europe. While the last is laboring 
to become the domicile of despotism, our endeavor should suroly be to make 

- our h emisphere that of freedom. One nation, most of all, could disturb us in 
this pursuit; she now offers to lead, aid, and accompany us in it. By acced
in~ to her proposition we detach her from tho hand of despots, bring h er 
mighty weight into the scale of free government, and emancipate at one 

- Rtroke a whole continent which might otherwise linger along in doubt and 
difliculty. 

Great Britain is the nation which can do us the most harm of any one or 
all on earth, and with her on our side we need not fear the whole world. 
With her, then, we should the most sedulously nourish a cordialfriendship, 
and nothing would tend more to knit our affections than to be fighting once 
more side by side in the same cause. Not that I would purchase even her 
amity at the price of taking part in her wars. But the war in which the 
present proposition might engage us, should that be its consequence, is not 
her war, but ours. Its object is to introduce and to establish the American 
system of ousting from our land all foreign nations, of never permittin&' the 
powers of Europe to intermeddle with the affairs of our nation. It 1s to 
maintain our own principles, not to depart from it. And if, to facilitate 
this, we can effect a division in the body of European powers and draw over 
to our side its most popular member, surely we should do it. 

But I am clearly of Mr. Canning's opinion that it will prevent war instead 
of provoking it. With Great Britain withdrawn from their see.le and shifted 
into that of our two continents, all Europe combined would not dare to risk 
war. Nor is the occasion to b e slighted which this proposition offers of de
claring our protest against the atrocious violation of the rights of nations by 
the interference of any one in the internal affairs of another, so fiagitiously 
begun by Bonaparte and now continued by the equally fa.wless alliance call-
ing itself holy. · 

But we have first to ask ourselves a question. Do we wish to acquire to 
our confederacy any one or more of the Spanish provinces? I candidly con
fess that I have ever looked on Cuba as the most interestin~ addition which 
could ever bemade to our system of States. The control which, with Florida 
Point, this island would give us over the Gulf of Mexico and the countries and 
the isthmus bordering on it, as well as all those whose waters flow into it, 
would fill up the measure of our political well-being. 

Yet, as I am sensible that this can never be obtained, even with her own 
consent, but by war, and as h er independence, which is our second interest, 
and especially her independence of England, can be secured without it, I have 
no hesitation at abandoning my first wish to future chances and accepting 
its independence with peace and the friendship of England rather than its 
association at the expense of a war and her enmity. I could honestly, there
fore, join in the declaration proposed, that we aim not at the acquisition of 
any of these possessions, that we wilt not stand in the way of any amicable 
arrangement between them and the mother country, but that we will oppose 
with all our means the forcible interposition of any other power, either as 
auxiliary, stipendiary, or under any other form or pretext, and most especially 
their transfer to any power by conquest, cession, or acquisition in any other 
way. 

Madison replied in a similar manner, although he took occasion 
to express as his opinion that Canning was not actuated by any de
sire to advance the cause of liberty, but rather by the desire to 
preserve the possessions of Great Britain free from the threat of 
foreign interference. 

THE DOCTRTh"'E STATED. 

The opinions of these two eminent statesmen so thoroughly 
coincided with that of President Monroe that he no longer hesi-
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tated to incorporate a statement of these views in his coming 
annual message. He did this in the following language: 

The political system of the allied powers is essentially different in this 
r espect from that of America. 'fhis difference proceeds from that which 
exists in their respective governments; and to the tlefense of our own, which 
has been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure and matured by 
the wistlom of their most enlightened citizens. and under which we have en
joyed unexampled felicity, the whole nation is devoted. We owe iti,.~here
fore, to candor and to the ar&icable relations existing between tho united 
States and those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on 
their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dan
gerous to our peace and safety. With the existing colonies or dep t>ntlencies 
of any European power we have not interfered and shall not interfere. But 
with the governments who have declared their independence and maintaineu 
it, and whose independence we have on great consideration and on just prin
ciples acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of 
oppressing them or controlling in any other manner their destiny by any 
European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an un
friendly disposition toward the United States. 

The immediate result of this declaration was the abandonment 
of the attempt of the Holy Alliance to interfere with the rights or 
independence of the Spanish-American government. 

TIIE PANAMA CONVENTI0:8'. 

The first occasion which presented itself after this memorable 
declaration was issued to construe its full meaning by those who 
had been most active in its preparation and indorsement grew out 
of a request for a joint conference of representatives of all the 
Spanish-American republics to be held at Panama in 182-G. To 
this conference the United States was invited to send a representa
tive. Among the topics which it was officially announced were 
to be discussed was that of opposition to colonization in America, 
and also the establishment of what was called a continental sys
tem, the object of which was to unite in a common league or alli
ance all of the governments of the Western Continent for the pur
pose of resisting the interference of European nations in behalf of 
Spain in her attempt to reduce her former colonies to submission. 

The Official Gazette of Colombia announced as one of the topics 
to be discussed: 

To take into consideration the means of ma.king effectual the declaration 
of the President of the United States respecting any ulterior des1gn of a for
eign power to colonize any portion of this continent, and also tho means of 
r esisting all interference from abroad with the domestic concerns of the 
American governments. 

At the time this proposition was submitted to the United States 
Government John Quincy Adams, who had been Secretary of 
State under Monroe, had succeeded to the Presidency. Adams, 
as a Cabinet officer of his predecessor, had himself suggested and 
even furnished the language in which the Monroe doctrine so 
called was declared. He was undoubtedly in thorough sympathy 
with that doctrine, and in his annual message of December 6. 
1825, announced the acceptance of the invitation to this confer
ence and stated that commissioners from the United States would 
be authorized to attend the conference and to take such part in it 
as might be compatible with the neutrality which it was the in
tention of the American States to maintain. 

This was followed by a special message to the Senate upon tho 
same subject, dated the 26th of December, 1825. In this the Presi
dent took occasion to disclaim any intention on the part of the 
United States of taking part in any deliberations of a belligerent 
character and announced that the motives of the attendance of our 
representatives at this Panama Congress was" neither to contract 
alliances nor to engage in any undertaking or project importing 
hostilities to anv other nation." · 

After commenting rather pointedly upon the fact that these vari
ous Spanish-American States had stipulated with Spain for certain 
special privileges and concessions in the way of trade regulations, 
and had also established duties and impositions operating unfa
vorably to the United Statesas compared with European nations, 
be gave them distinctly to understand that it was not the purpose 
of. the United States to. interfer~ with every quarrel that might 
arise between these Spamsh-Amer1can Governments and any other 
nation of Europei nor was it tha intention of our Government to 
allow them to sit down supinely, making no effort to defend them
selves and looking to the United States solely for protection against 
foreign aggression. His language was a.s follows: 

An agreement between all tho nations represented at tho meeting tba teach 
will guard by its own means against the establishment of any future European 
colony within its borders may be found advisable. This was more tha.n two 
rears since announced by my predecessor to the world as a principle result
mg from the emancipation o! both the American continents. It may be so 
developed to tho new southern n ation s that they will all feel it as an essential 
appendage toJ;heir independence. 

This was followed by an admirable address sent to the House of 
Representatives on March 15, 1826, in response to an inquiry as to 
the purposes of the Panama Congress, to which the President, with 
the consent of the Senate, had already appointed its commission
ers. This address would well repay its complete quotation, but 
the purposes of this paper and the limit of time at my disposal 
will prevent my using more than one brief citation. After refer
ring to the interest which our own Government had taken in the 
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establishment of the independent Governmenbrnf South andCen.
tral America, and alluding to the friendly relations which had al
ready grown Ul' between the new governments and our own, he 
referred to the objection which had been urged to the appoint
ment of the commission, on the ground that it would stir up the 
antagonism of European nations, in the following patriotic lan
guage: 

To the question which may be asked, Whether this meeting and the princi
ples which mn.y be adjusted and settled by it as rules of intercourse betwmm 
the .Antericannations may not give umbrage to the Holy Le:igu~ of European 
powers or offense to Spain, it is deemed a sufficient answer that our attendance 
at Panama. can give no just cause of umbrage or offense to either, and t1iat the 
United States will· stipulate nothing there which can.-give such cause. Here 
the rjght of inquiry into our purposes and meo.surcs. must stop. The Holy 
League of Europe itself was formed without inq_uiring-of the United States 
whether it woulu or woufd not give umbrage to them. Tho fear of giving 
umbrage to the Holy League of Euro~e was urged as a moth"e for denying to 
the American nations the acknowledgment of their independence. That it 
would bo viewed by Spain as hostility to her was not only urged, but directly 
declared by herself. The Congress and Administra.tion of that day consulted 
their rights and. duties, and not their fears. Fully determined to give no 
needless displeasure to any foreign power, the United States can estimate 
the probability of tlleir giving it only by the riglit which anyforeigrr State 
could ha.veto take it from their mewiures. Neither the representation of the 
United States at Panama nor any measure to which their assent may be 
yielded therewfilg-ive to the Holy League or any of its members no:i:to Spain, 
tho right to take offense; for. the :cest, the United States must stlll, as hereto
fore, mke counsel from their duties. rather-than f'ronrtheir fears. 

COSTROL OVER A. P~..A.:MA. CA...."q"AL. 

The next important occasion on which the Monroe doctrine was 
placeciin issue was m regar.ci to the proposed control over an in
teroceanic cana.1 across the Isthmus of Panama by certain of the 
Em:opean nations. Our Secretary of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen, 
said, in a letter to the British minister in reration to the assump
tion of a joint control or a protectorate by several powers over 
such canal in case it should be constructed. that the President 
would not consent to or look with indifference upon s-uch an in
tervention in American. affairs; that such a protectorate oy Euro
nean nations over the· Isthmus transit would be in conflict.with 
the American doctrine many years asserted by distinguished citi
zens, believed in by the people, and approved by Great- Britain, 
and that a protectora:te over the proposed canal would seriously 
affect and threaten 9ur political interests. 

It was again made the subject of expression by Blaine while 
Secretary of State in connection with certain provisions of tlie 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty which seemed to permit the occupancy of 
territory in Nicaragua by Great Britain, and Blaine, in Iiis vigor
ous style, ccmdemned these provisions as contrn-ry to the Monroe 
doctrine, and they have since been repudiated. 

TIIE IXTERFERE:S-CE OE' TIIE l!'RE-"qCH D< MEXICO. 

The attempt of the French Government during our civii war to 
interfere in. the affairs of Mexico, overturn its existing Govern
ment, and place the unfortunate Maximilian. upon the throne of a 
king<.lom domfaated by foreign influence,. led to a most vigorous 
protest on the pa11tof this Government and ultimatelytoward the 
mo,·ement of troops t-Oward the Mexican frontier for the enforce
ment of our demand for recognition of the principle of the Monroe 
doctrine as.a_ppUed to the condition of affairs then existing. Blood
shetl was averted by the withdrawal of the French forces, but the 
very fact of this peaceable yielding on the part of France to our 
demands was itself a practical acknowledgment of the justice of 
the doctrine. 

TilE VESEZL'ELA. BOUXDARY DISPUTE. 

Finally, to bring the doctrine down to its latest episode, we must 
refer to the Venezuelan boundary question, wlrich threatened seri
ous compiications between this Government and Great Britain 
during the Cle"\"elandAdministration. This dispute iS"of so :recent 
a elate that you are no doubt all familiar with_ Its details. It grew 
ontof the a.ttemptof GreatBritain t-Oextend herposaessionsfn her 
colony· of Guiana into territory claimed by Venezuela as her own. 
There was an overlapping of the two claims. The disputed te1:ri
tory, while small in area, was important and valua1bJe to either 
country by reason of rich deposits of gold and other minerals con
tained therein. Great Britain, with her usual policy of enforcing 
her demands by lier mHitacy and naval strength, was proposing 
to take possession of this territory against what seemed to our 
Government to be at least an unsettled and disputed claim of 
Venezuela which appeared to be just and equitable. The United 
States assumed the p0ll'tof an inte-rmediator as- between the greater 
and the weaker power and succeeded in obtaining- thA consent to 

. the appointment of arbitrators to settle the disputed boundary. 
This commission is still in existence, and we have no reason. to 
doubt that its findings will be submitted to hy both of the Gov
ernments interested. 

Thus we- have brought in a hurried manner the discussion.of the 
Monroe doctrine and the various cases in which it has arisen down 
to the present time~ It woulcl appear plain, it seems, that tltis 
doctrine is one which grew ont of the demand for self-protection 
of our country against European encroachments. A portion- of it 
has undoubtedly become obsolete,_for the reason that we can con
ceive of no case arising in: the future to which .the clause in rela.- . 

~io_n to colonization wil~ apply:; and as to the other portion of it~ 
It IS equally clear that it applies only to the conduct of affairs in 
this Western Hemisphere, and in no way affects the policy of our
Government in relation. to our interference in the affairs of other 
natio:is, either.in this hemisphere or t~e other-. It in no way affects 
the_nght of this Governmen~ to acqmre and hold as the Iegitimate 
frmts of war any of the terntorywe ha~e captured from Spain in 
our recent war, and any attempt to cite the .:Monroe doctrine as an 
estoppel to our right of expansion in any direction or to any ex.
tent iB an extension of that doctrine not warranted either by the 
occasion which gave rise- to its enunciation, the historical pi:ece
dents i~ which it~s been 3:PPlied and enforceu_, or by any authority 
vested m the Pres1dent or m Congress to curtail the inherent rights . 
of sovereignty possessed by every imlependent nation, and one of 
t!ie .. attri~utes of which. is the right to acquire territory, without 
lumt as to extent, location, 01· character, either by purchase ces
sion, voluntary annexation, o:r by treaty as a resrrltof conq'uest. 

TUE RESULTS OF A. WAR M"AY DIFFER FROM TilOSE EXE.ECTED. 

It is no answer to th?-s tc? asser~ that the war with Spain was 
founded upon a humamtar1an bas1s and. was solely to put an end 
to the barba_rities practiced upon the inhabitants of Cuba, and: 
that the nat10n had no thought of the acquisition of territory as 
the res11ltof thatw.a.r. 

Few wars in history have worked out precisely the. end in view 
at the time they were begun.. Two striking instances of this aro 
recorded in our own annals~ It is well known. that the Revolu
tionary war was inaugurated. witb._no thought of an. absolute-sepa-· 
ration of the colonies from the mother country. Its purpose was 
to secure a redress of wrongs and a reformation of the colonial 
government. 

It was with hesitation andreluctanc&that·thestatesmen of that 
dayreached the conclusion that the only remedy-for existing ems 
was a complete independence, and that conclusion was reached 
only after the actual war had been in. pTogress many months. The 
result was unforeseen when the minute men at Lexington and the 
yeomancy at Bunker Hill sounded the first tocsins of war. Yet 
none the less- we accepted the destiny that was mapped out for us 
and. became an independent people; 

The civif war was waged for the preservation of the Union. 
There was little or no thought of destroying the institution of 
slavery,- and hacT the North triumphed in a few dedsive· battles at 
its outbreak anct won a peace befo1-e the issue of the emancipailion 
proclamation, its end would have been. accomplished: without re
sulting in the l:>re::tking of the shackles which fettered the limbs 
of the colored. people of the South. Thus the actualpull?oses for. 
which a war may be inaugurated and the results which may come 
from that war m:e sometimes widely diverse. But whatever may 
have been the motive which fires the·first gun in deadly conflict, the 
responsibility of accepting its results rests equally upon the victor 
and the vanq_uislled. We, as the victors in. the recent struggle, 
can uot shirk, aven if we would, the duties which it has imposed 
upon. us. We owe a duty to ourselves, to the inhabitants of the 
conquered land, and to the world at large, and: this duty we are 
ready to assume and to perform. with that same faith in repub
lican institutions, that same love for human freedom, ancl that 
same trust in Divine Providence which has shapeci our course as. a 
nation· during· our century and ai quarter of existence. 

There are conscientious men, no doubt many of them, who look 
with foreboding on the new departure upon which we seem about 
to enter. They decry what they styie the spirit of imperialism 
whieh has seized upon. the natfon; they point out that we- are de
parting from the teachings of the father of: the Repu.blic;. they 

· would circmnscribe our- ener1?ies to the confines of this continent; 
they opposed, sincerely, I beheve, many of them, the acquisition 
of Hawaii; they demur to the retention of Porto Rico; they lift 
a finger of warning against the hoped for and expected i:eq uest of 
Cuba to come into our Union; they speak in tones of <l.readof the 
retention of a.part or all of the Philippines; they would have us 
turn back the dial of time six months in the history of the world 
and surrencier to Spain D.er conquered islands, 

THE ODJECTIONS TO EXP.ANSIO:'.'i A.RE NOT ~-:E'W . 

The same opposition and the same voices of warning were ra.ised 
at each accession of territocy which came to us,. whether by pur
chase or conquest, from the time we were but the thirteen origi
nal colonies. The purchase of Florida and of the Louisiana 
Territory, the accession of Texas, and the territory obtained from 
Mexico, all found ready opposition. on the part of those who were 
opposed to expansion. And yet, when we look over this vast ex
panse of acquired territory, with its millions of happy and pros
perous human beings breathing in the pure atmosphere of free
dom under the benign influences of the American Constitution, 
how false have proven these prophecies of disaster. Our whole 
history has been one of expansion. 

The words of Washington in his Farewell Address are entitled 
to the reverent admiration of every American citizen. Construed 
as they should be with reference to the conditions which existed 
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at the time he gave them to the world, and with the announced 
purpose of preserving our country from entangling alliances with 
European nations until we should be strong enough to sta~d 
alone in def euse of our rights and liberties, they were the wisest 
utterances of his time. But a hundred years have wrought a 
migh ty change in the world. We are no longer a weak and 
struggling people, fearful lest the liberties which we had acqufred 
at the cost of so much blood and treasure should be snatched 
from us by a powerful foe. We stand to-day a mighty nation, 

- the mightiest, in many respects, of any on earth. 
We need no alliances for our own protection; we will make 

none to our detriment. That Providence which shapes the ends 
of nations as of men is working out for us a future of which we 
had but little thought a few short months ago. In the language 

-of Jefferson already quoted, the war, the events of which have 
forced themselves so rapidly upon us, "sets om· compass and 
points the course which we are to steer in the ocean of time open
ing on our view." We, as a Christian nation, look forward to the 
coming of that millennium when all the world shall be at peace, 
and those who look justly upon tho grave and momentous ques
tions that confront us can not out feel that as the chosen instru
ments of this Divine plan we are most surely and most certainly 
bringing nearer to its realization the promise of this day of peace 
by extending to the suffering and oppressed of foreign countries 
the l::eneficent influences of American civilization and the genius 
of our free institutions. 

WE CAN TRUST TIIE PRESE:l\"'T EXEOUTl VE. 

We have to-day in the Executive Mansion at Washington a man 
of the purest and loftiest type of patriotism, a Clu:istian gentle
man , a statesman the equal of any that the history of our country 
has known, conservative yet progressive; a man to whom justice 
and honor, personal and official, are the guiding stars of his con
duct ; a man who, whil8t reverencing the traditions of the fa
thers, is wise enough to recognize the fact that the world is mov
ing on, and that new conditions impose new obligations and 
demand the performance of new duties. Let us, then, as good, 
patriotic American citizens, trust to that wisdom, consen·atism, 
and patriotism which have ever distinguished his course in public 
affairs and uphold his hands in the discharge of the trying duties 
that we have devolved upon our honored President, William Mc
Kinley. 

I have thus briefly sketched the Monroe doctrine of the past 
and of the present. But what of the future? The doctrine of the 
past was one suited to our conditions as a weak and timid nation. 
The Monroe doctrine of the present, as applied to the Venezuela 
case and announced to the strongest nation on earth, is the senti
ment of a nation self-reliant, mature in experience and develop
ment, fearing no opposition when assured of the justice of its 
cause, counting no odds too great, courting no alliance, but ready 
and willing, if necessary, to submit even to the final arbitrament 

__ of the sword the justice of its cause and its right to protect not 
only itself but its weaker neighbors from the rapacity and en
croachment of other nations. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to my col
league from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the objections offered to the 
pending bill are somewhat various. One gentleman objects to it 
because he s11ys th11t it raises a standing army that is to be used
to quote him literally-" to shoot labor in the back." Another one 
tells us it is to be used to subvert human liberty in the Republic. 
Another tells us it is to be used to r ewrite the Declaration of Inde
pendence, to make a new Constitution. from which we shall leave 
out all reference to liberty, equality of human rights, the doctrine 
that governments derive their jUBt powers from the consent of the 
governed, and to start out upon a mjssion of hostility to all the 
world that differ from us in form of government and to begin 

_ wars of subjugation and t erritorial expansion. 
These gentlemen who fear that this measure proposes to shoot 

labor in the back fail. it seems to me, to realize of whom this 
army is to be composed, from whore they come, or that there is an 
army of laborers, 23,000,000 in number, of men, women, and 
youths, who aro to be shot in the back. Why, Mr. Chairman · 
whera will this army come from? From the homes and the fire~ 
sides of this land. They are to be citizens of the United States· 
they are to be men who have learned the lessons of liberty fro~ 
liberty-loving fathers and mothers ; they are to come from the 
great labor fields in the United States; they are to be recruited 
from this gre::i.t army of 23,000,000 people. Are they by their mere 
enlistment to be changed in nature at once? Are they at once to 
learn to hate the liberty they have always been taught to lo7e? 
Are they to become enem~es of the class from which t hey sprang? 
.Are they to assail their fathers, mothers, brothers, and sisters that 
are now in the labor fi e1c1 and who it is saicl th ey are to "shoot in 
~he back?" No man believes that, in my humble judgment. It 
IS b.ut the catchword of those who are seizing upon this oppor
tnmty to bolster up the falling fortunes of a decaying political 
party. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have quoted illustrious names, ~nd 
chief of them that of Thomas Jefferson, as unalterauly opposed to 
a large standing army. Gentlemen must remember t hat when 
we have secured 100,000 men onr standing army will not be larger 
in proportion to our area, in proportion to our population, in pro
portion to our necessities than was the standing army of which 
Thomas Jefferson was the advocate, and that he aided as Chief 
Executive of this nation in raising, and which he commanded as 
Commander in Chief. 1 suppose that when he indulged in the 
utterance he had in his mind that the Army must have proper 
relation to the wants and the interests of the country. And I can 
not see that this Army that we propose will be disproportionate to 
the one that he thought in his judgment was ample, and only 
ample, for the needs of the people, when we had 5,000,000 people 
the day he was inaugurated Presi<lent of the United States. 

Then we had 5,000,000; now we have 75,000,000 people. Then 
we had 800,000 square miles of territory; now more than4,000,000 
square miles of territory. Then there was not a settlement be
yond the Mississippi River; now there are great States, an em
pire that he never even dreamed of when most hopeful for the 
future of his country. Gentlemen have made this the occasion 
of an assault on the President of the United States in his admin-
istration of this Government during the last year I think un
fairly; I think without the candor that ought to have been theirs 
on a grave occasion like this. They have said that the President 
o~ the United States had pressed a war upon the liberty of the 
people of the Philippine Islands; that he pressed a war of con
quest; that he had departed from those pledges that the nation 
made a year ago when we entered upon the war with Spain. I be
lieve those charges to be unjust. 

Mr. Chairman, we ought to discriminate, it seems to me, be
tween the pm·pose of the war with Spain and some of the results 
of the war with Spain. Gentlemen tell us that we are about to 
take the territory of the Philippines. Ah, not so. Dewey took 
that territ~n·y on the 1st of May last. [Applause.] Dewey cre
ated the situation that exists to-day. It is not for the President 
to create a new situation , a new condition, but to deal with the 
one that came in the natural progress of events that we all hoped 
for. Every gentleman upon that side of the House hoped that we 
might be successful in our war with Spain . National pride, love 
of country, love for those that constituted our gallant Army and 
our Navy, compelled them to hope that victory would come to us, 
that we would overcome our enemy. 

How was that to be done? How? Only in three ways: Over
coming his military forces, desti·oying his revenues, or capturing 
or conquering his territory-the three objects of war, the only 
means by which we can assail the enemy, each legitimate and 
each right. When we entered upon that war every patriot hoped 
that we· would overcome the military power of the enemy; every 
one hoped that we would be able to cripple their revenues; every 
one hoped w e would occupy their territory, and that we would be 
the conquerors of more or less of their domain. Did you not? 
You anticipated that? Surely as patriots you must. 

Now, just.what you expected came. And you now say that the 
declarations that we made in regard to Cuba, the object of the 
war, shall bo applied to all of the results of the war. There is no 
pledge of that kind. That territory is ours. It is ours by the 
right of conquest; it is ours by the laws of nations; it is our prop
erty. We can invest, when we please, in the good time that we 
.may determine, the independence of that territory of ours with 
just such political rights as we choose. It is for us to determine
the Congress-and not the President of the United States. He 
simply, in his connection with them, is the Commander in Chief. 
It is for this body, and the one at the other end of the Capitol, to 
inaugurate the policies that shall determine the political rights of 
the people that are now occupying our territory. 

But, gentlemen say-and here is where the greatest unfairness 
has been manifested-they say that the President is now inaug
urating a rule of conquest; that he is going to rewrite the Declara
tion of Independence; that he is going to deprive certain people of 
their liberties. When you ask them for the proof, they say to us, 
"Did he not, in a speech recently made, state that 'the American 
flag had been planted in two hemispheres, who will take it down?'" 
And, therefore, they argue, that the flag is there to bs maintained 
by force, against the will of the people, in subversion of liberty, 
and out of harmony with the declaration which we have hereto· 
fore made in our Constitution, in our State and national bill of 
rights, and in the Declaration of Independence. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, it is most unfair, unfair to charge the Presi
dent of the United States with a crime against liberty and then 
pretend to _prove it in the way you have. What do we, as prac
ticing lawyers, say of that man who will assume to read to the 
court an authority, and garble it, read a sentence here, leaving 
out connec t,ing explanatory sentences, give it a meaning not in
tended? We brand him as a shyster, and where the bar is self
respecting, we drive him from it, condemned as unworthy of the 
confidence, respect, and association of decent practitioners. Let 
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me suggest the correct reading ot that quotation. The President 
says: 

That flag hn.s been planted in two hemispheres, and there it remains, the 
symbol of liberty and la.w, of peace and progress. Who will withdraw from 
the people over whom it floats its protecting folds? Will the people of the 
South help to haul it down? 

fGreat applause on the Rept1blican side.] 
'rhat is what the President said; that is the declaration and his 

inquiry. There the flag is planted over these people, symbolizing 
to them that they are now entering upon a new existence of liberty, 
law, of peace and progress. Yet gentlemen here of his own 
party, who helped to elect him, who heretofore have given adhe
sion to their belief in his integl"'ity and bis statesmanship, garble 
that quotation, garble it, I say, for the purpose of sustaining a 
statement that it is his purpose to overthrow the liberty, to do 
away with the peace, to check the progress, to take from these 
people the benefits of the war. Shame on the cause, shame on the 
man, that needs to bolster up a cause l>y such misrepresentation. 

Nothing that the President has done, nothing that he has said, 
justifies this assault. Nor has anything been done or said that 
justifies any gentleman in believing that the majority propose, 
when the proper time comes in their treatment of that people, to do 
o ther than that which we propose to extend to those who live 
nearer to our shores. 

We have said that-
'.rhe United States disclaims any disposition or intention to exercise sover

eignty, jurisdiction, or control over Cuba. except for the pacification thereof, 
ancl asserts its determination, when that is accomplished, to leave the govern
m ent _and control of the island to the people. 

Who doubts that that is the purpose of the Administration? 
Who believes that there exists in the minds of any considerable 
number of people in the United States a thought ot:P,er than that 
of giving them pacification, giving them opportunity to establish 
order and law under such a form of government, and with proper 
safeguards to liberty, as they choose. And that will be the time, 
I will say to my friend from Tennessee, when we should "sail 
away." 

Why should we not pursne precisely the same course toward 
the people of the Philippine Islands? There is much more of in
terest to us in seeking the immediate and forceful annexation of 
Cuba than there is in seeking it in those distant seas. We need 
probably coaling stations for the purpose of aiding our expanding 
corp.merce. Is there any gentleman that asks for more? We shall, 
I doubt not, true to all the traditions marked out for ourselves, 
pursue in their case the same course that we marked out for the 
people of Cuba. We will pacify their disorders; we will expel 
anarchy; we will give the ~eople an opportunity to express their 
wishes-to form a purpose and then to form a government-and 
when they are self-sustaining and self-supporting, when they are 
able to maintain the government they have erected, then will be 
the time for us to" sail away" from Manila, and not till then. 
[Loud applause.] 

r l::Iere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HULL. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ore

gon [Mr. TONGUE] . 
Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, the responsibility for the un

usual conditions that now confront us can be charged or credited 
to no one branch of the Government, to neither House of Congre::is, 
to no section of the country, to no political organization. There 
was a time when the preservation of peace seemed to be in the 
llands of the President. Again, the question of peace or war be
tween Spain and our own people seemed to be in the keeping of 
Congress. But there came a time when neither the President, 
nor the Senate, nor this House, nor all combined, could have 
pre\ented the conflict between the armies of Spain and the people 
of the United States. When the long career of Spanish cruelty, 
oppression, and bloodshed culminated in the destruction of the 
Jria ine and the murder of American sailors on a mis.sion of peace 
and friendship, no human power could have stayed the hand of 
vengeance, or could have prevented the American people from 
meting out adequate justice and retribution for the greatest crime 
of the century. 

The duty of the President and Congress became merely that of 
furnishing money and leadership for the prosecution of a war that 
could not be avoided or delayed. The successful termination of 
this conflict has changed our attitude to Spain. While at peace 
we demanded only the relinquishment of Spanish sovereignty over 
Cuba. Victoryentitles us to demand notonlythis, but compensa
tion for the sacrifice in bloodand treasure the conflict has entailed 
upon us. \Vith victory has come duties an<l responsibilities that 
it would be cowardly to e-rnde, opportunities that it would be 
criminal to neglect. Let us consider them as we did the declara
tion of war-as Americans, without sectional, partisan, or personal 
bitterne.ss. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in the storm and tumult of discussion of 
these questions growing out of the annexation of territory, whither 
are we drifting? Would it not be well to inspect the compa.5s and 

take our bearings? Is it profitable to indulge so much in specu
lation about future problems rather than those demanding pres
ent attention and present action? 'Why attempt to surmount diffi
culties that will never arise? Why assume and discuss conditions 
that do not, that never will exist? Why conjure up an imaginary 
tyranny to be erected and maintained by the American people, 
which every lover of freedom knows never will be constructed or 
tolerated by freemen? Are there not enough present dutie3 to 
perform, questions to settle, and difficulties to surmount now, to
day, and lluring this Congress? We know too little of existing 
conditions, the capacities or will of the people, to determine upon 
a plan of futuro government for the people of the islands. 

It was contonded yesterday by the gentleman from Indiana 
that the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands have in operation a 
full government-executive, legislative, and judicial-of their own 
selection. I do not know that such a government exists. I do 
not believe that it exists. Had opportunity been given, I should 
have liked to ask the gentleman some questions, and obtain, if 
possible, some information upon that subject. But the distin
guished gentleman's desire to question others, and to dictate the 
form of their answers to his own questions, was exceeded only by 
his eagerness to evade being questioned himself. I trust that gen
tleman will yet inform the House and country who provided for 
this election? When and where was it had? Under whose control? 
Upon how much, and what kind of notice? What was the quali
fication for exercising the right of suffrage? Who and how 
many were the electors? How were the ballots taken? How and 
by whom counted? Of the eight or ten millions of p~ople inhab
iting those islands, how many voted? How many ballots were 
cast in Manila or Iloilo? 

But if we know little of them, the people of the Philippine 
Islands know less of us; lees of our institutions than we do of 
theirs. Not only this, but their ignorance and passions are being 
inflamed by fraud, by falsehood, by deceit, and by slanderers of 
Americans and American institutions, in the Philippine Islands, 
in the press there and here, andin both ends of this Capitol. On 
both sides, in both countries, we need more light. Our future 
policy in the Philippine Islands, the nature of the government we 
may conclude to establish, the extent of suffrage, trial by jury, 
questions of tariff policy, and others of like nature-all these prob
lems will be better solved next year than now; better in two years 
than in one; 1.Jetter in three years than in two. 

But what are the conditions now existing, and with which we 
must deal, and ought to deal at once? A few weeks ago the Phil
ippine Islands were a part of the Spanish empire. They were as 
much a part of that empire as the Ladrones or Porto Rico. Span
ish authority was supreme and uncontested. They were under 
laws enacted by Spain, administered by Spaniards. They knew 
no other Jaws, no other authorities. American arms and courage 
in the shock of battlo changed these conditions and broke the 
power of Spain. We destroyed the only recognized government 
in the Philippine Islands, the only government that those people 
have known or recognized for centuries. The cannons of Dewey 
and Otis repealed every Jaw, disarmed every officer, and removed 
the last vestige of every lawful authoritybut our own. We have 
des troyed the only power, the only government, the only author
ity that did or could furnish protection to perso:i;i or property. 

Now, what shall we do? Not next year, or m ten years, but 
now, in this Congress? Shall we leave them to anarchy or their own 
fierce contentions? Shall we stand aloof while the civilization, 
the wealth, and the intelligence in the cities shall be engaged in a 
bloody contest for existence and life with barbarous hordes from 
the mountains? "Where would it end? Who would eventually be 
supreme? Of the vast number of tribes likely to contend for 
supremacy which will be the victor? Which will ultimately con
trol the fortunes of the islands? Or are we to leave these islands 
"a derelict in the ocean," a prize to be contended. for oithor in the 
market or in the arena of armed conflict between the powers of 
Europe? 

Those who ta1k of Philippine independence must remember that 
the Filipinos have not won independence. Without the ratifi
cation of the Spanish-American treaty and the payment of Amer
ican money, the sovereignty of Spain in those islands will not be 
relinquished, but will be reasserted. All of Spanish pride, of 
Spanish interest, of Spanish cruelty will be aroused for the·sub
jugation of those islands. Shall we who waged the late war be
cause the tyranny of Spain in Cuba could no longer be endurecl 
subject the Philippine islands to unrestricted exercise of Spanish 
cruelty, of Spanish tyranny, and of unchecked Weylerism? Shall 
we withdraw our forces and witness there the repetition of tho 
butchery and starvation, the untold and imlescribable cruelty, that 
marked the bloody history of Spanish rule in Spain? · 

If Spain is unable to subjugate them, is it to be doubted for one 
moment that she would procure foreign assistance, either by ced
ing a portion of the islands or by selling the entire group to some 
foreign power that would con<J.uer and subjugate them: Is it in 
the interest of humanity that we are to assist in bringing about 
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any of these conditions? Who can tell the results of such a con- not going to annex Cuba, but n·one question our right to maintain 
flict? How will it affect the islands? How will it affect other order, to establish the supremacy of law, to enforce the authority 
nations? How will it affect the peace of the world? What would of the United States through the entire island, and to constitute 
be its resultupon our own interests, upon our own trade, in Asiatic and maintain a lawful government until the wishes of the Cuban 
countries? Would it strengthen the policy that permits us to trade people may be ascertained in an orderiy, regular, and accurate 
upon the same conditions with other civilized nations in China, manner. Shall we do less for the Filipinos? Are they more 
Japan, and other Asiatic ports, or would it tend to close them capable of organizing present govermnentthan the people in Cuba? 
against American trade and against American commerce? The Is Aguinaldo, who betrayed his countrymen, more statesman than 
consequences of any such conduct are too fearful to contemplate, Gomez and the Cuban leaders? 
and could result only in untold disaster. Every instinct of hu- Have we the consent of the one more than the other? Is not 
manity, ffrnry dictate of duty to the inhabitants of those islands, our duty to one as imperative as to the other? Before the consent 
to civilization, to Christianity, to humanity, and to ourselves, of the people of the Philippine Islands could be taken to anything, 
forbid such a course of conduct. before their wishes could be known, order must be restored, armed 

We can not turn theso islands back to Spain. We can not per- resistance 1:o constituted authority must be overcome, and the 
mit or consent for them to be returned. We c.an not abandon supremacy of the law must be maintained. But have we no right 
t hem to a reign of anarchy, cruelty, and bloodshed more terrible to govern the people of the Philippine Islands? Let us see. A few 
even than the tyranny of Spain. We can not permit them·to be weeks ago these islands were a part of Spain. The Spanish Gov
thc subject of competition between the powerful governments of ernment was supreme; its authority was undisputed. As a part 
Europe. Having destroyed the only government they had, it is of the Spanish Empire they waged war against the United States. 
our imperative duty to substitute something in its place. Having Oh, do not tell me that some of them did not. The constituted 
destroyed their laws, we must give them others. Having removed authorities, the people who controlled the islands and its govern
t heir protectors, we must ourselves become their protectors. We ment and its resources did, and the government of a country 
must r estore order. We must establish constituted and lawful makes war or maintains peace and determines its attitude as a 
authority. We must enthrone the supremacy of the law. We friend or enemy to other countries. 
must furnish protection for life, liberty, reputation, property. These islands furnished a basis of supplies for armed enemies. 
We must maintain a government capable of protecting not only They furnished food and shelter and a harbor of refuge to a hos
Aguinaldo and his savages from the mountains, but civilization, tile fleet that threatened our commerce and the cities 2.nd trade 
intelligence, and property in the cit ies. This is a duty we can not on the Pacific coast. The Filipinos were either unwilling or un
escape if we would; we ought not to escape it if we could. To able to prevent this. We had a right to make war upon them. 
properly perform this duty, the authority of .this Government We had a rightto capture them. We had a right to take posses
must be asserted, maintained, and rendered supreme. Those who sion of them, and we had a right to retain them as the fruits of 
are opposing this are fighting not for liberty, but for anarchy and victory. What bas the consent of the governed to do in a case 
the right to plunder. like this? When a hostile army or a bostHe navy confronts you 

The problem now before us, pressing for immediate solution, is must you ask the enemy's consent to be conque~ed? After being 
how to establish such a government, giving the greatest amount conquered, must we ask 111s consent tosubmit to the consequences 
of protection to life, liberty, and property, with the greatest meas- of his defeat? Must the victor ask the consent of the vanquished 
ure of personal libert y and political freedom, and as much a gov- to settle the terms of peace and to pay the expensen of the conflict? 
ernment by the people of the islands themselves as is consistent Do we destroy civil liberty unless we ask the consent of the con
with the safety of all classes of the inhabitants. To the solution victed felon to imprison himt 
of this important and pressing problem there are those upon the Have we undermined the rights of property if we enforce execu
fl.oors of this Congress, in both ends of the Capitol, who contrib- tion against the property of a judgment debtor? As the victors 
ute nothing but indiscreet utterances, every word of which will be in the late war, we had a right to hold the Philippine Islands as 
paid for by the life of an American soldier at Manila. the fruits of victory and as a compensation for our loss. And now 

Those gentlemen who have no words of praise for their own Gov- Aguinaldo, who had sold his birthright and had become an exile for 
ernment, for American institutions, American civilization, or any- a consideration, whom we restored to the country he had solcl and 
thing American, who denounce the government to be established the people he had betrayed, proposes to slip in and appropriate to 
under Dewey and Otis as equal to tho butchery and tyranny of himself the fruits of our victory. 
Weyler, who describe their own Government "as a counterpart But outside of this, have we not as much the consent of the peo
of the one of Spain, and as willing to become one of the vultures ple of the islands as any annexed nation ever gave? We have the 
hovering around China , preparing to devour her when she be- consent of the only Government in force, the only Government the 
comes a carcass," who allege that we are now waging a war "to people recognized, the only Government that they have known for 
establish despotism in another country, and to destroy the liberty three hundred years, the Government that exercised undisputed 
of its people," a war that "is a crime against liberty, and the sway and control of every particle of civil and military authority. 
cm·se of God is upon it," who are describing the government that Spain's title to these islands was as complete as any title she 
we may establish as "a tyranny, and that rebellion against it ever had to Florida or Louisiana. We dealt with the Philippine 
would be a duty, and not a crime," who describe the public utter- Islands as every nation deals with another nation, by dealing with 
a;nces of the Chief Magistrate of a free people as'' a nasty and the government that represents, controls, and is in the possession 
r eeking mess that is set before us, fit only for obscene birds and of the actual sovereignty. Even the Senator from Massachusetts 
beasts of prey," are lending no aid to their own Government. admit~ tha~ it is" impossible in dealing with a people to deal with 

On the contrary, by their intemperate speech and incendiary anythmg but the estabhshed government." "\Ve have as much 
utterances they are encouraging and strengthening armed re- the consent of the Filipinos to administer the government over 
sistan ce to the lawful authority of this Government. They are them as we have to-day the consent of the people of Alaska to 
furnishing hope, encouragement, and moral support to Aguinaldo administer government there. StranO'e uses are being made of 

~- and his barbarians. Their speeches are filling insurgent ranks, this portion of the Declaration of Independence. A meaning is 
nerving insurgent arms, ancl firing insurgent hearts. They are given never intended by the author of the sentiment that we now 
shotting guns to be fired into the ranks of American soldiers. hear so often quoted. 
They are whetting knives to be plunged into American bosoms. The pilgrim fathe1·s did not wait upon Plymouth Rock for the 
They are preparing to make American wives widows, American "consent of tho governed" before taking possession of this conti
mothers childless, and to slaughter the flower of American man- nent. The framers of the Declaration of Independence organized 
hood in Manila. a government in the Northwest Territory without consulting a 

I must insist that until we have restored order in the Philip- ¥ single inhabitant. Men who had signed the Declaration of Inde
pines, until we have established some government, asserted and pendence proceeded to organize State governments, and proceeded 
m aintained its supremacy, ~ntil we have given to the inhabitants to govern the illiterate, landless , and those who did not belong to 
of those islands protection for all they have and for all they hold some Christian sect, without asking their consent. Massachusetts 
dear, until we have broken down armed resistance to the lawful did not ask the consen~ of its illiterate. Connecticut, New York, 
authority of this Government, it is the duty, imperative duty, of . Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Pennsylvania 
every patriotic American citizen to stand shoulder to shoulder, proceeded to govern those who were without real estate without 
side by side, in supporting the Administration in every laudable their consent. 
effort to bring about this result. Mississippi and other States are disfranchising large numbers, 

A prompt ratification of the treaty, a united people loyally sup- if not a majority, of their male citizens without their consent. 
porting the Administration of our own country, and even now We di:l not consult the inhabitants of Louisiana, of Florida, of 
peace would prevail. An unratified treaty and divided counsels Texas, of New Mexico, .of California, of Alaska, or of the Ha
paralyze the executive arm and furnish insurgent opportunities. waiian Islands, before annexing them. Within the memory of this 

Oh, but we are told, we have no right to govern these people. generation, we expended billions of treasures and sacrificed hun- , 
We have not obtained "the consent of the governed." While dreds of thousands of valuable lives to force upon the people of a 
this question ~ill arise hereafter, it does not arise now. We are part of this country a government to which they did not consent. 
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If this declaration means that before government can exercise its 
authority it must have the direct expressed consent of the gov
erned, then there is no government on the face of the earth where 
this doctrine is maintained. We are governing more than one
half of the territory of the United States without ever having at
tempted to gain this consent. 

There is not a single member upon this floor who has the ex
pressed consent of one-fifth of the inhabitants of his district. 
'fhere are G5,000,000 people in the United States who have not con
sented to be governed by the President of the United States or 
by the members of either House of this Congress. There is no
wherein the whole land a citizen of the United 8tates who has given 
his expressed consent to be governed under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. Some of the gentlemen whoarenowmost 
solicitous that government should be" with the consent of the 
governed " occupy their present positions on this floor by the ex
pressed consent of less than one-twentieth of the population of 
their districts. Should this spasm of virtue continue until after 
another 'electfon, it is difficult to predict the results upon the com
plexion of another Congress. This "consent of the governed" 
can mean nothing more than implied consent, and is generally 
expressed by acquiescence. In dealing with a nation we must 
deal with it as a unit, we must deal with it through the consti
tuted authorities. through the de facto government in whose au
thority tho inhabitants acquiesce. We must assume that it is 
with their consent, and must deal with it accordingly. 

The consent of the governed must always yield for the public 
good and for the good of the governed themselves. We restrain 
the criminal and insane for the good of the public. We place a 
guardian over the imbecile, the dissolute, the spendthrift, for their 
own good. To govern with the "consent of the governed" and by 
the aid of the governed is an ideal that should be constantly kept 
in view and to which all liberty-loving nations should aspire. It 
is the ideal to which the American people not only aspire, but 
which they have more nearly approached than any other nation 
of ancient or modern history. To enable the American peoplo to 
attain this high ideal should be the earnest desire and constant 
aim of every patriotic statesman and citizen. We shall abolish 
the prison and the asylum when there are no criminals or insane. 
When people cease to be imbeciles or spendthrifts or dissolute, we 
shall abolish their guardians. 

A. government by the" consent of the governed" will not attain 
its full perfection, a government" by the people" will not be a 
government by all the people, until all the people are endowed 
with great intelligence, are inspired by justice, devoted to human
ity, possess great self-control and great capacity for self-govern
ment. Under the American flag the Filipinos will have what has 
been denied them for three hundred years-personal and political 
liberty. They will at all times have all the self-government con
sistent with their own freedom, their own welfare, and their own 
safety. 

But we are told that even if we have the right so far as the 
Philippine Islands are concerned to annex them, this Congress has 
not been authorized by the American people to accept them, and 
that annexation is a violation of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

I am getting wearied with this constant discussion of imaginary 
constitutional questions. Did the Constitution prohibit to the 
American people the exercise of one-half the privileges it is claimed 
on this floor that it prohibits, we should be a nation of slaves and 
serfs rather than freemen. "Unconstitutional" has lost its mean
ing and become "undesirable" to the unconstitutional objector. 
To give credence to one-half we hear, the Constitution is being 
violated from beginning to end about every other day in tho 305 
days of each year. The Constitution survived the purchase and 
annexation of Florida, of Alaska, of the western half of the terri
tory of the United States, of Hawaii, and it will survive the an
nexation of Porto Rico, of the Ladrone Islands, and the Philip
pines. It seems singular that this argument should be used now. 
It seems still more strange that the disciples of Jefferson, the first 
great American annexationiSt, should make this contention and 
appeal to Moses, the first great expansionist and forcible annex
ationist, to support this contention. It seems still more strange 
that those professing adherence to the political party that since 
tho formation of the Constitution has annexed one-half of the 
present territory of the United States should make this claim. 

I think we are beginning to concede that the United States is a 
nation. It is too late now to question that doctrine. It is too 
firmly established. It has been sanctioned by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. It has been established still more firmly in 
the shock of battle, from whose rude decisions there is no appeal. 
Somewhere in this nation there is national sovereignty. There is 
a power to deal as a nation with other nations. The right to de
clare war, the right to make treaties and settle the terms of 
peace, is vested by the Constitution in the President and the Con
gress of the United States. The right of the President and Senate 
to make and ratify treaties with other nations is absolute and un-_ 

limited. The President and Congress are vested with full, com
plete, and absolute power to settle the terms of peace. They have 
full power, at the termination of war, to collect the expenses and 
costs of the conflict from the vanquished in cash or territory. The 
Constitution nowhere, in any manner, attempts to limit or con
trol the exercise of this authority. This has been sanctioned by 
the highest judicial authority of the land on numerous occasions. 

Tbe Supreme Court of the United States, in a decision delivered 
by Judge Gray (in 149 U.S., page 711), decided: 

Tho United States are a so>erei~n and independent nation, and are vested 
by the Constitution with the entll'e control of international relations, and 
with all the powers of the Government necessary to maintain that control 
and to make it effecti>e. The only go>ernmcnt in this country which other 
nations recognize or treat with is the Government of the Union, and the only 
American flag that is known throughout the world is the flag of tho Uniteu 
States. 

Tq the same effect is the opinion of Judge Field (in 130 U. S., 
pages 603, 604, 605): 

While under our Constitution and form of government the great mass of 
local matters is controlled by local authorities, tho United States, in their re
lation to foreign countries and their subjects or citizens, aro one nation, in
vested with powers which belong to independent nations, the oxerciso of 
which can bo invoked for the maintenance of its absolute inclepcndenco and 
security throughout its entire territory. 

Chief Justice Marshall delivered the opinion of the Supreme 
Court (in Cohens vs. Virginia, 6 Wheaton, 264), which decides-

That the Unitecl States form, for many and for most important purposes, 
a single nation has not yet been denied. In war we are ono people. In 
making peace we are one people. In all commercial relations we are one and 
the same people. In many other respects the Americo.n people are one, and 
the Government, which is alone capable of controlling and managinp their 
interests in all these respects, is the Government of the Union. It is their 
Government, and in that character they hn.ve no other. 

Justice Bradley, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme 
Court in Knox vs. Lee (12 Wall., 457), states: 

The United States is not only a Government, but it is n. National Govern
ment and tho only Government in this country that has the character of 
nationality. It is mvested with power over all the foreign relations of the 
country-war, peace, and negotiations and intercow-se with other nations
all which are forbidden to the State governments. 

In the-case of the American Insurance Company vs. Canter 
(1 Peter, page 511), in which Chief Justice Marshall delivered the 
opinion, the Supreme Court decided that: 

The <ionstitution of the United States confers absolutely on the Govern
ment of the Union the power of making war and of ma.king treaties; conse
quently that Government po3scsses the power of acquiring territory either 
by c-0nqnest or by treaty. 

Mr. Caleb Cushing, when Attorney-General of the United 
States, in one of his opinions gave his views upon this subject as 
follows: 

The power which the Constitution bestows upon the President, with ad
vice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties is not only general and with
out express limitation, but it.is accompanied with absolute prohibition of 
exercise of treaty power by the States. That is, in the matter of foreign 
negotiation the States have conferred the whole of their power, in other 
words, all the treaty powers of sovereignty, on the United States. Thus, in 
the present case, if the power of negotiation be not in tho United States, 
then it exists nowhere, and one great field of international relation or nego
tiation and of ordinary public and private interest is closed up, as well 
against the United States as-each and every one of tho States. That is not a 
supposition to be accepted unless it be forced upon us by considerations of 
m·erpowering cogency. Nay, it involves political impossibility. For if one 
of the power functions of sovereignty be thus utterly lost to us, then tho 
pooplo of the Unfted States are but incompletely sovereign, not sovereign 
nor in coequality of right with other admitted sovereignties of Europe and 
America. 

Mr. Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury under President Jeffer
son, wrote a letter to the President, containing the following: 

First. That tho United States, as a nation, have an inherent ri~ht to ac
quire territory. 

Second. That whenever that acquisition is by treaty, the same authorities 
in whom the treaty-making power is vested have a constitutional right to 
sanction the acquisition. 

Acting upon this view, the Congress of the United States au
thorized the acquisition of Louisiana. 

Even Judge Taney, in the discarded Dred Scott decision, admits 
that the power in the Federal Government" to enlarge its terri
tory and limits by the admission of new States is plainly given." 

On any other principle this Government would be denied a power 
possessed by the smallest nations on earth. It would be powerless 
to purchase a coaling station, a naval station, a concession for the 
Nicaraguan Canal, a cable station, or a rock upon which to erect a 
light-house. 

The practice of this Government from the time of those who 
made the Constitution until now has been in accordance with this 
power. This question has been settled too long and too uniformly 
to be questioned now. 

But we are told we should declare our future intentions in ref
erence to these islands. What right or power or authority have 
we to declare, to divine, or control the futm·e intentions of the 
Americun people? What right or authority have we to bind the 
American people or their representatives at the expiration of our 
terms in matters that concern their own policy, and within the 
sphere of their own right, and aside from contra~~ with other 
people? Let the future questions be settled, as they will be settled, 
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by the people jn authority at the time of settlement. When the 
-people of the United States have more light, more information, 
know more about the Philippine Islands, their resources, their 
capabilities, the intent ions, character, and disposition of the peo
ple, they will be much more able to determine for themselves their 

- future intentions than we are to-day. 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Afr. CARMACK] has asserted 

that-we should turn our backs upon the Philippine Islands ''and 
sail a way and never look back." Such conduct has been charac
terized as it properly deserves by the gentleman from Ohio. But 
before he does that, let me commend to the gentleman his own 
utterances : 

We only ask, sir, that they shn.11 not be cast aside without mature deliber
ation; that this grave step_~hall not be taken upon the sudden and passionn.te 
impulse of the moment. We say that it should not bo done until wo are in 
possession of all the knowledge necessary to a comprehensive survey: of tbe 
-problem that is before us; until with conscientious care we have sifted all 
the arguments for and against it; until we have scrutinized and tested all Hs 
supposed advantaires and weighed them in the balance against the perils, tho 
costs, and the consequences. 

But, Mr. Chairman, should it be the deliberate judgment of the 
__ people of the United States, and the desfre of the people of the 

Phiiippine Islands, that we should r elease our claim and give to 
the latter independence, now is not the time to do so. In addition 
to the necessity of establishing some suitable and orderly form 
of government, there are other matters to be considered. There 
must be a business settlement between them and us before we 
part company. We must not forget tbat they did not acbieve 
their own independence; they did not throw off Spanish control; 
they did not extinguish Spanish sovereignty; tbey have not re
leased themselves in the slightest degree from the tyranny of the 
Spanish yoke-if that is done, it will be by the American people, 
not by the Filipinos. W e must remember that when Dewey en
tered the harbor of :Manila, he found the Spanish Government in 
full, complete control. Its authority was undisputed and opposed 
by none. 

Aguinaldo was an exile from his native land._ :f?:is ~ollowers ha~ 
been defeated, betrayed, and dispersed. The last vestige of oppos~-

-tion to Spanish authority had been overcome. Spanish power in 
l\fanila was shattered and finally overthrown by American soldiers, 
American sailors, American courage, and American heroism. If 
remaining Spanish sovereignty is completely and wholly released 
from every portion of the Philippine Islands, it will be done by 
American valor and the expenditure of American money. If the 
treaty is ratified, the United States pay for the relinquishment of 
this sovereignty, not only the $20,000,000 provided in the treaty, 
but we are accepting the relinquishment of that sovereignty in 
li9U.-of millions of dollars that we were entitled to demand as ex-
penses of the late war. · 

The destruction of Spanish sovereignty, the overtbrow of 
Spanish ~an?y, the term~tion of centuries of _Spani.sh cruelty 
in the Phil1ppme Islands will be done, not by the mhab1tants, but 
by the valor and expenditure of blood and treasme of the people 
of the United States. If we should give the Philippine Islands 
independence, if we should release all claim upon them, justice 
would require that they must reimbmse us the amount those 
liberties have cost. The people of the United States will not 
consent to pay out their taxes, give the use of their armies and 
navies, shed the blood of their sons, and make all this a present 
to warring, struggling bands of savag~s in the Philippine Islands 
or elsewhere. 

Another question for our consideration: Should ~eat some fu. 
ture time decide to permit the people of those islands to form an 
independent government, we must not only remove the sovereignty 
of Spain, we must not under any circumstances permit them 
to be annexed, to become a part of or be possessed by any other 
foreign power. We ought to retain, and the inhabitants of the 
islands ought to consent for us to retain, under any circum
stances, a naval and coaling station. We ought to have such 
treaty re1ations with the jslands that would authorize us to inter
vene and prevent the interference of any foreign power or the 
attempt of any foreign power to establish any dominion, to exer
cise any authority, to take poseession or control of the islands, or 
any portion of them, either with or without the consent of the 
inha bi tan ts. 
-- To make such treaties and such stipulatio.ns there must be or
ganized government. It must be organized at once. It must r ep
resent the people of all the islands, as near as that can practically 
be done. With ·whom could we now make such an agreement? 
From the shores of islands which we possess by such good titles, 
and in which we possess so many rights, costing so much of blood 
and treasure, we must not retreat before armed enemies, nor be 
driven by n aked savages, even if encouraged in their insolence by 
m embers of both Houses of this Congress. 

But they t ell us we are going to overturn our own liberties, de
stroy the Constitution, endanger the perpetuity of the Union. 
ti·ample under foot the unbroken precedents of the natio~ and 
"take the Stars and Stripes down from Independence Hall!" 
Predictions like these have been made on the eve of every acqui-

sition of territory by the United States. They began with the 
acquisition of Louisiana. It was predicted on the floors of Con
gress that the acquisition of LouiEiana ''would prove a cen:etery 
for the bodies of our citizens." Senator Plumer, of New Hamp
shire, contended that to-
admit this Western world into the Union would destroy at once the weight 
and importance of the Eastern cities, and compel them to establish a.separate 
independent empire. 

Senator White, of Delaware, declared: 
But as to Louisiana-this now, immense, unbounded world-if it should ever 

bo incorporated into the Union, of which I have n o idea, can only be done by 
amending the Constitution, I believe it will be the greatest curse that could 
at n r esent befall us. It may be productive of innumerable evils, and eRpe
cially of one that I fear to ever look upon. * * * Thus our citizens will be 
removed to the immense distance of two or three thousand miles from the 
capital of tho Union, where they will scarcely ever feal the r ays of the Gon
oral Government. Their affections will become alienated. They will gradu
ally begin to view us as stranger s. They will form other commercial connec
tions and our interests will become distinct. * * 11= And I do say that un
der existing circumstances, even supposing that this extent of territory was 
a desir able acquisition, $15,000,000 was a most enormous sum to give. 

Upon the annexation of Texas these doleful predictions were re
peated. Even statesmen like John Quincy _Adams declared that

Annexation w ould be identical with dissolution. It would be a violation 
of the natural compact. * * * It would eventually result in a dissolution 
of the Union. 

These evil predictions failed of .fulfillment. Every acquisition 
of territory by the United States has proved a blessing, not a curse. 
It has added to our national resources, our national wealth, our 
national power, and n ational liberties. It is the source of our pres
ent position amongst the civilized nations of the earth. Among 
the gentlemen who oppose the annexation of the Philippine Islands 
there is not a single one who would be willing to relinquish a foot 
of territory that the United States has ever acquired. All of our 
great gold mines, our great silver mines, our most magnificent 
forests, great plains, teeming with the products of agriculture, 
have all been acquired by annexation and expansion. 

One of the greatest blessings that the people of the United States 
possess is our expansive domain and large stretches of territory; 
the fact that its citizens have elbow room, room to breathe, room 
to move, room to build up and carry on great enterprises, and 
room to build homes for the people. All this is due to expansion. 
Expansion is not new to us. It has ·been the constant policy of 
the United States. It has been the law of our growth, the instinct 
of our nature. It is the tendency of our race. We could not pre
vent it if '""e would. We ought not to prevent it if we could. 
Why should this policy that has been fraught with so many bless
ings, that has brought no evil, mean destruction now? The Fili
pinos, indolent as all tropical people are, will be far more tractable 
than the American Indians, while the islands are more accessible 
and more easily reached now than was California at the close of the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no sympathy with those timid souls who 
constantly fear and predict the overthrow of our liberties and the 
final collapse of onr free institutions. I have more faith in the 
good sense, and wisdom, and patriotism of the American people, 
in the stability and perpetuity of our institutions and the future 
of our race, than to believe for one moment that our liberties, our 
safety, our Constitntion, or our institutions depend in the slightest 
degree upon whether we retain or let go every foot of territory 
lately acquired from Spain. We may retain Porto Rico or not, 
we may retain the Philippine Islands or not, we may retain or re~ 
lease any or all of them, we may retain them now and release 
them hereafter, and the perpetuity and stability of our Govern
ment, of our institutions, the liberties of our people will be in 
no wise involved. The life, the strength, the endurance of this 
splendid Republic, fo1· which valor has fought and devotion has 
prayed, cemented by the blood of heroes and the tears of bereave
ment, have stood every strain, in war and peace, and are too vital, 
their principles too firmly grounded in the hearts of 75,000,000 
people, to be seriously affected by anything this Congress will or 
can do upon the question of annexation. If our final decision is 
right, it will be approved. If it is wrong, it will be swept aside 
by the onward march of a liberty-loving people. 

Again wo are tolU. "this presents a serious matter to those of our 
fellow-citizens who live by the sweat of their brow; it means that 
every toiler in this country must compete with millions of Asiatic 
laborers, who are content with wages of less than 10 cents per day. 
It means reduced wages, consequently less comforts, less oppor
tunities to the laboring masses. It means the crowding of the 
labor market of this country with a class of laborers far inferior 
to the Chinese, whom we have excluded." It is very gratifying 
that some of the gentlemen on that side of the House have be
come of late extremely interested in the we1fare "of our fellow
citizen~ who live by the sweat of their brows." At last they are 
discovering that competition " with millions of Asia tic 13. borers who 
are content with wages of less than 10 cents per day" means" re
duced wages," "less comforts," ''less opportunities to the laboring 
masses" of our own country. Heretofore these gentlemen have 
subjected American laborers to competition with laborers who 
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labor, with workmen who work, and work cheap; men who are 
able, willing, well equipped with brawn, brain, and modern im
plements; men who must havo food, clothing, reasonable com
forts of civilized life for themselve3 and family; men who place 
their products in our own markets to the exclusion of products 
of our own labor. 

Now, these gentlemen are solicitous only to protect us from 
competition of laborers who do not labor, from workmen who do 
not work, from men who do not produce, whose only raiment is a 
palm leaf, whoso only implement is a knife, and whose only law
ful occupation is gathering bananas and cocoanuts. But this 
small improve_mont even is welcome. It is to be hoped these gen
tlemen will learn another lesson equally, if not more, important. 
They should learn that competition with cheap labor in Europe, 
in South America, in Mexico, in any part of the world is as in
jurious to American laborers as competition with Asiatic labor. 
They should remember that competiti.on with what cheap labor 
produces, puts upon our own market, and sells in competition with 
like products from our own workmen, cheaper than they can pro
duce it, is competition with cheap labor itself. 

But let me call attention to the fact that during our whole his· 
tory it has been as competent for the Filipinos to enter the labor 
markets of America as it is to-day. They were entitled to come 
to our shores and capable of pecoming citizens of the United 
States. There bas been nothing to detain them but their want of 
desire to come. The annexation of those islands will not increase 
their facilities, their temptations, or their desires to "crowd the 
labor markets of this country." When Spanish tyranny rendered 
their lives burdensome, when they were goaded to fury by Spanish 
cruelty and Spanish oppression, when unprincipled tyrants ren· · 
dered their homes a hell upon earth, even these were not sufficient 
to drive them from their homes to American shores to "crowd the 
labor markets of this country." If a single Filipino ever came to 
labor or engage in industrial pursuits in the United States, even 
to escape Spanish oppression, I have never heard of it. 

If they preferred their own country to ours under those cir
cumstances, preferred to endure oppression rather than exile, will 
they love homo and native land less when under the Stars and 
Stripes they are guaranteed "life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap
piness?" Nor will their labor compete with ours by selling its 
products in our own market in competition with the products of 
our own labor. They will send us only what we can not produce in 
sufficient quantities to supply our own market. Attempts are 
being made to alarm the sugar and tobacco producers by the 
dread of a fearful competition. They can produce but the small
est fraction of the amount necessary to supply our own defi
ciencies. Of the $60 .. 332,072 paid to foreign countries during the 
last fiscal year for sugar, we paid to the Philippine Islands only 
$381,270. Of the S10,327,4'i9paidfor the purchase of foreign tobacco 
during eleven months last year, the Philippine Islands received 
too small a sum to be reported, if any. Their productions of these 
articles will doubtless increase under American control, but they 
can never in a hundred years supply our own deficiency. The 
goods they will send us will be in exchange for the products of 
our own labor and are those for which we now pay cash to foreign 
countries. 

Other prophets of evil tell us that we are going ''to acquire 
territory, not that it may be the home of a free and self-governing 
people, but to set it apart as' a land accursed, a land into which 
the Constitution and the principles of American liberty are for
bidden to enter; ' " that wo are going to establish over the inhab
itants of the islands" a tyranny, and that a rebellion against it 
would be a duty and not a crime;" that the President of this 
Republic is endeavoring "to establish despotism in another coun
try and to uostroy the liberties of its people." What soothing 
effects such utterances will have upon the insurgents now threaten
ing our soldiers at Manila! How they are pouring" oil on the 
troublctl waters!" How they will make the Filipinos love us and 
our institutions! I denounce these utterances as unfounded slan
ders upon the American people and the American Government. 
If some future historian or some enemy of our country should 
desire to find and select the most bitter denunciations of our peo
ple and our institutions, he will find them in the newspapers and 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS of the closing year of the nineteenth 
century. 

No government can be established over those islands, if annexed 
to the United States, except with the consent of this House, of the 
Senate, and the President of the United States. Who has author
ized you to say that a government so framed, so sanctioned, will 
be despotic, subversive of the liberties of tho people? Who has 
authorized you to prophesy for tho future Congress? Who has 
drawn such a plan of government? Dy what authority is it pro
mulgated? In whose hands is its formation? ·what right have 
you to say that the representatives of the American people, men 
who arc to be or have been elected by freemen, will impose a tyr
annous government upon any people that is under their protection? 
Every proclamation issued by the President of the United States 

with reference to the government of tho territories to be annexed 
has been a refutation of these unfounded statements. 

W'"hen the needs and industries and resources of the country 
have been ascertained, when we have had time to acquire the nec
essary information, it is safe to trust the representatives of the 
American people to establish a government in the Philippine Is
lands, not only much better than the people have ever known, but 
one that will givo the fullest share of personal liberty and political 
privileges that the people are capable of receiving consistent with 
their own welfare and happiness and the honor of our country. 

We are pointed to the example of Spain in proof of the evil ef
fects of extended territories. Why compa1·e America to Spain, 
Americans to Spaniards? The difference between these two races 
was demonstrated by Dewey at Manila, by Sampson and Schley at 
Santiago, by Shafter and ·wheeler and their magnificent soldiers 
at San Juan Hill. . 

Why not rather point us to our own race, to the example of our 
own history? Why cite us to a nation that has failed in all she 
has ever undertaken? Why not hold before us rathertheexample 
of that race which since the commencement of the fifteenth cen
tury has increased the area of its dominion from 125,000 square 
miles to 15,050,000 square miles and the people protected under its 
flags from 4,000,000 to 475,000,000, and who now govern and con
trol nearly one-third of the earth's surface and one-third of its 
population? In the face of the success of our own previous policy 
of expansion, as well as the success of English colonial govern
ment, it is un-American, unpatriotic to say "can't." We can. 
We can do what any other people can do. Everything is possible 
to Americans that is possible to any other race or nation. We 
have met every crisis in our history successfully. The American 
people have surmounted every difficulty in their paths, they have 
proved equal to every burden, to every duty imposed upon them, 
in war or in peace, in science or in literature, or civil government. 
We have filled every ideal, and there are none to claim superiority 
over us. 

Objections are raised that the annexation of the Philippine 
Islands will require a large standing army. I confess to some mis
givings as to the propriety of the full increase of the Army pro
viderl for in this bill. I am not devotedly attached to a large 
standing army in time of peace. But it is singular that so many 
of the objections are urged only against the annexation of the 
Philippine Islands and none against the"annexation of Porto Rico 
or the preservation of peace and order in Cuba. We hear nothing 
about the "consent of the governed," the "establishment of tyr
anny,'' or the "overthrow of the liberties" of the people in Porto 
Rico. The expense of the increase of the Army made necessary 
by annexation of outlying territories or preservation of peace in 
Cuba may well be borne by those territories. But the large in
crease of the Army provided for in this bill is not made necessary 
by the annexation of the Philippine Islands. 

If some of the utterances to which we have been listening of 
late had been unsaid, the army needed in the Philippines would 
have been less in numbers and for a. shorter duration. But we 
have not forgotten the lessons of the late war. We remember too 
vividly the defenseless condition in which the opening of hostili
ties found ns. Had our enemy been a nation well prepared with 
an army and navy equipped and ready for action, defeat, disaster, 
and national humiliation at the beginning of hostilities would have 
undoubtedly overtaken us. We were extremely fortunate in 
having for an enemy a. nation as unprepared as ourselves and one 
willing to wait until we were ready to open hostilities. But the 
safety and honor of the nation require that no future national 
difficulties in which we may become involved should find us in a 
like condition of unpreparedness. The position of a nation among 
other nations of the earth, its peace and security, are determined 
by tho strength of its arm, the number and size of its cannon, the 
strength and swiftness of its battle ships, and the quality of the 
men it is prepared to place behind its guns. I want to see an 
army of such size-and of such size only-as is necessary for 
the national honor and national defense and the national safety. 

We are told tho Philippine Islands possess no trade. The same 
could have been said successfully . much more successfully, and 
with much more tru~h. of ~:'ery Territory ever acquireu by thef 
United States, except Hr.wan As well comp:i.ro the prouuctions 
of gold in Colorado and California, the whP.at productions of the 
Dakotas, the corn product:o:is of Iowa and Nebraska, now and at 
the time of their annexation as compare the trado of the Philip" 
pine Islands now under the Spanish flag with what it will be 
under the Stars and Stripes. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the trac1e of the Philippine Islands, while 
even now it is something worth acquiring and will be much ex
panded and increased in value through annexation by the United 
States, is only one part, an exceedingly small and insignificant 
part, of the future trade and commerce that the annexation of 
these islands will he!p us to acquire. The productions of the 
United States arc increasing year by year with tremendous rapid
ity and are assuming unheard-of proi:ortions. The end is not 
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yet. There is room for vast development all over the United 
States,Eastand West, North and South. Why, Mr. Chairman, if 
I take the train at Washington City and ride to New York, I pass 
in the vicinity of cities containing six to eight millions of people. 
Taking the train at my own home, and passing a like distance 
through a country more fertile, with far richer soil, much health· 
ier in climate, with brighter skies, with infinitely greater natural 
resources, I pass in the vicinity of towns containing 30,000 inhab
itants. 

That is the difference between the East and the West. There 
will come a time when this difference will grow constantly less, 
until it will cease to exist. The opportunities for development 
in the West are beyond description. Its future growth and de
velopment none can foretell. But when the people of the West 
have attained full growth, developed all their resources, extended 
and expanded their industries, what is to become of our surplus 
productions? Where will our purchasers be? To whom shall we 
sell them? In the past we have depended almost wholly upon 
England and her colonies for our markets. Should their demands 
continue, which is improbable, our productions are far exceeding 
their needs. 

Somewhere we must obtain new markets, somewhere new out
lets for our productions. The only remaining field is in Asiatic 
countries. There are over 500,000,000 people who are just awak
ening from the lethargy of ages. They are just beginning to feel 
their wants, realize their powers. They are just beginning the 
development of their own resources. Their purchases now ex
ceed $1 ,066,000,000 annually and are upon the constant increase. 
Their purchases from us have doubled in two years. They are 
just beginning to eat the food and wear the clothing of civilized 
people. As that developlllent increases their wants will increase, 
their trade and commerce will increase, and it is important-ex
tremely important-that we should be prepared to take hold and 
defend our share of it. No other power must be permitted to 
close those ports to our commerce. This will be our most natural 
sphere. There we enjoy advantages possessed by no great rival. 
Over the Pacific Ocean we are far nearer to the principal ports 
of eastern Asia and Oceanica than any European nation. From 
Hon~kong to San Francisco is G,380 miles and but little more to 
Portland and Puget Sound ports; the average distance from 
western European ports is 9,900 miles. From San Francisco to 
Shanghai is 5,400 miles; the avera.ge from English and German 
ports to Shanghai is 10, GOO miles. From Yokohama to San Fran
cisco is 4,790 miles; the average from European ports is 11,250 
miles. In our trade on the Atlantic we are at a clisadvantage with 
all our competitors. In our trade on the Pacific the advantages 
are all with us. There is where we must strike for future trade 
and future commerce, and we must be prepared to protect it. It 
is as much our duty to protect the business as the property of our 
citizens. 

The gentleman from Indiana on yesterday told us that commerce 
is the child of peace. Not in tho Orient. What would become of 
the commerce of Great Britain in Asia and Africa but for British 
tars, British cannon, and British battle ships? The kind of peace 
that begets commerce in that part of the world is the peace for the 
maintenance of which you are prepared to fight and fight hard. Wo 
can preserve and increase our trade and commerce in the Orient 
if we are prepared to defend them. If we hesitate or falter, tboy 
are lost. With a chain of naval stations in Hawaii, the Ladrones, 
and the Philippine Islands, the Pacific Ocean will become an 
American lake, and will bear American commerce, not only now, 

· but in the future, when the cities of the.West rival the great cities 
of the East and when the commerce upon the Pacific equals that 
upon the Atlantic Ocean. -

If we lose the opportunity to secure these stations now, it may 
never occur again. There has been no period since the birth of 
the American Republic when it would have been possible in any 
manner, by conquest or by peaceful methods, to secure in an hon
orable way a good title to the islands to be acquired by the treaty 
with Spain. lf not acquired now, there may never again in all our 
history occur a like opportunity. The excellent lines of ex-Senator 
Inga11s contain a warning: 

OPPORTUNITY. 

l\Iaster of human destinies am I! ' 
Fame, love, and fortune on my footsteps wait; 
Cities and fields I walk; I penetrate 

Deserts and seas remote, and passing by 
Hovel and mart and palace-soon or late 
I knock unbidden once at every gate! 

If sleeping, wake; if feasting, rise beforo 
I turn away. It is the hour of fate, 
And tbey who follow me reach every state 

Mortals desiro. and conquer overy foe 
Save death; but those who doubt or hesitate, 

Condemned to failure, penury, and woe, 
Seek me in vain, and uselessly implore. 
I answer not, and I return no morel 

Om· national opp~rtunity is here! It is at our very doors! It is 
knocking at our gate! It is upon the threshold of the Capitol! It is 

the hour of our fate! Let us awake, arise before it turns away, open 
wide our portals, welcome the coming guest, and follow the paths 
in which it leads, lest it pass by to" return no more." [Applause.] 
· Mr. HAY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ten

nessee [Mr. Sms]. 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to jojn in any 

unseemly criticism of the President. I am ready to concede to 
him the purest of motives. Ohio has given us three great Repub
lican Presidents, and the present occupant of the White House, 
in my judgment, is not the least of them. As far as I am con
cerned, I would not exchange him for any other Republican from 
that great State. 

But, l\ir. Chairman, shall our admiration of the President pre
vent us from exercising our own independent judgment on ques· 
tions which it is as much our duty to investigate and determine 
for ourselves as it is his? 

I am not such a. blind follower of those high in authority as to 
regard it as treasonable to exercise my own independent judg
ment in all matters coming before us without reference to what 
may be the opinions of the President. I applaud as much as any 
one the kindly utterances of our President in his recent Southern 
tour regarding the graves of the Confederate dead. But shall I, on 
that account, say that because our flag, in time of war, has been 
raised in two hemispheres it shall never be hauled down? Our 
flag has never yet floated over a subject people, and I hope that 
it never will. How long has it been since a Republican President 
from Ohio in effect hauled down the flag when it was used to 
cover despotic military rule in the States of Louisiana, South 
Carolina, and Florida? Our flag was made to float over the land 
of the free and the home of the brave. Shall it take the place of 
the sword of Saladin and the torch of Omar? 

Since the days of childhood one warning has never ceased to 
reverberate in my ears: "Beware of a large standing army!" I 
have been taught all my life that a large standing army is the one 
thing most dangerous to a republic. This has been the univer
sally expreseed opinion of all the people. 

It is not necessary at this time to go over in detail the elemen
tary principles underlying andjustifying our position. They are 
as olcl as our Government, and as well if not better known than 
any other general political doctrine. But our inquiries should 
rather be, \Vhat is there new in the present situation that will 
justify a departure? • 

History furnishes no example of a nation in either ancient or 
modern times that bus equaled the growth and prosperity of our 
country. Ours is the one country on the face of the earth to which 
the people of all other nations do most like to come when they 
leave their own. It is the dream of half the youths of all othe1· 
lands and countries that they may some fortunate day be able to 
mako their homes in America and share the great blessing of our 
free a11d independent institutions. Then why should we change 
our fundamental principles and turn ba9k, as it were, to the usages 
and customs of the Old w o·rld, to escape which our forefathers un
derwent the hardships of pioneer life in the New World? 

Large standing armies have been the .curse of the Old World. 
Why invite it to our shores? 

l\lr. Chairman, it is a strange contemplation to me that we are 
asked to increase our Army at a moment when all Europe is suf
fering from conditions brought on by large standing armies and 
at an hour when we are invited to attend a peace parliament 
of the world; at a time when ono of the most warlike of all 
modern nations, one of the most successful of European powers, 
one of the greatest and most aggi·essive nations of the earth, the 
one having the greatest number of trained soldiers, invites all 
Christendom to join her in a universal peace movement. In her 
benign and Christian effort to reduce all the armies of all tb.eearth, 
we stand forth solitary and alono in our action looking to a great 
increase of our standing Army. While the Old '\Vorld is trying 
to lay down the sword we seek to take it up. While they are 
trying to quit the fields of blood and carnage we turn our face the 
other way. 'While the Old World powers are striving for univer
sal disarmament we propose to increase our standing Army in 
time of peace by 400 per cent. 

Why should we for one moment seriously consider such a prop
osition? What are our necessities? Does any foreign power 
threaten our shores? Are we in new dangers threatening us from 
internal sources? The answer is emphatically no. Then why in
crease our Army? Simply to enable our Government to carry out 
a policy as antagonistic to the principles and doctrines of our Con· 

. stitution and Declaration of Independence as it is possible to be 
conceived. To enable our Government to outer upon a course of 
criminal aggression and foreign conquest, exceeding the designs 
of the most rapacious and greedy of any European nation. Sim
ply to place ourselves in a situation to be a party to all future 
European ancl eastern complications. Simply to enable our Gov
ernment to subjugate and hold in a state of continuous subjuga
tion many millions of people who are as much entitled to free and 
independent government as are the people of Cuba, for whose 



1114 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE! JANUARY 26, 

independence and freedom we have waged a successful but most 
expensive war. 

Why should we fight to free the people of Cuba and fight the 
people of the Philippine Islands in order to keep them from estab
lishing a free and independent government of their own? If we 
are not to fight the Filipinos in order to keep them from gaining 
their freedom, we do not need the large army called for in this bill. 
No other nation is making or threatening to make war on Cuba, 
Porto Rico, or the Philippines. The Filipinos are not asking us 
to assist them to form a government for themselves. They only 
ask to be let alone. They claim that if they are worthy of freedom 
they ought to be able to set up the institutions of that freedom. 
Putting behind us the temptations of conquest and gain, how are 
we to answer the argument of these people? 

We are assured by one high in the councils of the dominant 
party that it is not the intention to hold these islands as a perma
nent colonial possession. Then why have a permanent increase 
in the standing Army? If ultimate independence is contemplated, 
what necessity is there for an increase in our military force of a 
permanent character? If our possession and occupation of the 
Philippines is to be only temporary, why not call for volunteers 
for this service to be held no longer than they are needed? The 
temporary occupation of our newly acquired territory can not be 
the excuse or justification of a permanent increase of the Army. 

On the other hand, if our possession of the Philippines is to be 
permanent, and in order to be so we mnst keep up the large Army 
provided for in this bill, it is impossible to realize a revenue from 
them that will equal the increased expense of providing for so 
large an increase in the Army. Our holding the islands must re
sult in an inevitable loss to our Government, while it may be 
beneficial to many men as individuals. It may result ultimately 
as a benefit to the people of those islands. But, Mr. Chairman, 
are we to go on increasing the burdens of our citizens as taxpayers 
that, forsooth, we may be of ultimate benefit to these strange and 
unknown people who are now getting ready to fight us in order 
to keep from accepting our beneficence? 

Our present standing army on a peace footing does not cost us 
exceeding 5.25,000,000 a year. With the increase contemplated it 
will not cost the taxpayers of this country less than $100,000,000 
a year. Then there will be a large increase growing out of the 
added expense to the War Department in the way of additional 
clerk hire and other outlay due to increased work on account of 
this increase in the Army, also to an increase of the pension list 
and to a large increase due to the increased retirement list. It is 
now the custom. before retiring an Army officer to promote him. 
He then retires on three-fourths of full pay in this higher rank, 
which usuallyisaboutequal to the full payof therankfrom which 
he has just been promoted. 

In this way the retired officer is virtually pensioned for life at 
full pay of the rank he held while in the actual service of the Gov
ernment. When we sum up all these expenses, direct and indi
rect, due to this proposed increase of our standing Army, we will 
have added to our annual expenses not less than $100,000,000. 
Where is this money to come from? Are we going to tax the 
Filipinos, the Porto Ricans, and the Cubans to raise this enormous 
sum to be used in holding them in subjection? If so, what benefit 
will it be t o- them to have been freed from the Spanish yoke of 
like oppression? Is it possible to realize so large a sum from the 
resources of these countries after providing for their local wants? 
Will the friends of this measure be willing to make it a part of 
this bill that the expenses of all froops and war material used by 
the United States in any of these islands are to be paicl out of the 
revenues of the islands? 

The American people are willing to stand any tax that may be 
needed for humane and Christian purposes, but they are the last 
people on this earth to submit to an unjust tax or one to be used 
for unjust and inhuman purposes. [Applause. l 

Already there is much complaint at the burden and inconven
ience of our internal war taxes, while yet the war is hardly over. 
I ask, Mr. Chairman, what will be the storm of denunciation of 
this tax when it is continued indefinitely in order to keep up a 
large standing army in these newly acquired territories against 
their will and over their protest and armed opposition? No party 
can hope to retain control of this Government that advocates the 
continuance of a direct tax for purposes not approved by the 
people. 

Our Navy is to be vastly increased, and our additional annual 
expenses on this account will run into the millions. Our civil 
expenses will also be vastly increased, by reasons of changes made 
necessary by the war. I again pause to ask, From what source is 
the money to be realized? Imports are falling off every year. We 
can not hope to increase our revenues from tariff taxes under tho 
present prohibitory protective laws. The present tariff, as a rev
enue produce1·, is a lamentable failure, which will be only the 
more clearly demonstrated as the years go by. If our expenses 
are to be increased, this increase must come out of the direct tax
payer. When taxes are so collected, their burden is seen and felt 

by the people, and they will not submit to any taxation that doea 
not appear to be an imperative public necessity. 

We have just passed a bill reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, called by the innocent name of the personnel bill, that in
creases the expenses of our Government $600,000 per annum, to 
be continued, as far as I can see, for all time to come. It seems 
that since the war some of our friends have so grown and ex
panded that they are unable longer to think or consider the poor . 
taxpayer. I wish to call your attention to the fact that the appar
ently forgotten taxpayer does a large share of the voting, and if 
he has no voice here he will have one in future elections, and 
my opinion is that when his voice is heard again many voices 
heard here now will be heard here no more forever. When the 
taxpayer sees that his patriotism is imposed on, and that a just 
war waged in the name of humanity is made the excuse to pile up 
his burdens unnecessarily, he will be heard from in thunder tones. · 

I know a great deal is being said about the great balance of 
trade in our favor during the last year, and I am glad that it is 
true; but do not forget that this increase in our balance of trade 
is due in a large part to the reduction of imports. We do not col
lect revenue on exports, however large they may be. Revenue 
comes from imports, and when imports decrease, revenue de
creases. This large and favorable balance of trade, in so far as it 
is due to increased exports, does not bring one cent of revenue into 
the Treasury of our nation. 

Our pension burden in round numbers is now about $145,000,000. 
This amount must be augmented to some extent by the results of 
our late war with Spain. I think that we may reasonably expect 
the annual pension appropriation to reach $150,000,000 within five 
years from this time. If we increase our Regular Army and our 
Navy we must expect an increase in pensions proportionately. 

Add to the present pension appropriation $150,000,000 for this 
standing Army, as provided in this bill, and we have an an
nual burden of $300,000,000 in these two items as war expenses. 
Then add to this annual war burden SG00,000 per annum, the ac· 
cruing interest on the $'300,000,000 of bonds issued in aid of the 
late war wit.h Spain, and we have the enormous annual expense 
of $300,GOO,OOO, to be raised by taxation on the people, besides the 
$200,000,000 of principal of these bonds to be paid when due. 

Besides this, we must add the annual accruing interest on all 
other outstanding bonds issued for war purposes, amounting to 
$29,896,023.20 per annum, before we know what our annual ex
penses are for war purposes. Then aud to this the principal of 
unpaid bonds issued on account of the war between the States, 
amounting to $747,400,580, and we begin to see what the people 
have to pay on account of wars that have been, without adding 
anything for wars that we will certainly have with increased fre
quency when our possessions cover half the globe. 

Under our system of taxation, both direct and indirect, all thi.g 
vast sum must be raised by taxing consumption and current busi
ness transactions. Not a dollar is to be levied or collected from 
realized wealth. If the treaty ls ratified without amendment we 
must pay $20,000,000 to Spain. Now, I have only referred to ex
penses and debts of the Government due alone to wars and on ac
count of wars. Besides all this vast sum the current expenses 
of the Government must be paid, which as the country grows and 
population increases must necessarily increase in amount. 

Had we not better stop and consider where all this vast sum of 
money is to come from before we create the necessity for it? Is 
this not a surprising condition for the heretofore most peaceful 
nation on the earth? How unfavorably do we contrast with those 
nations of the Old World who, after having tried this com·se for 
centuries and finding their people no longer able to stand up under 
the burdens of great standing armies, invite us to join them in 
universal disarmament. I am told, too, that the President pro
poses that we take part in that great first movement toward the 
millennium and encourage all nations to join hands in this 
blessed effort to secure and maintain universal peace. Then what 
a sad reflection on the sincerity of our President, that we are asked 
to vote for this bill increasing our standing Army fourfold and 
our war expenses 400 per cent. 

I want to warn our friends in the possession of great wealth 
that such legislation as this is driving us in the direction of an 
income tax as fast as the wheels of time can carry us. No doubt
ful decision of a divided court will serve longer to satisfy tho peo
ple in thei.r demand for this most just of all species of taxation. 
The people ca.n make or amend constitutions, and will certainly 
do so whero its provisions are so construed as to shield those most 
able to bear the burdens of government from a just ancl dne pro
portion thereof. 

There is another branch of this subject to which I wish to in
vite the attention of the House, and that is the incTcasetl political 
power that the Army 'vill have when it is increased fourfold. 
There is no way to maintain the supremacy of the civil over the 
military power in this country except by keeping the Regular 
Army down to a comparatively small force in time of peace. I 
saw passed in this House, by reason of the favor of many and the 
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fear of others, a bill to permit the volunteer soldiers to vote for 
Congressmen wherever the rnldiers might be stationed on the day 
of election. 

There is no reason why the elective franchise shoulcl not be 
given to the soldiers of the.Regular Army, if the soldiers of the 
Volunteer Army are to have it. The same reasons why the one 
should or should not vote applies with equal force to the other. 
Give us an army of 100,000 men, under the direct command and 
control of the President, and place the ballot in their hands, and 
you will, in my humble judgment, never defeat the party in power 
in any election that may hereafter be held. Should the ballot not 
be given the soldiers of the Regular .Army, they have friends and 
relations who are voters and on whom thev exert a most powerful 
influence. It would not be unreasonabie for each soldier and 
officer in the Regular Army to influence as many as 10 votes. 

With 100,000 men in the Regular Army, 1,000,000 votes may be 
controlled by them. With their chances of promotion all in the 
hands of the President as their Commander in Chief, how natural 
it will be for the officers and soldiers of the Army to see that their 
interest lies in the success of the party in power. The greater the 
Army the greater the inducement and temptation to use their in
fluence. Virtual military rule in this country can be escaped 
only by keeping the military influence down to the minimum. I 
hope ours will never become a French republic. We do not need 
a large or even increased standing army unless we create or bring 
about conditions calling for it. · 

The total imports into the Philippine Islands from all the world 
for the year 1896 were 828,815,075, of which the United States con
tributed $162,446, or 5.5 per cent. Tho total exports for the same 
year were $33,481,484-$4,982,857 of which came to the United 
States, oz: 14.9 pe1· cent. The total imports and exports for that 
year were SG2,29G,559. Is it reasonable to suppose that we will at 
once very greatly increase our trade with these islands? 

Suppose thn.t all the trade of the Philippines follows our flag at 
once. All the exports and imports combined in value would not 
exceed the cost to us of the army and navy that we would have 
to keep there. If we could get all the trade of the Philippines, 
which is an impossibility, we would b~ benefited only to the ex
tent of the profits of the business, both direct and indirect, which 
can hardly exceed 10 per cent on the volume handled, which would 
be only about SG,000,000 in the combined volume of both imports 
and exports. ' 

Another thing to be considered is that the profits of trade go to 
corporations and individuals engaged in the business, whereas 
taxes are collected off all citizens subject to taxation, whether they 
are or are not engaged in any particular business. Is it right, is 
it just, to tax the people of the United States in a gross sum ex
ceeding $50,000,000 per annum in order that some of the citizens 
of the United States, on increasing their trade with the people of 
the Philippines, may realize a pro.fit of not exceeding S5,000,000 
per annum? 

Suppose we are all ardent expansionists, is it not good states
manship to consider in detail the circumstances and possibilities 
of benefits to result in each proposed instance of expansion, and 
if the difficulties and expenses attending the exercise of sover
eignty and control over any particular country exceeds any pos
sible benefits to be derived from such a country, is it not good 
judgment to refuse to take control of such country? From the 
standpoint of an ardent expansionist I can not see how it is ad
visable to take the Philippines. 

I do not see how we can in the exercise of a good conscience 
take forcible control of those islands against the wish and will of 
those people and then tax them in order to furnish the means 
with which to perpetuate that control. From the devastated con
dition of the islands I have no doubt that it will require all the 
revenue their people are able to pay for many years to repair and 
build up the waste places left as the result of war, and the ex
pense of keeping our Army and Navy there will ha veto be paid by 
the people of the United States for many years to come, and that 
it is not possible under any conceivable circumstances that the 
United States will ever directly or indirectly be reimbursed for 
the vast sums she will have to expend on this account. The only 
way I see to prevent it is to either modify the treaty or to give 
the islands their freedom . 

I ~hink patriotism, like charity, should begin at home. I think 
we should fu·st consider what is best for our own people before 
we rush into sources of untold expense either to promote the 
private enterprises of our own citizens.or to benefit the condition 
of foreig-ners. 

It seems to me that we should confine our acquisition of terri
tory to the Western Hemisphere. If we dominate and control 
half the globe, is not that enough? But under no circumstances 
do I favor the forcible annexation of any country whose people 
are struggling for freedom and independence, without their con
sent freely and voluntarily e::1..'"Pressed. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

l\!r. HULL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey rMr. STEW ART] . 

Mr. S'TEW ART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, in the con
sideration of the pending bill for the increase and reorganization 
of our Army much extraneous matter of a sensational nature has 
been obtruded in the discussion. 

Gentlemen cry "Imperialism!" and "Expansion!"and wave in our 
faces the imperial purple of the degenerate Cresars, and pretend 
to believe that this nation, the asylum of the oppressed and haven 
of freedom, has entered on a new policy of tyranny and repression 
of freedom and independence in the Philippine Archipelago. 

In the subjugation of Spain destiny fixed one of the great arms 
of the Spanish fleet in Manila Bay. Dewey was forced to follow 
and destroy it thero, and through the unforeseen exigenoies of 
war the Filipinos were thrown upon us as a sacred trust to pro
tect and defend. 

We would stultify our position did we do otherwise. The Fili
pinos require at our hands the same treatment, the same i.Jigh 
humanity that we accord to Cuba. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] declaims that the 
people of Spain are in sackcloth and ashes, their fleets at the bot
tom of the seas, and that they are unable, if they were so disposecJ, 
to further molest the Philippines. 

If I have read history aright, I am informed that Spanish fleets 
havo been destroyed before in many seas, and these calamities have 
not cured Spain of her clesll:e to oppress and plunder. 

Spain will arise again with gloomy and baleful face anu blood
shot eyes to ravage and to murder. 

Had the fleet been at the Canaries or the Carolines, the Philip
pine question would not vex or trouble us to-day, and Spain doubt
less would now control them as she does the Canaries and Caroline 
Islands. 

Our solemnly declared policy with reference to Cuba to leave 
her to herself when a stable goV"ernmentis established would seem 
to furnish strong presumptive evidence that the same policy will 
guide us with reference to the Philippines. The Government has 
never declared it to be its intention to permanently annex these 
islands; indeed, our policy points to the opposite intention. 

Reference has been made to the extempore speeches of the Pres
ident on his late Southern trip as to the hauling down of the 
American flag. No gentleman will pretend that the President 
meant other than that no hostile hand should haul it down. We 
ourselves hauled it 'down in Havana when it was prematurely 
raised, and we are committed to the policy of hauling it down in 
Cuba when a stable government is established. We hauled it 
down in Mexico when good sense and good statesmanship sug
gested the wisdom of the act. 

But while the Government and Administration is engaged in the 
solution of a complex question with r eference to the Philippines, 
requiring much further data and information than we now possess, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] insists upon looking 
over the shoulder of the Administration and demanding an im
mediate solution. He insists that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER] shall answer categorically what the definite intention 
of the Administration is with regard to the future of these islands. 

We submit that the problem is still unsolved, and he should be 
content with the answer that in the opinion of this side of the 
House no definite intention now exists to forcibly and perma
nently annex the Philippine Islands. 

These islands came to our charge through the bloody issue of 
war. We entered that war for humanity's sake, and we will hold 
the Philippines by the Rame tenure:. ·Call it a protectorate or what 
you may for humanity's sake until they can be exploited among 
the nations _of the earth with the blessings of a free and stable 
government of their own. 

I firmly believe that the United States will never coerce those 
islands or Cuba against their will to share the fortunes and des
tiny of the mightiest, 1ichest, and freest nation on earth. 

Again, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSO~]. from the 
fact that we propose to increase our Army to 100,000 men, draws 
the unwarrantable conclusion that we must intend to use it to 
subjugate and tyrannize over the Philippines. 

Our flag waves now and forever over Hawaii and Porto Rico, 
and, in the nature of things, ruust glorify Cuba and the Philippines 
for an indefinite term in the future. Can it rea.sonably be said. 
that in view of this vast acqufaition of territory, both permanent 
and temporary, a standing army of 100,000 regular soldiers to en
viron our volunteers in case of war and form the first fighting line 
is excessive? Surely not. The only fear is that it may prom too 
small. 

What Americ:m really fears that the most ardent devotees of 
freedom, the fearless champions of independence, will lend aid or 
countenance to oppression and tyranny? We risked our national 
integrity and honor, the lives and fortunes of our people, in the 
uncertain issues of aforeign war to save-a neighboring people from 
the cruel oppression and injustice of vindictive Spain. 
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Unselfishly we demanded justice of Spain for the suffering and 
clis tracted people of Cuba, and patiently waited while the bloody 
work of Weyler went on, and not until our glorious ship Maine 
with her immortal crew went down in the darkling waters of 
Havana Harbor by the explosion of a submarine mine, while osten
sibly under the protection and hospitality of Spain, did we raise 
the m enacing arm of war, not for punishment, retribution, or 
conquest. but that a neighboring people might be freed from the 
unbearable cruelties and tyranny of Spain. rLoud applause.] 
Such is the unselfish part that the United States has played in this 
great tragedy. 

Snch national characteristics can not be changed in a day. The 
traits that have m ade us peculiar among the nations of the earth 
from the beginning will abide with us to the end. 

The morning twilight of our national exis tence found our fore
fat hers willing to sacrifice their "lives, their fortunes, and their 
sacred honor " in the holy cause of freedom and independence, and 
when the evening twilight arrives in the ~loaming of our fading 
selves we will still exhort high Heaven that freedom and inde
pendence shall not depart with us from off the earth. [Loucl ap· 
plause on the Republican side.] 

l\1r. HULL. Mr. Chairman; before I move that the committee 
ri se, I desire to state , that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MARSH] will control the time on this side at the evening session. 

Mr. HAY. I want to state that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. JETTl will control the time on this side. 

l\1r. HULL. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the st ate of the Union, reported that that com
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 11022, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks an
nounced that the Senate had passed joint resolution and bills of 
the following titles , in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: . 

S. R. 231. Joint resolution providing for the furt her distribu
tion of the compiled statutes of the District of Columbia; 

S. 5~24. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, 
Mo., by the Boonville and Howard County Bridge Company; 

S. 5186. An act to amend an act entitled ''An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes ," approved Ji.:i.ne 10, A. D. 1880, by extend
ing the privileges of the first section thereof to the subport of 
Miami, Fla.; , 

S. 5144. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to donate one set of life-saving beach apparatus to the 
Imperial Japanese Society for Saving Life from Shipwreck; 

S. 5130. An act to provide for the erection of a building for the 
Department of Justice; 

S. 5019. An act to prevent the failure of military justice, and 
for other pi:rrposes; 

S. 4549. An act authorizing the British Columbia, Seattle and 
Pacific Coast Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Columbia River; and 

S. 3357. An act for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer, of the State 
of Washington. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H . R.11116. An act to authorize the Little River Valley Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations, in the Indian Territory, and branches 
thereof, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 774. An act for the relief of Samuel D. Hubbard. 
E...~ROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10459. An act to am end section 5 of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods without appraisement; and 

H . R. 8882. An act for the reestablishment and reconstruction 
of a light-house a t or near the mouth of Salem Creek, New 
Jersey. 

WITIIDRA.WA.L OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, l\1r. KERR obtained leaye to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaYing copies, papers in the 
case of George W. Harbough, Fifty-fifth Congres3, no acl verse re
port h aving been made thereon. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now take 
ll recess until 8 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. CmrnoLLY to act as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the House was declared in 
recess until 8 p . m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o'clock p. m.) was 

called to order by Mr. CONNOLLY as Speaker pro tempore. 
ARMY REORGANIZATION IlILL. 

On motion of Mr. MARSH, the House resolved itself into Com
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11022) for the reorganization of the 
Army, and for other purposes, with Mr. L ACEY in the chair. 

Mr. MARSH. I yield to the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. SULLOWAY] such time as he desires . 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chafrman, 1 am earnestly supporting 
this measure to increase the Regular Army and authorize the Com
m ander in Chief to recruit it, if need be, to 100,000 men, antl shall 
favor the most 1ibera1 appropriations to increase our Navy . I am 
for maintaining the gold standard, the only st andard of intelligence 
and of the commercial n at ions of the world, and I am also in favor 
of maintaining an army and navy sufficiently large and powerful 
to protect and d efend our citizens and their property at home and 
abroad. I am for annexation as t erritory of the United Sta tes every 
grain of sand (the fruit of victories won by our sailors and soldiers 
on sea and land) that Spain has ceded tons by the terms of the 
pending treaty. I believe duty demands this to save the Filipinos 
(who are our wards as the r esult of war) from anarchy and to 
protect them against adventurers and tyrants. There are now in 
the service at least 75,000 men who, by the terms of their enlist
ment, will be entitled to be discharged the minute the pending 
treaty is ratified and the war n ow pending between this country 
and Spain is at an end. These good citizens and patriotic men, 
who abandoned their business and families to take part in the 
shooting match, are now held to service, and each day's delay 
to ratify the treaty and pass this bill causes many of them irrepa
rable loss. This measure, if enacted into law, will enable Presi
dent McKinley to further recruit the Regular Army and discharge 
the patriotic and heroic volunteers, who did not, when they en
listed, expect to be held to do garrison duty. 

Our Navy should be second to none . . I hope, trust, and expect 
to see our merchant marine the equal of that of any other nation. 
It will be if the American Congress in its wisdom shall so legis
late that our commerce upon the seas can be carried in American 
bottoms, under our flag, instead of paying to aliens, as we are 
now doing, $200,000,000 annually to transport that which we sell 
and buy. We pay to aliens $500,000 for freight every day in the 
year-fifty millions more than we appropriate, and n early sixty 
millions more than we pay in p ensions. \Vhat a princely portion 
of this $200,000,000 would go into the hands and pockets of our 
laborers and seamen if we would legislate to put this business 
under our flag and into the hands of Americans, as I believe duty 
demands of .us. With that commerce we must have a great navy 
to police the seas in time of peace and protect our commerce in 
war; for wars ever have been and must of necessity ever continue 
to be. 

Not until human nature is annihilated will war cease to be, and 
it is the part of wisdom, as I believe, to accept what is inev i table 
and be prepar ed to meet conditions that must confront u s in tho 
future. Men t alk of peace perpetual, arbitra tion for settlement 
of international disputes-a theory beauti ful t o contemplate-but 
it is only a delusion, a deceptive snare by which this people in 
their power and wisdom ought not to be caught. It pleases some 
to advise the beating of our swords into plowshares. If we are 
deluded into such action, some other people will beat their swords 
into our heads and take from us or destroy what we possess. I 
do not doubt the sincerity of purpose of those who contend for ar
bitration for the settlement of international disputes, but I am 
opposed to this Government adopting what they contend for-first, 
for the reason that any treaty, contract, or agreement entered into 
by and between nations for that purpose would be in binding effect 
only as a rope of sand. 

The mighty will and wish of a great people, in their sovereign 
right, can n ot be chained and bound by written law or treaties. 
When millions of men are ready to rush to arms and die, if need 
be, for a cause in which they believe honor and duty demand the 
sacrifice, he who thinks a written constitution or a treaty would 
restrain them ought to hav e had the privilege of reading the riot 
act at Antietam, Shiloh, Gettysburg, or the W ilderness to convince 
him that such a notion was and is a delusion. For one I do not 
want international arbitration when the issue involves the rights of 
this nation or the rights of the humblest cit izen thereof whom it 
is the duty of the nation to defend. I do not want as a board of 
referees, as a court of final jurisdiction, the boy King of Spain, 
the Sultan of Turkey, and the Shah of P ersia, o~· ai;iy other kings 
or czars. I do not think they are free from preJud1ce toward our 
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form of government and us as a people. We have 0 ot on quite 
well in the old way, from Bunker Hill to San Juan Hill on land, 
and have never had very serious trouble at sea. 

When diplomacy fails and duty compels this people to submit 
no longer to the then existing conditions, I would prefer, much 
prefer, to point our foe to Generals Miles, Shafter, Wheeler, Mer
ritt, Lee, and other commanders, with one or, if need be, five mil
lion men, with arms in their hands, at their command, and to say, 
"There are the arbitrators selected by the United States if you 
wish to arbitrate on land;" and point them to Rear-Admiral 
Dewey, Sampson, Schley, Evans, Clark, and others of our naval 
heroes if they desire to arbitrate at sea. [Applause.] I should 
have much greater confidence in either of those tribunals and 
their ability to secure for this people a verdict to their liking than 
I should at the hands of all the crowned heads that live to-day. 
I believe that we are entitled, when on trial, to a jury of our 
peers, and the crowned heads of the Old 'Vorld are not the peers 
of the sovereign American citizen. • 

The tendency is not in the direction .of arbitration or disarma
ment, but exactly the reyerse. Tho nations that practically gov
ern and control the people of this planet are not disarming, but, 
on the contrary, without exception, are increasing their armies 
and navies more rapidly-and h ave been doing so for the last quar
ter of a century.-than at any time in their history. The nations 
of continental Europe have increased their armies at least 25 per 
cent during that time, if not during the last decade. We have 
ceased to be a hermit nation, isolated from the rest of mankind. 
We are not among nations, as some dreamers fancy, what Robin
son Crusoe was in his business relations to other individuals. We 
are interested in every part of the globe that has commerce or 
conditions such that it can be developed. With this enlarged 
sphere for trade we must have greater power to protect and de
fend our rights, and the rights of our citizens, on land and S::!a. 

Our experience during a few months of the year just past cov
ered our Army and Navy with glory such as was unknown to the 
world before; but it awakened us to a realization of what would 
have been our weak and defenseless condition had we been at war 
with a first-class power. In my judgment the people do not de
sire to remain longer in that condition; and it is my conviction 
that it is our duty as their servants to increase our Army, add bat
tle ships to our Navy, and strengthen our fortifications along our 
entire coast line. I rejoice that we have before us a bill to in
crease the Army, and it has my hearty, enthusiastic support. 

We have reached such a point in our development as a nation 
that from this time onward we can not expect to live within our
selves and have and enjoy that degree of prosperity which has 
blessed us, while our laborers, under the protective system, were 
enriching themselves and we were dotting our land with manu- · 
facturing establishments that now produce in abundance almos·~ 
everything desirable known to man and have the capacity to pro
duce much more than we can consume. While we shall continue 
to protect our toilers, we must adopt the courageous and, if you 
please, heroic methods essential at this time to secure to the peo
ple of this nation their share (and as much more as we can obtain 
by legitimate means) of the wo1·ld's trade and commerce on land 
and sea.. · 

A policy that fifty years ago, under then existing conditions, 
may have been the best possible for us as a people may not be 
calculated to give the best results under the present changed con
dit ions, with all that they include, in increased facilities for agri
cultural productions and for manufactures, and our improved 
methods of transportation on land and sea, by means of which, 
comparatively speaking, time and distance have been to a great 
extent eliminated. Our 80,000,000 people, with brain and mus
cle the equal of that number of people anywhere, are not in their 
industrial and business pursuits to be confined within the narrow 
limits that we occupied when only half our territory was under 
cultivation, much of that sparsely settledi when our cities were 
small, and for m any of our manufactured articles we depended 
upon alien people to supply us, and when we were, as a whole, 
looked at from our present condition, comparatively poor. In 
justice to ourseh·e3, and from a sense of duty to those who will live 
after us, I am in favor of taking advantage of all means.that we 
may rightfully and honorably employ, consistent with eelf-interest, 
to broaden our horizon of trade and annex territory that may 
come to us by conquest or purchase in any quarter of the globe. 

In connection with this subject gentlemen are discussing-and 
pr)perly, I think-the question whether it is .policy and wisdom 
on our part to retain the territory that Spain, by the terms of the 
pending treaty, bas ceded to us. On that question I am an ardent 
supporter of the treaty, believing it represents what duty and 
patriotism demam1. There is no longer any doubt as to the wish 
of an overwhelming majority of this people in regard to what is 
termed territorial expansion. A few conservative men are not 
enthusiastically for it; here and there one is opposed to it; but 
such men are retreating, and covering their retreat by apologies. 
There are some who are violently opposed to such a policy; but, 

as a rule, there are exceptions. They are the men who were bitterly 
opposed to the war with Spain: and ~ome of them, I fear, in view 
of the glorious results obtained, are smarting under a sense of 
humiliation that actuates them to oppose the Administrat;on and 
refuse to accept as the fruits of victories won what Spain is will
ing to surrender to us. 

I am an earnest supporter of the Administration and desirous 
that the treaty be ratified. The opponents, t he men who with 
voice and pen would deprive this people of the fruits won by our 
soldiers and sailors, do not m eet the issue squarely, but _mnke vi
olent and unwarranted statements as to what the Administration 
proposes to do. They indulge to an extravagant extent in the use 
of catchworas-" imperialism," ' 'colonial possessions," "deprive 
the Filipinos of their liberty," "reduce them to vassalage." Ex
pressions of this character are substantially the stock in trade 
of the opponents of annexation. What has the President said or 
done that warrants those who oppose annexation to use any of 
the catchwords or sentences quoted as if they represented his 
views, wishes, or purpose ? I answer, nothing. Such expressions, 
when u sed by those sufficiently intelligent to know what they 
mean, are deliberate and wanton misrepresentations, made with 
a purpose to mislead, prejudice, and deceive. Theuse of such ex
pressions is just the course of men smarting under disappoint
m ent and humiliation, who are unable to give substantial reasons 
for their actions. 

Has the President, or any official representing him, ever by word 
or act intimated that he desired to hold and govern the territory 
that Spain, by the treaty as written, ~s to cede to us in any other 
manner than we have held and governed territory ever since the 
Constitution was adopted? I challenge his opponents to produce 
a scintilla of evidence to prove their assertions. Who is seeking 
to make this an "imperial" government in the sense they wish to 
have the word ''imperial "understoocl? Who is clamoring for ''co
lonial possessions" in tlte sense in which they use the term? The 
tender solicitude foat the opponents of the President profess to 
have for the Filipinos, and their dislike of "im~erialism/' and 
their great desire that the Filipinos shall have liberty, is shown 
t9 be only a pretense when they insist that those people be left 
subjects of Imperial Spain, subject to all the barbarities Spaniards 
know how to "inflict, or perhaps the prey of an adventurer or 
tyrant. 

When did the Filipinos ever possess liberty that these men ask 
American citizens to believe President McKinley desires to deprive 
them of? The first ray of hope in that direction that ever flashed 
athwart their pathway was visible to them on that May morning 
when Dewey, by orders from President McKinley, entered Manila 
Bay, when they saw the American fleet with the starry flag, the 
symbol of liberty, at the masthead of every craft that formed 
Dewey's line of battle, advancing upon the Spanish fleet, upon 
Spanish forts, and Spanish power. In the thunder of Dewey's 
cannon they heard a voice as from Jehovah proclaiming the end 
of Spanish savagery, robberies. and barbarities in the Philippine 
Archipelago. They who saw that battle saw, as an eyewitness 
has described it in speaking of a shell from one of the guns in 
Dewey's fleet as it entered one of the enemy's ships, "It looked/' 
he said, "as if ·a hogshead of hell entered her." Dewey's cannon 
were the first that ever thundered defiance to Spanish rule in that 
bay, and spoke deliverance to that people from the worst and 
most oppressive Government that Aver cursed human beings. 

The "hogsheads of hell" hurled from Dewey's guns into the 
Spanish ships and Spanish forts were admired by the Filipinos as 
messengers of deliverance and hailed by them as instruments of 
love and mercy. In the roar of Dewey's cannon and the fire that 
leaped from their mouths the FiHpinos heard a voice command
ing the Spaniards not only to take their yoke of cruelty off the 
necks of the inhabitants, but to take both their shoes and feet off 
those islands. [Applause.] · . 

I belong to the political party that elected William :McKinley 
President. That party in 1856 raised in this land the flag of lib
erty, on which was written, "All men are entitled to liberty who 
have not forfeited their rights by orime." 

The people of my State are not oppressors of others; yet I sit here 
and listen to men who, while they pretend to be very solicitous for 
the liberties of the Filipinos, represent constituencies in sections 
of our country where within my memory the price of labor was 
regulated by the sale of men, women, and children at the auction 
block. It took rivers of blood to wipe out that damnable system 
of human slavery; it was an atonement that soaked the Southern 
soil with blood and billowed our land with graYes. I do not think 
tho men of any party in this land to-day <lesire to oppress or en
slave any people, or that members of the Republican party are 
caUed upon to defernl themselves against the charge that they 
favor "imperialism" and oppression. And least of all do I believe 
that President McKinley, who has been a chief in active service 
in that party for many years, who has the confidence of this peopls 
as no man since Lincoln has had it, should be asked to answer 
such a charge. 



1118 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JANUARY 26, 

It is just possible that some of the opponents of annexation are 
smarting under the remembrance of the fact that they did not suc
ceed in preventing war with Spain, which has proved to be the 
most popula1· war ever waged by this country, with results more 
glorious than were ever before achieved by our countrymen. As 
a sort of an apology for opposing the Aclministration, they shout 
"imperialism, " "colonial possessions," etc., thereby endeavoring 
to set up a man of straw as a target of their own manufacturing; 
and then they proceed to arraign the President and his followers 
in thought and convictions as to what is best for the public weal, 
and thus seek to mislead the public. Some of these, more vio~ent 
than others, take a bold stand and deny that we can acQuire ter
ritory unless it is to b~ admitted to statehoou, and others contend 
that we can not acquire territory except by the consent of the in
habitants thereof. 

Taking these propositions in the order I have named them, I say 
first, that if the question were new, it would seem to me the m ere 
definition of ''sovereignty" would alone be a conclusive answer. 
"A sovereign State," according to the definition most common
place and really as expressive as any, would, I think, be "a State 
without a superior." All governments without a superior possess 
''sovereignty." The United States as a State, a Government, has 
no superior. It can make war and peace and can acquire terri
tory. No intelligent man questions that power. It has made war 
and acquired territory in the past; it has ac(]_uired t erritory by 
purchase. And to those who were emboldened to question its 
sovereignty in that respect the Supreme Court has said from first 
to last, ''You are in error." The contention of the annexationist is 
unanswered, and must ever remain unanswered because unan· 
swerable. That contention of the opponents of the Administra
tio!l is too idlo to command respect. States independent, sover
eign States having no superiors, are governed by what to them 
seems best. They, as Judge Day said to the Spaniards at Paris 
(I clo not quote his exact language), put into a treaty whatever as 
conquerors they deem best. It seems to be an idle waste of time 
to notice the contention of the opponents of the Administration in 
that respect. Let them play with their man of straw . . It is a 
harmless bundle, anO. too transparent to do service as a scare crow 
in intelligent communities. (Applause.] 

Who coined the expressions so freq_uently invoked by the oppo
nents of the President, like the declaration that "in the Constitu
tion of the United States no power is given to the Federal Govern~ 
ment to acquire territory to be held and governed permanently as 
colonies." Why are snch declarations ma<le? Who is contending 
that we, in acquiring territory to-day, are·adopting "the colonial 
system of other nations?" Has the President or any friend of the 
treaty made any such declaration, or intimated such a purpo£e? 
What difference or distinction is there in this respect between the 
territory we may now acquire and that acquired in 1803, when we 
took by purchase and treaty the Louisiana ten-itory; in 1819, when 
we acquired Florida; in 1848, when wo conquered vast territorial 
possessions from Mexico; in 1853, when we acquired the ''Gadsden 
purchase," and in 18G7, when we purchased Alaska? In 18!>8 we 
annexed by law the Hawaiian Islands. Oregon we acquired by 
exploration . discovery, and settlement. The last-named territory 
was disco\ered by Gray in 17!>2, explored by Lewis and Clark in 
1805, and colonized in 1811 by what is known us the Astor Settle· 
ment. We have acquired territory by purchase, by conquest, by 
discovery, and by operation of law. 

Our power as a sovereign State m this respect can not be limited. 
The decisions of our courts and the policy the nation has pursued 
for nearly a century establish the fact that the Government of the 
United States has the inherent power, as fully and comprehen
sively as any Government on the face of the earth can have it, to 
acquire territory either by treaty, conquest, purchase. or by ex
ploration and discovery; and there has ne\er been a judicial opin
ion that I am able to find, or any intimation or jnsinuation, that 
we have only the right to acquire territory that we will immedi
ately admit to statehood. That contention is new, and when con
fronted by the decisions of our courts, tho long line of precedents, 
the manner in which for almost a century we ha\'e been acquiring 
and governing territory thus acquired, makes but feeble impres
sion upon the minds of this people. It looks to be only an apology 
for opposition. We are asked, "What right has the Government 
of the United States to control by military force territory that we 
thus acquire through con<1uest as the result of war?" I answer, 
the same right that we have exercised without exception when we 
have acquired territory in any manner. 

There seems to be in the minds of those who thus oppose the 
pending treaty a fear of the military arm of the Go\ernmen t . 
Generally speaking (there are some exceptions), these individuals 
were opposed to using the military arm of the Government against 
Spain in 18!J8. They talked and wrote of the horrors of war, told 
us "the mailed hand" of the Government would be laid on the 
shoulder of the mother's darling boy and he would bo carried by 
force to a foreign land to su.ffe1· and die. They pictured the 
widows with brows craped in mourning for husbands slain, and 

orphans on bonded knees with uplifted hands and closed eyes, 
viteously imploring the God of mercy to remember them in their 
forlorn condition. Such scenes no longer haunt them in dreams 
or imagination. We are at war with Spain to-day, and if the 
treaty, the ratification of which they seek to defeat, is not adopted, 
hostilities will be resumed. There will be new-made graves and 
weeds of mourning in fact rather than in imagination. 

There are more than 75,000 men in the regular and volunteer 
forces of the Gornrnment who want to be discharged from the 
service, and are entitled to be the minute the war is ended by a 
treaty of peace. These are kept in the service by the opponents 
of the treaty and the opponents of the measure now under con
sideration. Every tear that moistens an eye, every sigh that 
comes from a heart pained by grief, because of the forced reten
tion of these men in the service, is chargeable directly to the op
ponents of the treaty and the opponents of the bill under consiclor
ation. [Applause.] I want this bill pas~ed; I want the treaty 
ratified. 

To their second.propm~ition, that we can not acquire territory 
without the consent of the inhabitants thereon, I would sug~est 
that this proposition is, if possible, more ridiculous than the first, 
and to make it cover all their contentions I will add "and unless 
those inhabitants speak the English language." Early in our his
tory the then President and Secretary of State said to Spain: '' We 
will pay you so much for Florida or take it by force of arms." I 
do not quote the diplomatic" language used. Who in Florida then 
spoke the English la.nguage; the Spaniards, the Indians, or the 
crocodiles? None of them. There was not an English publica
tion in Florida that I am aware of possessed by a permanent resi
dent of that Territory. Did the Spaniards desire to be annexed? 
No! Did the Indians? No! Did the crocodiles? I do not know. 
Spain concluded to sell, and ceded the territory. In our sovereignty 
we then possessed it, held it, and at our own sweet will governed. 
and controlled it as seemed best to our own people. 

Prior to this we purchased the territory then known as Loui
sian3-a territory imperial in magnitude. Did we inquire what 
language the inhabitants spoke and whether they desired to be 
annexed? No! It was known that but a comparatively few 
spoke our language. 'l'he sovereign state of France ceded that 
territory to the sovereign state known as the United States of 
America, and we possessed it and our soverejgnty extended over 
it. It is true that some opposed the annexation of Florida and of 
the territory acquired from France, and gave as reasons what 
the opponents of annexation repeat to-day. Daniel Webster, 
great as he was, proposed, it is saiu, to exchange that vast domain 
for the right to catch codfish off the coast of Newfoundland. This 
is a good illustration of how the prejudice and sentiment of a 
locality ma.y mislead great men. Mr. Webster's constituents were 
much interested in the fishing industry. 

Later we went to war with Mexico, and by conquest and pur
chase we acquired another empire territorially. Did we inquire 
what language they who lived on it spoke? No; we knew that, as 
in the other cases named, the language was Spanish and Indian. 
Did we ask the consent of the inhabitants to become citizens of 
this country? No. We spread over Florida, tho Louisiana pur
chase, and the teITitory acquired from Mexico our sovereignty and 
commanded the inhabitants thereof to respect and obey the au
thority of the United States; and when, as in ~ach case, some per
sons refused to submit, we sent the Army and compelled them to 
obey. We made quiet, permanent settlers of them with bullets or 
with a rope around the neck of those it was deemed best to hang 
for effect on others. Have any of the opponents of the Adminis
tration and the treaty discovered any dangerous ruptures in our 
Constitution produced by our conduct toward the people of those 
teITitories, a fraotm·e of any of its limbs, or seen any evidence of 
contusion of any of its parts? Will they to-day contend that those 
who opposed the acquisition of either of the territories named 
were wise and that the acquisition was a mistake or a misfortune 
to the people of the United States or the inhabitants of the t erri· 
tori es? 

"But," says one, "I contend that we can not acquire and hold 
territory unless we admit it to statehood." How do you know? 
·who authorized you to limit the power of a sovereign State? 
Who shallsay when any territory belonging to the United States 
and the people living thereon shall be admitted to statehood? 
Congress , not you or I. It is half a century since we acquired 
from Mexico the territory mentioned. We have held a consider
able part of it for that length of time and not given it statehood. 
It is claimeu that there are 400,000 people in the Tenitory of Ok
lahoma-as many as in New Hampshire. They have not state
hoou. They will not have until Congress grants it. What be
comes of your scarecrow pretense that we can not acquire and 
holcl territory if the wisdom of the powers that be sees fit to do so? 

Wo have clone it for at least half a century in the case named, 
and are continuing to do so. Has the Constitution sprung a leak 
by so doing? Did you feel damp and complain until Dewey at 
Manila won for us a victory, matchless in the annals of warfare, 
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and n.n empire territorially which as a base of operations will 
afford-us opportunity to e.xtond our commerce and dispose of our 

- . _manufactured products in the East, where live 400,000,000 people 
whose trade every nation is struggling to secure-trade that must 
be worth to us many billions? Arnl this was done in pursua-nce of 
orders from the President in waging a war' that you opposed; and 
you are to-day opposed to retaining tho fruits of our victories on 
land and sea. Why this tender solicitude of yours as to the Fili-

. ..pin.as, the Cubans, and the Porto Ricans, when for half a century 
you lmve been as dumb as an oyster as to the oppression of those 
wbo live on territory we now possess? 

The motive of this opposition to the Achninistration is tTanspar
ent. The real reason is pa ten t...:.opposition.to war with Spain. This 
Gov-ernment can acquire territory and hold it as such at-home or 
abroad at its own good will. It can admit to statehood as seems 
best for the public weal. The contention of our opponents in this 
respect is unworthy of consideration. As to what policy should be 
pursued in governing territory at home or abroad, that will 
always be a question open for discussion and difference of opinion; 
but the right-to acquire territor.y is a 1:ight inherent in a sovereign 
State. If by conquest we captured the Bermudas, or by puTchase 

_ acquired them, does anyone thin-k we couTd not hold them unless 
we gave them statehood? I, for one, wish we possessed them. 

I It is not the Constitution that prevents our possessing them .. It 
is the sovereign State of Great Britain. And yot the contention 
of the opponents of the treaty and of annexation w0uld prohibit 
our acquiring them for the reason that their population would 
not entitle them to statehood. If we engage in war with a foreign 
power and as an incident acquire territory by conquest as compen
sation, or for the protection of our commerce, or the safety and. 
general welfare of our people, I deny that fitness for statehood is 
an essentia:l condition precedent to such acqusition by UH. I have 
frequently thought, as I have listened to speeches from ~ntle
men in this House opposed to annexation, gentlemen who deny 
the power of the Government to acquire territory except it. be 
immediately admitted to statehood, that one who failed to hear 
the text announced but heard the argument and the citation of 

. authorities would think that the gentlemen were arguing a fl0w
, ·age case to a jury and struggling- to confuse them by. citing the 

decisions of some court as to the rights of riparian owners. 
! · \Ve are asked, .: What right has the Government of the United 

States to control by military force and power territory that we 
; acquire through conquest ancI as a result of war?-'' That question 
. was raised and distinctly Eettled in the case of Cross 'l:S. Harrison, 

I 
lG Howard. That was a case that arose by reason of our acquir
ing California from Mexico through the l\Iexican war. I quote 
from the head note or syllabus: 

' - -In the war with:l\foxico the port of San Francisco was conquered l>y the 
arms of the United Statos in the year 184-6, and shortly afterwards the Bnited 

I
. States had military P.Ossession of all of Upper California. Early in 18-.tr tlie 

President of the Umted States, as constitutional Commander in Chief o:f! the 
Army and Navy, authorized the military and naval commanders of the United 
States forces in California to-exercise the belligerent i:ights of a conqueror, 

•and to form a civil and military government fo:c the conquered territory, 
! with power to impose duties on.import..s and tonnage for the support of such 

., goyernment and of the army which had the conquest in posseSSlon. 
~ * * * * ~ ~: * 
I The fox:mation:.of. the civil government in California, when it was done, 
~ was the lawful exercise of a belligerent right over a conquered-ter.ritocy. It 

was the e:rising. government when the territory was ceded to the United 
States n.s a conquest, and did not cease-as a matter-of course o:e as a conse-

: quenco of the restoration of peace; and it was rightfully continued after 
peace was made.with Mexico 1mtil Congress legislated otherwise, under its 
constitutional power to dispose of and make all :needful rules and regula
tions respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States. 

The cases of Leitensdorfer i·s. Webb (20 Howard, 176) and New 
Orleans vs. Steamship Company (~O Wall-ace, 387) ar.e also in 

· point. Can any one doubt the right, authority, and duty of tho 
. President, through the Army, to govern and control-Porto Rico, 
. Cuba, and the Philippine Islands until Congress shall provide some 
other form of government or until some disposition is made of 
those islands? There is no limitation upon the power of Congress 
to go·rnrn, control, and regulate all our territory, no matterho.w 
acquired. (Sere vs. Pitot, 6 Cranch, 3U6-337; American Insurance 
Company 'l:s. Canter, 1 Peters, 542; Bank of Brunswick vs. Yank
ton, 101 U. S., 130.) I quote £rom the decision last cited. The 
court said: 

_ _ We do not consider it necessary to decide in this case whether the governor 
of Dakota bad authority to call an extra session. of. the logislntive assembly, 
nor whether a raw passed at such a session or after the limited term of forty 
days had expired would be valid, because, as wo think, the act of May 2T, 187~, 
:is eqni\"alentto a grant of power direct from Congress to the county to issue 
thti bonds in dispute. lt.:is certainly now too late to doubt the power of Con
f:Tess to govern the Territories, 'There have been. some differences of opin
ion as to the particular clause of the Constitution from which the power 
comes, but that it exists bas always boon conceded. The act to a<lapt the 
ordinance to provide for the government-of the territory northwest of the 
river Ohio to the requirements of the Constitution (1 Stn.t. L., 50) is chapter 

1 
8 of the first session of· the First Congress, and the ordinance itself was-in 
force under the Confederation when the Constitution wont into effect. 

· All territory within the juriscliction of the United States not included in 
any State must necessarily bo governed by or under the authority of Con
gress. The Territories are but political subdivisions of the outlying domin
ion of tho United States. They bear much the same relation to the General 

Government that counties do to the States, ancl Congress may leg'isla.te for 
them as States do for their respective municipal organizations. The organic 
law of a Territorytakes the place of a constitution as the fundamental law 
of the local government. It is obligatory on and binds tho Territorial au
thorities, but Congress is supreme, and for the purposes of this department 
of its govermental authority has all tho powers of the people of the United 
States except such as have been expressly or by implication reserved in the 
prohibitions of the Constitution. 

In the organic act of Dakota there was no express reservation of power in 
Congress to amend. the acts of the Territorial legislature, but none was nec
essary. Such a power is an incident of sovereignty, and continues untii 
granted away. Congress may not only abrogate laws of tlle Territorial legis
latures, but it may itself Iegislate directly for the local government. It may 
make a void act of tho Territorial Icgislature valid and a valid act void. In 
other words, it has full and complete legislative authoritv over the people of 
tho 'l'err1tories and all the departments of tho 'l'erritorial go.-ernmenti:. 

The only legal opinion I have seen to the contrary is a dictum 
of Chief Justice Taney in the Dred Scott case. I say" dictum," 
for it was only that. The comt did not accept it as law; it was 
not the opinion of the court. And l quote from Judge Taney in 
another part of his opinion, that which I submit is an admission 
that CongreEs has plenary power in the premises: 

The power to acquire neoessatily carries with it the power to preserve and 
apply to the purposes for which it was acquired. The form of governmont 
to be established necessarily rested in the discretion of Congre s. It was 
their duty to establish the one that would be best suited for the protection 
and security of tho citizens of the United States and other inhabitant who 
might be authorized to take up their abode there, and that mfist always de
pend upon the- existing condition of the Territory, as to the number and 
character of its inhabitants .. and their situation in the Territory. In some 
cases a government consisting of persons appointed by the Federal Govern
ment wonld best subsorve the interests of the 'Territory when the inh.'.l.bit
ants were few and scattered and now to one another. In other instances it 
would be mo1·e advisable to commit the powers of self-government to the 
people who had settled in the 'Territory as being the most competent to de
termine what was best for their own interests. But some form of civil au
thority would be absolutelynecessarytoorganizeand preserve civilizedsoci
ety and prepare it to become a State; and what is-the best form must always 
depend.on the condition of the Territory at the time, and the choice of the 
mode mUBt depend upon the exercise of a discretionary power by Congress, 
acting within tlie scope of its constitutional authority. (19 B:ow., 4!8, 419.) 

·There is no mandate in the Constitution. commantling Congress 
to admit new States; the authority is permissive only: '·New 
States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union." Prior 
to the time when the Constitution was adopted, prior to the Ar~ 
ticles of Confederation and the Declaration of Independence, there 
existed in this country thirteen distinct, separate colonies, each 
independent of all the others, and each a political body. They 
associated together to carry on the Revolutionary war by means 
of the Continental Congress. Afterwards they formed a National 
Government under the Articles of. Confederation, and later, to 
make what seemscl to them a more perfect Government, they 
adopted th'e Constitution of the United States. It has been said 
that "the Government thus formed, while it was a political part
nership between the people, was also a pai:tnership of State~ . " 

Any one of the States (partners), in. the absence of. the permis
sive, not mandatory, clause already quoted, would have been able 
to prevent the admission of a new State, to refuse to- tn.ko into
the partnership a new member. Ar.ticle XI of the Articles of Con
federation reads· as follows: 

AnT. XT. Ca:qada, accocling to this coafederation, and joining in tho meas
ures of the Uniteu States, shall ue admitted into, and entitfed to, all the ad'
vantagcs of this union: but' no other colony shall be admitted into tho same, 
unless such admfusion bo agreed to by nine States. 

In the convention that framed the Constitution l\1r. Randolph 
introduced a set of resolutions. I copy one: 

10. Resoli:ed, That provision ought to be made for tho admission of States 
lawfully arising within the limits of the United States, whether from a vol
untary junction of government and territory or otherwise, with the consent 
of a number of. voices in the National Legislature less than tho whole. (5 
Elliott, 128. ) 

It would appear that Mr. Randolph was clearly of the opinion 
that unles.3 provision was made for admissi~n of a State none 
could be admitted without the consent of all. Later l\fr. Pinck
ney submitted a plan for a Federal Constitution . I quote Article 
XIV: 

AnT. XfV. The Legislature shall have power to admit new States into the 
Union on the same terms with the original Stat-es, provided two-thirds of 
the members present in both Houses agree. (5 Elliott, 132.) 

The Randolph resolution was later reported back to the con
vention. l\Ir. Patterson proposed an amendment. The whole 
matterwas referred to the committee on detail, which reported 
b9.ck the following: 

AnT. XVIL New St.'1.tes lawfully constituted or established within the 
limits of the United States may bo n.dmitted by the Logislatnre into this 
Gover:::unent, but to such admission the consent of two-thirds of tho mem
bers present in each Ifouse shall be necessary. If a new State shall arise 
within the linnts of any of the present States, tho consent of the legislatures 
of such States shall be also necessary to its admission. If the admission be 
consented to, the new States shall bo admitted on tho same terms with the 
original States. (5 Elliott, 3!!1.) 

This was refeiTeLl to the committee on style, and was finally 
auopted as found in the Constitution to-day. 

I desire to call attention to the views entertained in 1803, when 
matters connected with tho Louisiana purchase were under con
sideration, 
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Senator Plumer, of my State, said: 
Admit this western world into the Union, and you destroy at onco the 

weight and importance of tho Eastern States and compel them to establish a 
separate, independent empire. 

He was an "imperialist" and anti-expansionist. 
Senator Pickering, of l\fassaohusetts, said: 
It is declared in the t)lird article (of the treaty) that "The inhabitants of 

the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of the United States." 
But neither the President and Senate, nor the President and Congress, are 
competent to such an act of incorporation. He believed the assent of each 
individual State to be necessary fo1· the admission of a foreign country as an 
associate in the Union. 

Representative Griffin, of Virginia, said: 
He feared the effect of the vast extent of our empire: he feared the effocts 

of the increased value of labor, t he decreaso in the value of lands, and tho 
influence of climate upon our cit.izens who should migrate thither. Ho did 
fear (though this land was represented as flowing with milk and honey) that 
this Eden of the New World would prove a cemetery for tho bodies of our 
citizens. 

Senator Toucey, of Connecticut, said, speaking upon the same 
subject at that time: 

We can hold territory, but to admit the inhabitants into the Union, to 
make citizens of them, and States, by treaty, we can not constitutionally do; 
and no subsequent act of legislation or even ordinary amendment to our 
Constitution can legalize such measures. If done at all, they must be done 
by universal consent of all the States or partners to our political association. 

Delaware was heard from. Senator James White, of that State, 
said: 

But as to Louisiana, this n ew, inlmense, unbounded world, if it should be 
incorporated into the Union, which I have no idea can be done but by 
altering the Constitution, I believe it will be the greatest curse that could 
at present befall us. It may be productive of innumerable evils, and espe
cially of one that I fear to ever look upon. * "' * Thus our citizens will bo 
removed to the inlmense distance of two or three thousand miles from the 
capital of the Union. where they will scarcely ever feel the rays of the Gen· 
eral Government; their affections will bec0me alienated; they will gradually 
l>egin to view us as strangers; they will form other commercial connections, 
and our interests will become distinct. * * >I' And I do say that under 
existing circumstances, even supposing that tbis extent of territory was a 
d esirable acquisition, $15,000,000 was a most enormous sum to give. 

Representative Griswold, of Connecticut, said: 
It is not consistent •vith tbe spirit of n. r epublican government that its 

territory should be exceedingly large, for as you extend your limits you in· 
rease the difficulties arising from a want of that similarity of customs, 

habits, and manners so essentin.l for its support. 

* "' * * * It will not be found either in the report of the secret committee, which has 
recentl:y been published, or in any document or debate that any individual 
entertamed the least wish to obtain the province of Louisiana. Our views 
were tben confined to New Orleans and the Floridas. * * * The vast and 
unmanageable extent which the accession of Louisiana. will give the United 
8tates, the consequent dispersion of our population, and the destruction of 
that balance which it is so important to maintain between the Eastern and 
Western States threatens at no distant day the subvorsion of our Union. 

It will be observed that the opponents of the pending treaty in 
the march of progress have got up to 1803, and have exhumed the 
expressions of the men of that day, which they use with all the 
apparent satisfaction and enjoyment that a child gets from its first 
rattle. The same melancholy !5loom envelops them that haunted 
the opponents of annexation m 1803. Note their expressions: 
"Immense, unbounded worlds,"" immense distances,"~· their af
fections will become alienated," "a cemetery for the bodies of our 
citizens,'' "vast and unmanageable extent," "productive of innu
merable evils,"" the greatest curse that could at present befall 
us," "feared the effect of the vast extent of our empire." Elimi
nate from the speeches and editorials against annexation to-day 
the expressions borrowed from the men of 1803, and they would 
be mild as 1\Iay zephyrs and sweet enough for use at a New 
England quilting. [Laughter.] I have made the quotations to 
refute the contention now made that the provision in the Constitu
tion was understood by its framers to be mandatory and compels 
us to admit to statehood all territory acquired in any manner, re
gardless of its condition. 

I think the evidence I have cited establishes the fact that the 
framers of the Constitution held the reverse doctrine, and there
fore consented to the permissive clause now in the Constitution. 
I think I ought to say that to my mind the opponents of annexa
tion are entitled to congratulations for that progress that has 
brought them up to 1803. Glancing at the map of our country, 
considering for only a moment what annexation has done for us, 
what our condition would llave been to-day but for annexation, and 
any fair-minded man ought to be satisfied that one possessed of a dis
position and mental arrangement that leads him to stand to-day 
where the opponents of annexation stood in 1803 has "come up 
through great tribulation;" an cl I am glad that he is within ninety-six 
years of the promised land-Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 
With the history of what took place in the convention that framed 
the Constitution before us, with the record before us of the views 
entertained on the subject of annexation in connection with the 
Louisiana Territory in 1803, coupled with the further fact that 
ever since the adoption of the Constitution we have continuously 
heid, governed, and controlled territory, I think it apparent that 
the contentions by the opponents of annexation and the treaty have 
no justification in law or practice. 

A word in 1·eply to what is often suggested by the enemies of 
annexation, that if the Philippine Islands are annexed there will 
be danger to our toilers by reason of the right that may accrue to 
the inhabitants of those islands to come here and labor. I a.ssure 

. gentlemen who are preaching that doctrine that it is an idle waste 
of breath, first, because the laborers of this land have confidence 
in the Republican party, that by its works and legislation has al
ways cared for them and their interests, and they know it. What 
do the opponents of the treaty tell us about the inhabitants of the 
Philippine Islands? Let me quote some of their choice stock-in
trade language by which they describe those people: "Cannibals," 
''untamed and untamable savages," ''wild, ferocious barbarians, 
that we can: only civilize by killing." 

They tell us that Christian Spain, impelled only by love and 
mercy, has been trying for centuries to civilize them, and has en
dured a humiliating failure; that they prefer to die rather than 
by annexation become a part of this country. And in the next 
breath they ask us to believe that those people are so industrious, 
so ambitious to better their condition, that by an inherent and ir
reprP.ssible desire to become Yankees they will abandon their 
native land, their homes, and loved ones, and flock to our shores. 
To such ridiculous contentions are the enemies of annexation 
driven. The "wild, ferocious, untamed, and tintamable barbari
ans" that the Administration is" subjugating," "robbing of their 
liberties," .''reducing to vassals," ''wickedly" and ''unconstitu
tionally"-these people who "prefer to die" rather than to live 
under our form of Government will, if we permit, come here in 
such numbers that they will be injurious to our laboring people! 
These directly antagonistic propositions, either of which being 
true would make the others impossible, constitute the most logical 
plank in the anti-annexationists' platform: 

The last stand taken by the opponent"l of annexation is r emark
able for its novelty. I am not informed that it is borrowed from 
the sepulcher of 1803. They contend that we can not give inde
pendence and freedom to the people of Porto Rico and the Philip
pine Islands without violently wrenching and, perhaps, disjointing 
our Declaration of Independence, which in substance declares that 
all men ought to be free. 'l'o the authors of this new-born delusion 
I have only to say, "Your last condition is worse than your tirst." 
They quote from the preamble. I desire to quote from the closing 
paragraph of that Declaration, to evidence what seems to mo to · 
have unquestionably been the opinion of the men who gave to the 
world that Declaration and immortalized the truth it contains
that a nation founded on that Declaration has all the rights that 
properly grow out of the right of sovereignty: 

We therefore '~ * ::• do, in the name and by the authority of the good 
people of these colonies, golemnly pul>lish and doclare that these united colo
nies are, and of right ought to be, freo and independent States; * * * and 
that as free and independent States they have full power to levy war, con· 
elude pcacehcontro.ct alliances, establish commerce, and do all other acts or 
things wbic independent States may of right do. 

The tender solicitude the opponents of the treaty and of this 
measure to increase the Army have lest the President may use it • 
to deprive the" wild, untamed, and untamable, ferocious barbar
ians" that they tell us the Philippines are of their liberty would 
have impelled them, had they been in a position to have done so, 
to have voted, as one member of Congress from New Hampshire 
did, against making the slave-trade piracy. Quoting from the 
Declaration of Independence the words "and the pursuit of hap
piness," he declared that such an enactment would be a violation 
of an "inalienable right" which the slave trader possessed in "the 
pursuit of happiness" to steal men, women. and children in Africa, 
transport them to America, and sell them.as slaves. 

Mr. Chairman, I have occupied much m ore than my share of 
time in this debate. A few words in conclusion and I am done. 
Our opponents point to Rome and Greece and tell us that colonial 
possessions ruined them. What nonsense! They were not repub· 
lies like ours; they were oligarchies. Only the few had a voice 
in the government; the masses were serfs or slaves, and theircon
duct toward the inhabitant.s of acquired territory was invariably 
that of spoliation. England, the most· powerful of nations, with 
a population in the British Isles of 38,000,000, holds in subjugation 
to-day, without allowing them any self-government whatever, 
more than 3;18,000,000 people. Does anyone imagine that those 
people are or have been a source of weakness to Great Britain? 
·we have no purpose of that kind. I point to this fact to illustrate 
that the reverse of our opponents' contention is true, not only in 
the case of England, Germany, and other imporial powers, but in 
that of the Republic of France as well, that governs more people 
in her colonies and outlying territory than she has at home. 

On the morning of May 1, 1898, Admir.al Dewey, in the Day of 
Manila, thousands of miles from a friendly port, standing upon 
the bridge of the Olympia, with the flag of ''imperial" liberty 
above him, challenged the Spanish admiral in command of a fleet 
that carried double the number of guns that Dewey's carried, 
supported by land batteries, to a fight to the finish . The treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the Declaration of Independence, and tho 
Constitution of the United States were not much in evidence on 
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that bay that morning; but American ships, American guns, 
American prowess and heroism were there actively, a~d _there to 
stay. (Applause.] Every man in our fleet knew that it was vic
tory or the bottom for him. There was not a man under our flag 
who would have hauled it down or tui·ned his back on our foe in 
defeat to save bis life. Every man was a hero, every hero an 
expansionist. That victory immortalized our heroes as the Spar
tans did Thermopylre. Had those who now shout '.'Imperial
ism," "Colonial possessions," ·" Robbers Of the Filipinos' liberty" 
been there, would they have turned their backs to the Spaniards? 
If so, mankind would have branded them as cowards. If we turn 
away and surrender what their matchless valor won, if we leave 
the Filipinos to be robbed by tyrants or adventurers, the people 
of every nation on earth, pointing to America, will say: "Her 
sons are brave in war; her legislators are cowards." l hope and 
trust they will not have that opportunity. 

With a flippancy that evidences lack of thought and inaccuracy 
of statement our opponents quote a sentence or two from the 
Farewell Address of George Washington. and iwoceed to arraign 
us for ignoring and trampling upon the advice of our first Presi
dent. Let me quote from that same Address: 

With me a predominant motive has been to endea>or to give time to our 
country to settle and mature its yet r ecent institutions and to prog-ress with
out interruption to that degree of strength and consistency which is neces
sary to give it, humanly speaking, the command of its own -fortunes. 

To our opponents I say we have got there; we have roached 
that point in our development to which the author of the words 
quoted was anxio~sly look.ing forward. · 

I submit that it is patent from the language used that Wash
ington regarded the policy of seclusion as temporary only. 

Vast domain is not essential to empire or imperial and despotic 
rule. The most cruel of tyrants have reigned over but small ter
ritory and comparatively few people. 

The fact that territory is not contiguous does not make it more 
desirable for imperial rule, but less so. I am not favoring empire. 
I desire to add imperial domain to our Republic, and give the in
habitants thereof the blessings we enjoy in the same way and 
manner that we have acquired territory from the day France 
ceded Louisiana and have added to and brought under the flag 
of imperial liberty many times multiplied that we originally pos
sessed. 

It is a misfortune that we have so many Rip Van Winkles in 
this country who can not be made to believe that time passes, 
progress advances, and trade and commerce increase while they 
sleep, unconscious of the change. They speak of the distance to 
the Philippine Islands, 7,000 miles, as something of sufficient im
portance to deter us from discharging a duty that conscience and 
the laws and rules of civilized nations make it imperative upon us 
to perform. 

These sleepers, who never dream of what is transpiring in the 
world to-day, are not aware that Russia has nearly completed 
from St. Petersburg to the Pacific coast a railroad 6,600 miles in 
length. · · 

I desire to place in the RECORD a copy of a letter written by Ben
jamin Franklin in New York City on his way to England to 
plead the cause of the American people before the privy council. 
I am indebted to Hon. Charles Marseilles, of Exeter, N. H., for 
the privilege of making this copy from the original in his posses'
sion: 

NEW YORK, June 4, 1757-Saturday. 
DEAR BROTHER & SISTER: We are now told that we are certainly to sail 

to-morrow Morning. I wish it maybe so, for I am now quite tired with wait
ing, having been here above 8 Weeks. 

I enclose you an Order of Cousin James's on l\Ir. Collins for 3:i Dollar s. 
Please to receive them, and send them \~ first Safe Hand to my Wife. If you 
can get it in Gold, it may be enclosed in a little Pacquet & sent~ Post. 

I pray God to preserve you both, & that I may find you woll at my Return. 
I remain, as ever, 

Your sffectionato Brother, B. FRANKLIN. 
My object in introducing this letter is twofold . . First, to show 

that Franklin was " a goldbug ;"and secondly, to prove that Ma
nila is not so far away from San Francisco to-day in point of 
time as Franklin had to wait in New -York for a craft to sail for 
England. I repeat what I have before said, that, practically 
speaking, time and distance have been eliminated in the affairs of 
men, and that our commercial relations with Asiatic people, con
stantly increasing in· volume and profit,· compel-us as a prudent 
nation to use all means that we may rightfully to encourage and 
def end the same. 

It is asked, "Why does not the President declare his policy?" 
He has a duty to perform, and not a policy to enforce. His duty 
is clear, well defined, and free from doubts. He must, w~th the 
military arm of the Government, protect the inhabitants of those 
islands in all their rights, as it would have been the duty of Spain 
to do had not her forces stacked their arms pending the ratifica
tion of the treaty. If the treaty be ratified, he must con_tinue to 
use the land and naval forces of the United States to preserve 
order and enforce obedience to law until such.time as Congress 
shall see fit to legislate. Row idle the query, ." Wliy does not the 
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President declare his intention and purposes toward the Philip
pine Islands and the inhabitants thereof?" The same journals and 
individuals that urge this question would, if he should express an 
opinion as to what, in his judgment, would be wise and best to do 
in the future, rend the air with denunciations and charge that he 
desired to usurp the power of Congress. Until the treaty is rati
fied and the war is at an end no such question as that concerning 
which these men desire an opinion from the President can possi
bly arise. 

We to-day hold those islands by the military arm. If the treaty 
is ratified, we sha11 possess them in our sovereign right. Then the 
President, as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, must 
govern them as best he can by means of our military and naval 
forces until Congress provides some other form of government or • 
we dispose of them. · · 

Do men forget that the President, by instructions to the com
manding general of our forces in the Philippines, stated what our 
duty and purpose were pending the ratification of that treaty, and 
directed that the greatest possible publicity be given to the same, 
and that that adventurer who twice sold himself to Spain and 
wno, if, as some say, he was once our ally is now a traitor, as was 
Benedict Arnold, ordered that proclamation burned? He is a pi
rate on land and sea, a betrayer of every cause he ever espoused. 
They who encourage and admire him must mourn the fate of 
Captain Jack, the l\1odoc chief, who shot General Canby under a 
flag of truce. And they who are denouncing the President for the 
faithful performance of a duty imposed upon him bylaw as apub
lic servant are more to be despised than Aguinaldo, for they sin 
against greater light. [Loud applause.] 

[During the delivery of the fo1'.egoing remarks Mr. SULLOWAY 
was interrogated, but declined to yield.] 

Mr. MARSH. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota rMr. FLETCHERl such time as he desires. 

Mr. FLE'l'CHER. Mr. Chairman, this bill to increase the reg
ular standing army of the United States to 100,000 men is, in my 
opinion, the most important question before Congress and the 
people. . 

We are asked to enact legislation which will, if this bill is passed 
by Congress, place the United States upon a war footing, so that 
whatever emergency may arise this Government will not find 
itself again unprepared to meet a situation which may demand 
quick and aggressive action. . 

Those who support the bill as originally reported from the Com
mittee on Military Affairs have told us with patriotic promptings 
that the pas~age of the bill is a necessity; that we can no longer 
maintain our rights and our dignity as a nation unless we have· 
an army of this magnitude. 

Mr. Chairman, while I indorse and agree to much that has been 
said along this line during the debate, I believe we should take up 
this question not alone as a patriotic measure, but we s~ould con-. 
sider it as a business'proposition also, ~nd carefully examin'e into 
all existing conditions in order to determine :whether or not thi.s 
Government s:tiould go upon a permanent war footing. I believe 
we should also look at the future and ascertain so far as may be 
possible the reasons for establishing and maintaining a large 
standing army. I know full well the value of being prepared, 
and of being so sltuated that it will be comparatively an easy 
matter to take advantage of an adversary. But shoul~ we not 
consider that the very fact of making too great preparations to 
meet a situation will tend to bring that situation about? 

I want to go just as far as any member of this House in strength
ening and aiding the War Department and the Admin~stration in 
having well-trained soldiers enough to guard and-defenP. every 
right of the most humble citizen of the United States against the 
most hostile or unwarranted and unjustified action of any nation· 
in the world. · 

But I do not want to go to the extent, to use a s9mewhatfamiliar 
·phrase heard by most of us when we were schoolboys, of walking 
around with a chip on our shoulders. 

If I can gauge the sentiment of the American people right, they 
are a peace-loving and a peace-giving people. I well remember the 
day when the ~50,000,000 emergency bill was up here in the 
House. One of my colleagues from Minnesota in a very short· 
speech embodied a gr·eat deal of truth. He said that America 
means peace and that our Govern_mentrests upon the solid founda-
tions of peace and righteousne~s. . 

But when forced into a· quarrel and our cause is just, then we 
will fight for peace and to vanquish a foe with more aggressive
ness than any other country. 

Do we want to maintain an Army of sufficient size and _number 
for the mere purpose of fighting somebody? Or do we want to 
maintain an Army that will be sufficiently la1·ge and well enough 
equipped to defend every outpost of our territory, protect e~ery 
foot of our soil from any foreign invasion at the outset of any_ 
war, and to hold our position until such time as the national mili
tia-the volunteer forces-could be called into service for action? 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to call into 
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service 100,000 men, to keep and maintain such an army, in order 
to 11reserve the peace and take care of our possessions. 

I believe that G0,000 regular soldiers will be sufficient for all 
purposes. We aro not entering upon any aggressive policy any
where. We propose to give free and independent government, · 
the same as we enjoy, to Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. 
We are bound to do it by a most solemn declaration, which m11de 
the war with Spain so justifiable and well grounded that not one 
of the powers of Europe or any other nation, although they sought 
for some cause, some circumstance, upon which they might take 
exception, could say aught against the policy of this Government 
in its declaration of war and its prompt prosecution. of it to an 
early finish. 

It sounds very nice to talk patriotism, and we are easily swayed 
by sentiment. But it is not at allnecessarytoincrease theRegular 
Army to 100,000 in order that the American flag shall not be 
hauled down anywhere where it is now floating. The gunboats 
of Dewey's fleet and the other s1uadrons of our Navy, after the 
record made, is a guarantee that our fl.aff and our citizens will re
ceive due protection. r Applause.] Tnerefore, this matter of 
maintaining a large standing army comes down more.to a business 
than a patriotic proposition. 

From the information I have been able to obtain and from my 
observations during the past year, I am satisfied that a regular 
army of G0,000 men will be sufficient for all purposes. But I am 
willing to be liberal with the friends of the bill, who are my friends 
and in whose policies I believe. I will be willing to vote for 60, 000 
as the limii , but I do not want more officers than are actually 
needed. I prefer to leave room to promote meritorious men from 
the ranks. 

During the late war thousands of the volunteers were chafing 
and impatient in the various home camps. There a.re many regi
ments that have prayed and petitioned for the honor of going over 
to Cuba. 

I am sure that I will find many who will agree with me in the 
statement that there are far more officers and soldiers in the Vol
unteer Army who are complaining because they did not see active 
service than there are those who are complaining because they 
did see some fighting. The average man who enlists wants to 
fight. And I want to say now while the occasion offers that tho 
overzealous efforts of friends at home, in seeking discharges and 
furloughs for our volunteer boys in tho field, did more to create 
~oublo for th~ War Department than did the volunteers them
selves: 

I -will admit that it costs a great deal more to handle and take 
care of a volunteer command than it does a Regular Army com
mand. 

That is why I am advocating a reasonably fair proposition to 
give the country a substantial and safe standing army. 

But I want to say for the Minnesota volunteer regiments, that 
it was not their desiro or wish, as an organization, to be mus
tered out of the service until after it was positively known that 
there would be no more fighting this side of the Philippines. 

And no State has made a prouder record than Minnesota in that 
far-distant ]and. Much has been said concerning the bringing 
homo of the Thirteenth Volunteer Regiment from Minnesota. 
That regiment was in at the hardest of the fighting at Manila 
August 13 last. 

They came from the colleges, the high schools, the office, the 
shop, and the farm. No more patriotic spectacle was over wit
nessed than when the young men- the flower of our State-took 
up the cause of the oppressed and marched forth to do their duty 
as their forefathers did in the war of the r ebellion, and it shall 
ever be the pride of Minnesota to recall the valor and glory of her 
citizen soldiers in every emergency. · 

I hope this bill may be amended along the lines I have suggested 
and speedily bo enacted into law. [Applause.] 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina rMr. TALBERT] such time as he desires. 

Mr. TALBERT. l\1r. Chairman, when the war revenue bill 
was up for consideration last summer I made a speech against it, 
in ~hi.ch I took the ground that the war then on hand was used as 
a pretext for its passage, because there could be no chance to pass 
such a measure in time of pea-ce with its bond provision. Now it 
is that the pa1·ty in power again undertakes to pass a measure in 
this bill under consideration for increasing the standing army, 
uncler the pretense that this country will h~ve to continue em
broiled in wars in the future. Another false pretext for getting 
through another measure which could not otherwise pass. 

I feel it my solemn tluty to oppose this bill-a duty alike to the 
constituency that I immediately represent and to the great people 
of whom my constituent.s form a part. It is not my purpose to 
make a long and elaborate speech, but merely to record briefly 
and :!S clearly as I may so:::ne of tne reasons which underlie my op
position an<l to put I!lyself on record against the measure. 

No intelligent man will deny tbat something in the way of a 
regular army is needed by the United States and no patriotic 

member of this body will ever yote to withhold support for such 
military force as the legitimate necessities of the country require. 
But, in my judgment, the force provided by this bill is far and 
away beyond the needs of the country. It certainly is, unless it 
be for the purpose of carrying out a policy entirely new in our 
national affairs, altogether at variance with our ti.me-honored 
traditions, one, as I believe, that is contrary to tho best interests 
of the great body of the American people, fraught with danger to 
the Republic, ·and striking at the very foundations of free govern
ment the world over. 

For what reason, Mr. Chai.rman, should the Army of the United 
States, OU a peace footing, be suddenly raised from about 26,000 
men to more tban 100,000? Granting that perhaps two or th.Tee 
regiments of artillery could .be used to good advantage in garri
soning the forts along our extended seaboard; granting tha t from 
time to time small additions may, with propriety, bo made in the 
form of skeleton organizations to protect our varied and growing 
interests, as well as to serve as n. nucleus for a larger army in 
time of war; conceding all this, where or what is the emergency 
that calls for the quadrupling of our military force at a single 
step? Are the people by whose suffrages we hold our seats in this 
body showing signs of restiveness under the boundless prosperity(?) 
which certain classes claim is now thro"\\'ing its refulgent gleams 
of sunshine over the land? 

Can it be that men who are riding the heaving billows o.f Re
publican prosperity ::tctually require a strong Republican army to 
convince them of the fact? Or is it the truth that the prosperity 
of which we hear so much is, after all, the exclusive property of 
the trusts, the speculators, and the money changers, who aro 
anxious for a strong army to protect them in their "vested 
rights." These are classes that naturally turn to the Republican 
party to shield them and aid them in every abuse, that n~ver fail to 
respond freely to the calls of Republican campaign managers 
whenever the people are to be educated in the principles of' · sound 
money."" business integrity," and "exalted political morality." 

Can it be that these classes are to any extent r esponsible for the 
sudden conversion of so large a proportion of tho Republican party 
leaders to tho idea of a great standing army? Surely this can not 
be. It seems incredible that the Republican leaders, acting at the 
dictation of the "money power," are deliberately forging chains 
of oppression for the American laborer by increasing tho burden 
of his taxes, and with the money thus wrung from-him creating 
a vast army to shoot him down if he should manifest any unpleas
ant signs of discontent. 

But what is the reason for this marvelous change in Republican 
sentiment? Are we threatened with foreign war? Not at all . 
On the contrary we have just finished up the war with Spain, and 
am now apparently entering upon a long period of peace, unless 
we by our own action bring about a struggle with some foreign 
nation or people. The question, then, arises against whom are 
these 100,000 men to boemploycd? .And who are to pay the count
less millions of taxes thus imposed upon tho people? . 

Mr. Chairman, so far as our internal affairs are concerned there 
is absolutely no reason for such an increase of the .Army. Unless 
thero is a purpose to trample t1pon tho liberties of our own people, 
this measure is manifestly designed to enable tho Administration 
to strike down and strangle the spirit of freedom in some other 
land . 

This , sir, is the legitimate result of that wild, unreasoning fever 
of "expansion" or ''imperialism," call it by whichever term wo 
may, that has temporarily blinded the vision, warped the judg
ment, and blunted the sense of justice of so many of our people. 
There can be no earthly doubt that the Administration has en
tered upon the policy of holding in subjection the people of dis
tant lands, with or without their consent, and wants an army to 
enforce such action if they r esist. The closest scrutiny of the 
world 's political horoscope suggests no other use for such an army. 
I do not stand hero for the purpose of making an unreasoning and 
sense!ess onsfaught upon tho principles of expansion. 

Some thero are who assume that expansion is so ~ood n. thing 
that we must take and hold every foot of torritory"'that we can 
get, no matter to whom it rightfully belongs or what principles of 
natural justice we must trample upon in order to do so. Others 
go to the opposite extreme and profess to sec danger in any expan
sion, no matter where or uncler what circumstances. I think that 
every case Ahould stand upon its own basis of facts . Up to acer
tain point I am an expJ.nsionist. It is perfectly obvious that the 
ternlencies of civilized men are to unite into great nationalities. 
This is the result of the warlike spirit and ambition which has 
hitheLto prevailed even among the most advanced and intelligent 
peoples. . 

Under such conditions the countries which fail to expand and 
incre:ise in power will almost certai.nly fall a prey to the ambition 
and rapacity of those which do. But no such conditions exist in 
this country to-day. Wo have already " expanded." From a 
narrow fringe of sparsely settled colonies along tho Atlantic Sl'!li
board we have moved with giant strides to the west, over tho 
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Alleghanies and across the fertile prairies of the Mississippi Val
ley. We have climbed the lofty slopes of the Rocky l\founfai.ns, 
traversed the great basin. mount.ed the hejghts of the snow
crownecl Sierras, ancl pressed on to tho westward, until the waters 
of the vast Pacific barred our farther progress. · 

L ying in one massive block, with the Atlantic on the east and 
the Pacific on the west, secure from either European or Asiatic 
aggression, with no present or prospective enemy either north or 
south that we need fear, with a vast domain almost in the infancy 
of its Jevelopment, our territory has been expanded to the fullest 
limit of necessity. The moment we pass the limit ot necessitywe 
enter a field of unknown dangers. Many doubted the wiRdom of 
the Alaska purchase, and others seriously questioned the policy of 
annexing Hawaii. 

It remains to be seen, when some emergency arises, whether 
those possessions are elements of strength or weakness. There is, 
perhaps, room for hone:;t differences of opinion as to whether we 
should permanently hold Porto Rico, and the question of the future 
acquisition, with the consent of its people, of course, of Cuba may 
hereafter become a fairly debatable question. But the case of the 
Philippines is altogether different from either and radically dif
ferent from any of the precedents upon which the extreme advo
cates of expansion rely. If there js a single valid argument in 
favor or our permanently holdin{l' the Phili11pine archipelago, I 
have i:ever yet heard it. It is shouted that the islands are very rich 
a.nu thn.t we want them. That is the alpha and omega of the ex
pansion cry, save as it is embellished by abuse of those who venture 
to think that it is neither wise nor j-ust to take and hold the i::!
lands against the wishes of the people who inhabit them. 

The only argument made in favor of holding the Philippines 
may lie met an<l disposed of by simply quoting the divine com
maml, "Thou shalt not steal." If the inhabitants of those islands 
were c!amoring for us to take them, it would be bad policy for us 
to do so. They are already densely populated by heterogeneous 
races. at least nine-tenths of whom are not and Lever will be fit 
for " .friendly assimilation" with the citizens of this Republic. 
Such an assimi1'l.tion means e]ther t.he snbju~ation of the weaker 
races or the moral and social degradation of tho stronger. Stand
ing as we do, face to face with the race problem in the Sontb, the 
American who will deliberately enter upon the policy of "friendly 
assimilation" with eight or ten millions of Filipinos is either woe
fully lacking in intcrngence or he is not a true friend of his coun
try. The next and logical step would be to assimilate fifty or a 
hundred millions of Chinamen. 

But, Mr. Chairman, "friendly assimilation" is wholly out of 
the question, for the simple reason that the· Filipinos refuse to be 
thus "assimilated." If they were ready to accept our sovereignty 
and take their chances of fair treatment, would Mr. McKinley's 
Administration, his friends and supporters in Congress, bo now 
vociferously demanding a vast standing army? Is an army of 
100,000 men, armed with Mauser guns and Krag-Jorgensen rifles, 
intendecl as an instrument of" friendly assimilation?" 

Mr. Cllairman, one of two things is certainly true: Either this 
great army is intended to be used against our own people or it is 
designed for use against some other. Which is it? We ohallenge 
the friends of the measure to tell us against whom it is to be em
ployecl. It is no answer to say that conditions may arise in which 
it may be necd'3d. The same contention could be made in favor 
of an army of a million, for it may be that some time we shall 
need such a military force. But w far as the defense of our own 
territory is concerned, no man having a just conception of the 
chamcter of the American people can doubt that they will be equal 
to any emergency that may tu-iso. Their courage and patriotism 
havo never yet failed, and they nrwer will unless they be destroyed 
by the inauguration of a policy ·nhich teaches them to rely upon 
a standing army of soldiers for protection, which standing army 
will, according to different estiillates, saddle upon the people an 
annual expense of from $08,000,000 to $1G0,000,000, in addition to 
billion-dollar Congresses already fastened upon them. 

In any possible aspect of the question this measure is utterly 
indefensible. If the Army is intended for home defense, it is an 
unnecessary bur<len; if clesigned for the subjection of some other 
people to our rulo it is an abomination in the sight of God and all 
honest men. If the purposo be to hold the Philippines against 
their will or to depri're the people of Cuba. of tho free and inde
pendent government that we have solemnly promised them, then 
the force proposed is entirely too small . Let gentlemen remem
ber that 200,000 Spanish troops were insufficient to crush the spirit 
of liberty in Cuba alone. Let them remember that during three 
centuries of nominal ownership Spain obtained actual possession 
and control of but a sma.11 portion of the Philippine Archipelago. 

Let them remember that those islands lie 7,000 miles from San 
Francisco, almost under the equator, and tbat except under the 
mo3t favorable circumstances they are pra0tically uninhabitable 
by men of the Anglo-Saxon race. 'No matter wh:it force we might 
send thero, the natives could retreat into the mountain fas_tncsses 
ap.d carry on a desultory guerrilla warfare for years, ·Two hun-

dred thousand men would not suffice to effect a complete conquest 
of the islands if the natiYes intelligently make use of the natural 
advantages of their position. Ho\v many thousands and tens of 
thousand3 of our young men would be sacrificed in this insensate 
crusade I would not venture to say. 

That our lo3ses would be terriblo no intelligent man will deny, 
and for what purpose? Simply to prove that we can whip the 
Filipinos and secure some imaginary commercial adYantages. 
Even if the right were upon our side, it would be nothing less 
than national idiocy on our part to attempt it. The proposition 
brings up clearly and forcibly Burke's famous simile about shear
ing the wolf. "What! Shear a wolf?" "'Yes,'' was the reply; "it 
is tny wolf and I have aright to shear him." "But have you con
sidered how little wool you will get?" "I care nothing about that; 
he is my wolf and I will shear him." ''Think, though, of the dan
ger :tnd difficulty of shearing this wild beast." "No matter; he 
is my wolf. I have the power to shear him and I will." 

My word for it, Mr. Chairman, the shearing of the Philippine 
wolf will be quite as difficult, quite as dangerous, and quite as 
profitless as was the shearing of the wolf in which Great Britain 
was then engaged. 

Mr. Chairman, a year ago had the proposition beon muc.1e for us 
to take the Philippine Islands, even with the free consent of their 
peoplo, it would have been rejected as an action fraught with dan
ger to tho Republic. Such a thing had never been thought of. 
What has happened to bring about the apparent ch&nge in public 
sentiment? Nothing, save that Admiral Dewey destroyed the 
Spanish fleet in .Manila Bay. But that in no manner affects the 
merits of the question. It makes the islands no more ·rnluable 
than they were; it gives us no right to depy freedom to the peo
ple who denied the rightful sovereignty of Spain. 

If Dewey had found the Spanish fleet somewhere else, he would 
have destroyed it just the same. The mere circumstance that the 
battle was fought at Manila changes no principle of international 
law, no rule of natural justice. and it should not lead us to de
part from the foundation principle upon which the American Re
public was orp:anized, namely, that "governments derive their 
just powers from the consent of the gm·erned." 

I have no desire to paint too gloomy a picture of the possible 
results of our holding the Philippines uy force. We might do it 
and sm·vive; WA might trample out liberty there and proEerve 
something like liberty at home. But no fair-minded man can 
deny that it brings us face to face with dangers new and un
known. Not only are we asked to make war upon a people whose 
on1y wrong is the desire to be free, but we are askerl to load our
selves down· with burdens of largely increased taxation in order 
to enable us to do so. 

Besides all this, it is quite certain to give rise to complications 
with other great powers, the results of which no man can foretell. 
At this juncture, when our President, from a timid an<l sh.rin!Hn~ 
opponent of the war for humanity in Cuba, seems to have.developed 
an insatiable appetite forcone].UCSt and territorial aggrandizement, 
it may not be out of place for me to read briefly from the remarks 
of another great Ohioan on the subject of expansion. They are a 
little oYerdrawn in their application to the question then before 
the country, but well worthy of consideration in the light of the 
situation as it exists to-day. I read from a speech of the Hon. 
Thomas Corwin: 

Mr. President, this uneasy desire to augment our territory has depraved 
the moral sense and blunted the otherwise keen sagacity of our people. 
Whnt has bf'en the fate of all nations who have acted upon the idea that they 
must advance? Our young orators cherish this notion with a fervid lmt 
fa.tally mistakt>n zeal. They call it bf, the mysterious name of "destiny," 
"Our destiny," they say, is "onward,' and h ence they argue, with ready 
sophistry, tlrn propriety of seizing upon any territory and any people that 
may lie in the way of our" fa ted" advance. Recently these progressives 
have grown classical: some assiduous student of antiquities has nelped them 
to a patron saint. They have wandered back into the d osola.ted Pa.ntl.tcon, 
and there. among the Polytheistic relics of that "p:ilo mother of doad em
pires," they ha>e found a god whom these Romans, centurios gone by, bap
tized "Terminus." 

Sir, I have heard much and read somewhat of this ~entlemn.n, Terminus. 
Alexander, of whom I have spok en, was a devotee of this clinnity. We ha>e 
seen the end of him and his empire. It was said to be an attribute of t.l.tis god 
that we must always advance and nc>er recede. So both repuhlica.n and im
perial Rome believed. It was, as they Enid, their destiny. AnU. for a while it 
did seem to be even so. Roman Terminus did advance .. Under the eagles of 
Rom e ho was carried from his homo on the Tiber to the farthest East on the 
ono hand, and to the far W est, among the then barbarous tribes of western 
Europe, on the other . But at length the time came whon retributive justice 
han become "a destiny." 

Tl:e despised Gaul c..'1.lls out tho contemned Goth, and Attila, with his Huns, 
answers back tho battle shout to both. The" blue-eyed nations of the north," 
in succession or united, pour for th thoir countles.'3 hosta of warriors upon 
Romo and Rome's always-advancing god Terminus. And now the battle-n.x: 
of tho barbarian s trikes down theconquoring eaglo of Rome. Terminus at 
last recedes, slowly at first, but finally he is driven to Rome, an d from Rome 
to Byzantium. Whoever would 1-now the further fate of this Roman diety, 
so recently taken under the patronage of American Republicanism, may find 
ample gratification of his curiosity in tho luminous pages of Gibbon's "Decline 
and Fall." 

Such will find that Rome thought as you now think-that it was her des
tiny to conquer provinces and nations-and no doubt she sometimes eaM, as 
you say, "I will conquer a peace," and where now is she, the mil:;tress of the 
world? The spider weaves his web in her palaces; the owl sings his watch 
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song in her towers. Teutonic power now lords it over the servile remnant, 
the mist>rable m emento of old and once ·omnipotent Rome. Sad, very sad, 
are the l essons which time has w.ritten for us. Throu~h and in them all I see 
nothing but the infl.exible execution of that old law which ordains as eternal 
that cardinal rule, "Thon shalt not covet thy neighbor's goods, nor 11nything 
which is his." 

For the reasons which I have thus briefly generalized, and many 
others that I have not the time to touch, I feel it my duty to 
oppose this measure in the interest of the people I have the honor 
to represent Tipon this floor. 

I commend this language to the earnest and prayerful atten
tion of those who are pressing this measure as being appropriate 
to the present occasion. I can not conscientiously support the 
bill under consideration, but will vote for the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia, as being the choice of evils as 
they exist to-day. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WHITE] . 

Mr. WHITE of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I supported 
very cheerfully all measures tending to bring about the recent 
war for liberating a very much oppressed and outraged people. I 
supported with equal cheer all appropriations that were necessary 
for the successful prosecution of that war to a final termination. I 
thought it was necessary then; I think now that it was a necessity. 
It has been the province of the people of the United States at all 
times to extend a helping hand to the oppressed, to the outraged-I 
mean, of course, without the borders of the United States. 

Being a member of this great Republic and one of the Repre
sentativeR on this floor, I gave my support in voice and in every 
way that I could to all measures tending to the liberation of these 
poor people in Cuba. I now favor the acquisition of all of the ter
ritory that is within our grasp as a result of that war. [ Ap la use.] 

To say that we will not accept, to say that we will not take 
these acquisitions, and to say that we will not extend to the peo
ple thereof the civilization of our country, the Christian manhood 
and womanhood we enjoy, is to dothein a wrong and to take steps 
backward. I therefore favor the annexation of the Philippine 
Islands, and I also favor the bill n·ow pending before this House 
for the extension of our standing Army commensurate with our 
new conditions. 

·Our Army up to the time of this recent war was a mere baga
telle. It; was not at all in keeping with the great nation that we 
are. Our Navy consisted of only a few crafts hanging around 
our shores, and the condition we were found in at the beginning 
of the American-Spanish war is too well known to us all to require 
any discm;sion on my part. 

ln times of peace it is well to prepare for war. We are now at 
peace, but it may not be thirty days before we shall be thrown 
into another war. Who can tell? Certainly if this discussion 
goes on, the treaty being considered in the other end of the Capi
tol being transferred, in part, to this end of the Capitol, and being 
of such character so as to encourage and inflame those of the Phil
ippines opposed to annexation, it is most likely that it will not be 
thirty days before we will be at war .again. Therefore I favor 
action upon this bill and extending our Army so that it will be 
ample for all emergencies that may arise. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not so much on account of the recent war 
with Spain, or the money it took to carry on that war, O!" the an
nexation of Cuba, or Porto Rico, or the Philippine Islands that I 
<lesire to speak, nor is it so much the pending bill we have before 
us that I desire to address myself to this Bouse. 

But it is another problem, possibly more vexing than the one we 
have now under consideration. I know that you will pardon me 
if I do not address myself to the question before us when you recol
lect that 1 am the only representative on this floor of 10,000,000 peo
ple, from a racial standpoint. They have no one else to speak for 
them, from a race point of view, except myself. I shall therefore 
address the remainder of my remarks to another ph:ise of the sit
uation in this country-to another great problem that confronts 
us, and one which I trust ere 1on...,. we shall have the manhood to 
stand up in our vlaces and meet like American citizens, not like 
sectional cowards. I refer to the race problem. I have sat here 
in my place and heard discu ssions pro and con; 1 have beard my 
race referred to in terms anything else than dignified and compli
mentary. I have heard them referred to as savages, as aliens, as 
brutes, as vile and vicious and worthless, and I have heard but 
little or nothing said with reforence to their better qualities, their 
better manhood, their developed American citizenship. It is 
therefore in reply to those seemingly unguarded expressions that 
I wish to speak. . ' 

I have listened to gentlemen here-particularly one of the gen
tlemen from the State of Mississippi [Mr. Wrr.LLUIS] in his great 
eloquence about ,; white supremacy "-just here permit -mo to 
say that I have no respect for a •;supremacy," white or black, 
which ha-s boen obtained through fraud, intimidation. carnage, 
and death-"white supremacy" in the great St.ate of Mississippi; 
about the Anglo-Saxon ruling this country. I did not know that 
it reciuired any specific reference of this kind for the world to 

know the fact that the Anglo-S~xon will rule the United States. 
We constitute as a race less than one-seventh, possibly, of the 
population. We have been enslaved; we have done your' biclding 
for two hundred and forty years without any compemation; and 
we did it faithfully. We do not revert to it grumblingly or re
gretfully, but we refer to it because it seems ungracious in you 
now, after you have had all this advantage of us, after you have 
had all this labor of ours, to be unwilling, at this late day, to give 
us a man's share in the race of life. 

That is the only sense in which I refer to it. It is not with a 
view to digging up the past. It is not with a view of kindling 
renewed animosity between the races, but only in answer to those 
who slur at us and remind us of our inferiorjty. Yes, by force of 
circumstances, we are your inferiors. Give us two hundred and 
forty years the start of you, give us your labor for two hundred 
and forty years without compensation, give us the wealth that the 
brawny arm of the black man made for you. give us the education 
that his unpaid labor gave your boys and girls, and wo will not be 
begging, we will not be in a position to be sneered at as aliens or . 
members of an inferior race . . Not at all. · 

We are inferior. We regret it. But if you will only allow us 
an opportunity we will amend our ways, we will increase our use
fulness, we will become more and more intelligent, more and moro 
useful to the nation. It is a chance in the race of life that we 
crave. We do not expect any special legislation. We do not ex
pect the mythical "40 acres and a mule." · 

The mule died long ago of old age, and the land grabbers have 
.obtained the .40 acres. We do not expect any of those things. 
But we have a right to expect a man's chance and opportunity to 
carve out our own destiny. That is all we ask, and that we de
mand. 

This problem is confronting the nation. We seem as a race to 
be going through just now a crucible, a crisis-a peculiar crisis. 
It is not necessary, nor have I the time, to enter-into any explana
tion as to what brought about this crisis. I may say, however, 
in passing, that possibly more than by any other one thing it has 
been brought about by the fact that despite all the oppression 
which has fallen upon our shoulders we have been rising, steadily 
rising, and in some instances we hope ere long to be able to meas
ure our achievements with those of all other men and women of 
the land. This tendency on tho part of some. of us to rise and as
sert our manhood along all lines is, I fear, what has brought about 
this change<! condition. 

Shall the nation stand by listlessly, or shall it uphold the prin
ciples that it has established? Shall it recognize, as declared in 
the organic law, that all men are born free and equal and are 
endowed with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness? 

During tho discussions here since the pendency of the treaty of 
peace I have heard a good deal said, both in this House and at the 
other end of the Capitol, about the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution of the United States. I have heard a good 
deal said about Thomas Jefferson and others who had to do with 
the drafting of that instrument. And it has been alleged that 
they did·not mean what they said in that declaration, for the rea
son that at the very time it was promulgated they owned slaves, 
and therefore when they spoke of all men being free and equal 
they did not mean the black population. rrhe Constitution is a 
very elastic instrument when you have a purpose to serve. Pub
lic sentiment is law, and law, when properly executed, is public 
sentiment. 

I heard once of a learned old lawyer who was instructing his 
class preparatory to their examination befoi·e the supreme court 
of -the State for license. He said to them one day, '' My dear boys, 
whenever you have a case in regard to which the law is in your 
favor and the facts against you, you must lean hard on the law; 
but if the law is against you and the facts in your favor, then 
lean hard on the facts." One bright young fellow said, "Well, 
Judge, suppose both the law and the facts are against us, then 
what must we do?" "Ah, my boys," said the Judge, "then you 
must beat about the bush." It occurs to me~ sir, that every timo 
a construction of the Constitution or an interpretation of the law 
is made with reference to the humble race with which I am iden
tified, the principle of that olcl judge's instruction is brought into 
play. If the law is. in favor of the negro and the facts rather 
against him, they lean hard on the facts. If the rernrse is true! 
they lean hard on the law in the construction of a statute with 
reference to him; but if the nogro happens to have both tho law 
and the facts on his sicle, all the decisions touching his rights seem 
to be beating around the bush. I rogr~t to say it, and I say it with 
respect, with no intention of reflectmg upon anybody or any 
branch of this Government. 

Now, the problem to which I refer not only touches my people, 
but in my humble judgment it reaches out and ramifies and affects 
every citizen of the American Republic. How long will we sit
! say" we." I will sit here only two years longer, should I live, 
.and I am going to try mighty hard to live that long. How long 
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will you sit in your seats here and see the principles that underlie gentleman shall come here from a district giving 30,000, 40,000, 
the foundation of this Government sapped little by little, but 50,000, or even 60,000 votes._, and that a district in Mississippi or a 
nevertheless surely sapped away? I took the pains this afternoon district in Louisiana or a district in South Carolina, or possibly 
to run over one or two of the States that have been harping-, pretty soon a district in North Carolina , shall come here with a' 
through their r epresentatives, most about the colored man on this like population with only five or six thousand votes cast, with the 
floor since I have been in Congress. others disfranchised and not allowed to vote. If we are unworthy 

I took up Mississippi, because I recall that two gentlemen from of suffrage, if it is necessary to maintain white supremacy, if it is 
that State especially-I have referGnce to Congressman ALLEN and necessary for the Anglo-Saxon to ·sway the scepter in those States, 
Congressman WILLIAMS-have taken special pains on several occa- then you ought to have the benefit only of those who are allowed 
sions to refer to the negro; they referred to him in a sluning way, to vote, and the poor men, whether they be black or white, who 
referred to him as something to be managed, referred to him M are disfranchised ought not to go into the representation of the 
something to be gotten rid of, referred to him as somebody that d.istrict or the State. It is a question that this House must deal 
must be-oh, well, Congressman ALLEN told a yarn here one day- with some time, sooner or later. 
"transferred," I believe be called it. He must be "transferred." It may seem a little strange to hear me speak, but nobody else 
Well, now, here is-the situation. I could not say much with refer- has tackled this question because the boot does not pinch any
ence to him, but here is the situation, taking his district in the State body else as it does me and my race. But it will come home to· 
of .Mississippi. you. You will have to meet it. You have got this problem to 

I deal with 1896, because I could not get the figures of last No- settle, and the sooner it is settled the better it will be for all par
vember. I find i,n the gentleman's district there were only 8,418 ties concerned. I speak this in all charity. I speak this with no 
votes cast for all the candidates in that district, while the esti- hostility. I am not a pessimist. I take rather the other view. I 
mated vote of the district is 28,663. I found in the Second dis- am optimistic in my views and believe that these problems will 
trict that the estimated vote was 34,102. The Congressman said adjust themselves one day. I believe that the negro problem in 
that he got a plurality of 254 over his opponent, but did not give less than fifty years will be a thing of the past. 
us the benefit of how many he got. l presume a few thousand. When it is recalled that thirty-three years ago, one generation 
In the Third district the estimated vote is 36,859, and 4,050 were ago, four and a half millions of these people were liberated.on the 
cast in the Presidential election of 1896. I found in the Fourth plantations of their former masters, and that right by their side 
district there was an estimated vote of 42,647. There were votes they have worked out their destiny thus far, have arisen from pov
cast for all the canuidates, Democrats, Republicans, Populists, erty to a taxation of four hundred millions of property in the 
Free-soilers,, hottentots, and everybody else, 11,737. United States; when it is remembered that they have arisen from 

In the Fifth district the estimated vote is 44,923, and there were no homes to the purchase, in many instances, of decent tracts of 
13,700 votes cast for all the candidates. land, with splendid homes and good property, I think I am justi-

In the Sixth district there were 33,882 votes estimated and there fied in saying that this problem will work itself out. Many of 
were cast nobody knows how many. Here is the note in the Di- them have acquired professions. We are ramifying and stretch
rectory: · ing out as best we can in all departments of life, with a view to 

Elected as a Democrat, practically without opposition, to fill out an unex- making ourselves good citizens. 
pired t erm- And my plea is not against Mississippi, not against South Caro-
and so forth. Practically without opposition! lina, not against Louisiana, but for justice-simple justice. Un-

In the Seventh district the estimated vote is 37,338, and there mitigated justice is what we ask. You are not afraid of the black 
were cast 8,u47 votes. · man overriding and overawing you. He is your neighbor. He 

The total vote cast for Congressmen in the State of Mississippi is your friend. The chord that exists between some of the whites 
in the year 1896, leaving out the Second and Sixth districts, where and the blacks of the South can not be severed by all of the bloody 
the vote is not given, was 45,867 out of a total vote of between assassins of the world. But you have got the wrong conception. 
250,000 and 300,000. You have got the idea that any means that will disfranchise him 

Mr. BRUCKER. Was that at the Presidential election? and prevent him from exercising the rights which are given him 
Mr. WHITE of North Carolina. That was at the Presidential under the Constitution is legitimate, that the end justifies the 

election in the year 1896. These were the votes cast for Congress- means. It is a wrong conception of a ciyilized government. It 
men as they themselves have given them in the Congressional is the wrong conception of American citizenship, and the sooner 
Directory. Here they are. Where are the others? Echo answers we all reach the conclusion that we are here together, here to live 
"Where?" White supremacy to get rid of negro domination? I and here to die, the better for all concerned, because the black 
do not know whether the negroes ever dominated in .l\fississippi man is here to stay for all time to come. 
or not. If they did, it is the only State outside of South Carolina The Indian has been driven tO the West. He has been driven 
for a while that they ever did dominate. They certainly never to the little reservations , and he numbers now only a few hun
dominated the State wherein I live. We have no ambition to dred thousand. He has died and has been killed and his numbers 
dominate, but we would like to be given a chance by the side of reduced to a minimum, and in a hundred years hence a.few mum
other men to work out our destiny and paddle our own canoe. mies in the Smithsonian Institution or somewhere else will repre-

I find in the State of South Carolina, adjoining the State that I sent an extinct race that was once very distinct in the United 
hail from, a similar situation of affairs. I suppose I might give States. Not so with the negro; never. He did not come to this 
these facts and figures, because the public would like to know country of his own motion; he is not here of his own act; but 
these things, and everyone can not get hold of a Congressional being here, and his planting upon this soil being coequal with his 
Directory. white neighbor, he is here to stay from now henceforth and for-

In the First district of South Carolina the estimated vote is ever. He will not die out. I know that some of our friends have· 
34,664; the vote cast, 7,303. In the Second district the estimated consulted the statistics and find that the mortality of tho negro in 
vote is 29,265; the vote cast, 8,634. In the Third district the esti- some large cities is very great, and they think he will soon die 
mated vote is 30,412 and the votes cast 10,536, or .about one-third. out. They forget that the bulk of the negro race have never seen 

In tho Fourth district the estimated vote is 40,000; the vote cast, a large city, but are healthy and hearty and prolific on the plan-
12,180. In the Fifth district the estimated vote is 28,350, and the tations throughout the country. -
vote cast is 8,833. • Yes, we are on the increase. The war emancipated four and a 

In the Sixth district the estimated vote is 30,770, and we have half millions. The census of next year will register ten millions. 
ihis entry,' no figures being given at all : , The proportion that we occupy with reference to the white peo-

Elected as a Democrat without opposition, having received the entire vote ple will never increase, but will gradually diminish; but the num-
cast. ber of negroes in this country will continually increase. 

A popular man! In the Seventh district the estimated vote is I say it will never increase, because we do not import negroes 
35,736, while the vote cast was 9,407. The total vote cast, leaving into the United States. It is an evident fact that the "riffraff" 
out those two districts where the gentlemen did not give the pub- of all the nations of the earth enter this country except negroes. 
lie the benefit of tho votes cast for them~the total vote cast for And, strange to say, they find open doors and find open hearts, 
Congressmen in that State in that election was 56,953, while the and soon mingle and commingle with all the people of this coun
estimated vote of the State of South Carolina is about 250,000, try and are lost in the great civilization of this country. We do· 
about one-fifth of the entire voting population having actually not ask to be assimilated; we do not ask to be amalgamated; we 
voted. do not ask for anything but to remain a distinct and separate race 

Now, I am not going to grumble about the number.of votes as we are, and to be permitted to work out our own manhood and 
that you cast down there in South Carolina, but I want to say to womanhood. We do not expect anything else. 
the Congress of the United States, and througli Congress to the Now, gentlemen, what are you going to do with this problem, 
people of the United States, that South Carolina, Louisiana, Mis- with this question? I believe the time is coming very soon when 
sissippi, and every other State in this Union ought to have the the color of a man's skin, so far as business relat ions are concerned, 
benefit of the votes that are allowed to be cast in· their represen- , so far as citizenship is concerned, will cut no figure at all. A man 
tation on this floor, and no more. will be regarded as a man whethe1; wrapped in a white or a black 

It is not fair to the other States of the Union to say that one skin. I believe the time will come when we will have no more 

• 
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riots 'in the South on account of color, when civilization will so 
develop all over this nation that there will be no more lynchings 
and barbarity and mobocracy, now so prevalent in some portions 
of this country. 

When the black man, through toil and economy, shall have ac
quired property and wealth and all those things that make a good 
American citizen, and when all the baniers of legislation now in 
the way shall disappear, he will be taken by the hand as a man. 
I believe the time will come-yes, soon- when tho condition that 
prevails to-day in Boston, in grand old Massachusetts, where all 
are recognized, both black and white, will prevail in South Caro
lina, North Carolina, Louisiana, and Mississippi. We can not 
live on the dead ashes of the past. Slavery and its institutions, 
racial distinctions and wrongs will come to an encl. We are go
ing forward; we are looking out; we are stretching out om· arms 
all over the United States. The nation must care for those at 
home as well as those abroad. 

Our ratio of representation is poor. We are taunted with being 
uppish; we are told to be still; to keep quiet. How long must we 
keep quiet? We have kept quiet while numerically and justly wo 
are entitled to 51 members of this House; and I am the only one 
loft. Wo kept quiet when numerically we are entitled to a mem
ber of the Supreme Court. We have never had a member and 
probably never will; but we have kept quiet. We have kept quiet 
while numerically and justly, according to our population as com
pared with all the other races of the world, so far as the United 
States are concerned, we should have the recognition of a place in 
the President's Cabinet; but we have not had it. Still we have 
kept quiet, and are making no noise about it. 

Wo are entitled to 13 United States Senators, according to jus
tice and according to our numelical strength, but-we have not one, 
and possibly never will get another; and yet we keep quiet. We 
havo kept quiet while hundreds and thousands of our race have 
been strung ap by tho neck unjustly by mobs of murderers. If a 
man commits a crime he will never find nn apologist in me be
cause his face is black. He ought to be punished, but he ought to 
be punished according to the law as adihinistered in a court of jus
tice. But we keep quiet; do not say it, do not talk about it. 
How long must we keep quiet, constantly sitting aown and seeing 
our rights one by one taken away from us? As slaves it was to 
be expected; as slaves we were docile and easily managed; but as 
citizen~ we want and we have a right to expect all that the law 
guarantees to us. 

We are passing, as we trust, from ignorance to intelligence. 
The process may be slow; we may be impatient; you may be dis
couraged; public sentiment may be against us because we have 
not done better, but we are making progress. Do you recollect 
in history any race of people placed in like circumstances who 
have done any better than we have? Give us a chance, and we will 
do more. We plead to all of those who ara here legislating for 
the nation that whilo your sympathy goes out to Cuba-and we 
aro legislating for Cuba-while your he.'.lrts burst forth with 
great love for humanity abroad, remember those who aro at our 
own door. Remember those who have worked for you; remember 
those who have loved you, who have held up your hands, who 
have felled your forests, have diggod your ditches, who have 
filled up your valleys and hn.ve lowered the mountains, and have 
helped to make the great Southland what it is to-day. We are 
entitled to your recognition. We do not ask for domination. 
We ask and expect a chance in legislation, and we will be con
tent with nothing else. 

In the language of another, who has put it possibly very much 
better than I can: 

We are passing from the ii;norance and superstition fostered by years of 
thraldom to the intelligence which freedom predicates; from the immo
rality of two hundred nnd forty years to the higher standard of morality 
whicl.l ever characterizes the daily lifo of the highest social and scholastic 
circles ; from the muscle and sinew power of the past to the multitudinous 
appliances of the improved machinery of tho present. 

We a.1·e living in a grand and awful t.ime. We are measuretl not by the 
number of pounds which we are able to lift from the earth, but by that other 
power which is required to move the world. 

Man's importance has been most beautifully delineated by Dr. Watts, who 
s..'1.ys: 

" Wero I so tall to reach tho polo, 
Or mete the ocean with my span, 

I must bo measured by my soul; 
The mind's the standard of the man." 

It is that standard, it is that measurement that we are willing 
to be measured by. It is by that standard we would like you to 
gauge us, and not the texture of our hair, not the color of our 
skin, not our fla.t noses, but tho standard of the man that we 
would like to be measured by. This broad problem of giving us 
a man's chance confronts us; it is one well worthy of you. 

I was up in S:u·atocia n. few years ago, ancl in conversation with 
a gentleman thero inciuirecl how the people got along. I went 
before the season opened. Everything looked ban-en and bleak. 
He said, "Well, in tho summer we livo by skinning the visitors 
who have come here." I said, ''I can very well understand that; 
but how do you get along in the winter?" "Then," said he, 

• 

"wo skin each other." [Laughter.] Gentlemen, the process of 
skinning the negro is nearly over. You have about completed 
the job. Gentlemen of the North, of the East, and of the West, 
yes, and you of the South, when that is done you have got to have 
somebody to skin, and you will turn on each other, ancl then nos-
sibly the negro will get his just deserts. [Laughter.] • 

It is well to stop and consider; you can not always keep a free 
man down. When he is once made free, it will be difficult to ever 
enslave .him ::gain, either physically or intellectually. Pby!'ical 
slavery is a thmg nobody wants. The most ignorant of our South-' 
ern sand lappers out in the woods do not want actual slavery again· 
but there is a slavery that is even worse than manual slavery-th~ 
slavery of the mind, the beclouded intellect. It is there that we 
ask you to help lift the curtain of darkness, the curtain of igno
rance, the curtain of vice that you helped to nail and foist upon us, 
to help break the shackles, that we may look forth in the noonday 
o~ lifo! in the tide of progress and beauty, that wo may go up tho 
hill with you, that we may leave the miasma tic valley of vice and 
degradation and climb to the top of the mount. where we can 
breathe God's pure air as American citizens. · 

Recognize your citizen at home, recognize those at your door, 
!?ive them. the encouragement, give them the rights that they are 
Justly entitled to, and then take hold of the people of Cuba and 
help establish a stable and fixed government among them; take 
holcl of the Porto Ricans, establish the government there that wis
dom preclicatecl, which justice may dictate. Take hold of the 
Philippine Islands, take hold of the Hawaiian Islands. there let 
the Christian civilization go out and magnify and make happy 
those poor, half-civilized people; and then the black man, the 
white man-yes, all the riff-r::tff of the earth that are coming to 
our shores-will rejoice with you in that we have done God"s serv
ice and done that which will elevate us in the eyes of the world. 
[Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. VINCENT. l\Ir. Chairman, as between the bill under con
sideration and the substitute offered by the minority of the com
mittee, it seems to me that no member of this House should hesi
tate very long in deciding in favor of the substitute. Everything · 
that can be said in favor of this bill will apply with equal force to 
the substitute bill, while the latter has many good features which 
are not contained in the former. 

This bill provides for a permanent standing army of over 100,-
000 men-four times as large as we had at the close of the civil 
war. Nobody has shown and no one can show why the Army 
should be increased fourfold for an indefinite period. It is con
ceded that the Regular Army a.sat present constituted may possi
bly not be sufficient to meet the conditions that now exist and the 
contingencies that may arise during the next year or two, but the 
bill offered by the minolity provides for G0,000 volunteers, to be 
mustered out at the end of two years. Possibly it might be bet
ter to make this three years. It also provides for 30,000 permanent 
troops, so that there is only a difference of about 20,000 in the 
number of soldiers provided for in the two bills. Better increase 
the number of volunteers to 70,000 than to provide for a perma
nent standing Army of three or four times as many as we need 
under ordinary circumstances. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been a long cherished desire among cer
tain classes in this country that the standing Army should be 
grea.tly incre::isecl, and those who have carefully watched public 
events for tlle past twenty rears know why this is so. It is the 
opinion of some persons who have the temerity to reason from 
cause to effect that our soldiers may be used some time to shoot 
down Americans, without just cause, instead of foreigners. It is 
a significant fact that since the era of corporation rule set in and 
since our beneficont social system developed the tramp, the lock
out, and the strike, the Army has never been called out to sup
press or hold in clleck the corporation, but always to suppress the 
striker. 

While it is true tho strikers have often been in the wrong, the 
corporations have not alwayE been right. Whether the necessity 
exists or not, whether right or wrong, it is not disputed that the 
great corporate interests of the country have been and are now 
demanding a large standing army. The sentiment has provailecl 
from tho very foundation of our Government down to tho present 
hour, and that sentiment is based upon the history of other nations 
ancl upon common sense and reasoll, that largo standing armies 
are dangerous to the people's liberties. In thoso countries where 
tyranny is most oppressi\19 and where the common people are 
looked upon as little better than beasts of burden, there yon will 
find the largest standing armies. Liberty of the press and free
dom of speech are suppressed in exact ratio with tho increase of 
the army. 

Tho gentleman from Iowa [l\fr. HEPBURNl in his speech this 
afternoon referred to the fact that our standing army is not as 
large in proportion to population as it was in Jefferson's time, in 
the attempt to prove not only that this bill ought to pass, but that 
Thomas Jefferson was in favo'r of a large Army. Apparently the 
gentleman had forgotten that when l\1r. Jefferson was President 
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11robably nine-tenths or more oi what is now tbe United States right to guess as they have. l\1y guess is that he wants to annex 
was inhabited by roving bands of blood-thirsty savages. To as- the islands-forcibly, if necessary-if he is assured that it wfil, 
sume, as sev.eral gentlemen have done, that our Army should. be not defeat his party for reelection in 1900; otherwise he is opposed. 
incre11Sed with our increase in population-in the same ratio-i& to it. 
simply schooiboy talk. If population were the only thing to c.on- Some people indorsed his" policy" at the polls last ·fall without 
sider, we could get along with a smaUer Armynowtlian wecould stopping to·inquire what it was or whether ho had any; but the: 
have done one hundred years ago, because the danger of attack war excitement is not running so high now., and as voters grad.
from outside nations is not so great in a country containing 75,- ually reach a more normal state of mind they will be less inclined 
000,000 people as it is in a country with 5,000,000 of people. In to accept everything as good because it is called "patriotism" and 
proof of this I cite you to what is about to take place in the Phil- offered by a "war administration." The people are to be con
ippine Islands. If Aguinaldo hacf 75,000,000 people_behind hi~. it gratulated upon the fact that they are slowl.Y but surely recover
woulcl not take us long to pull down the flag. ing from the epidemic of hysterics which in the excitement they 

Tl:e minority reI?ort has well said that such an army as thi.S bill foolishly imagined was patriotism. They are already convalesc
provides for is not necessary because of our relations to the islands ing-to use a more classical phrase, they are getting ba.ck to earth 
of the sea nor because of any necessity which fn the past :Fear has. again , and when they dofi.ndthemselves ina normal condition they 
arisen. I can not bring myseif to believe that the Adminfatration will be ashamed of their childish talk about the flag and of their· 
will dare to attempt the forcible annexation of the Philippine boast-that we were going to take all the territoi:ywithin our reach 
Islands. Tho President himself has said that forcible annexation and hold fast to all we could get possPS.sion of. 
would be c1·iminal aggression. But, Mr. Chairman, tha.t was a Mr Chairman, it is somewhat amusing that nearly every pai:ti
ye.a.r ago, and we are told that great changes have taken place. san of the-Administration in this House-and in the Senate who has 
True, but just what day and hour forcible annexation ceased to made a speech upon.this Sl,lbject has advocated :mu argued in favor 
be criminal and commenced to be the pure extract of Christian of forcible annexation, at the same time denying that the Presi
civilization our imperialistic friends fail to inform us. dent has ever said or done anything to indicate-that he was in favor 

Since the President wrote that message he has said the flag was of it. Following the example of their illustrious leader, they get 
planted in two hemispheres, and then he asks: "V{ho will pull on both sides of tho proposition. If we have the right to subju
down that flag~?" 80 far ·the President's friends have failed to gate the Filipinos, and if it is such a good thing to do, why are 
gh-e a satisfactory e.xpfanation of what he meant if he did not they so anxious to make us believe the President is not in fa:vor · 
mean that the flag which was then floating over the Philippine of it? 
Islands should remain there regardless of the wishes of the They remind me of the man who was charged with stealing a 
Filipinos. I suppose if we ha<l found it necessary during the late bay horse, and after denying that he was guilty, said the horse
war with Spain to plant the flag in some of those countries inhab- he sto1e was a black one and not n. bay hors3 at n.11. If i-t is. 
ited and controlled by man-eaters it would have to stay there, such a good, Christian act, prompted only by the loftiest feelings 
and we would have te adopt those countries as a p:u·t of om·s, and of philanthropy-good for us and· goodr for the Filipinos-why 
it would be treason to pull d·own the flag. shonld the President·s friends become so indignant when he is 

In that event, Mr. Chairman, instead of addressing the Chief charged with favoring such a policy? Our friends on the other 
Executive of this nation us '~His Excellency the President of the side should at least cnlt.ivate the 'irtue of consistency, in. view of· 
United States," I suppose it would be appropriate to address him the fact tliat they ar.e so destitute of logic and reason. 
aa "King or the Cannibal Islands." If we are yearning for :m Mr. Chairman, I belieye it is- as true to-da.y rrs it was one hun
opportunity to institute better government for other people and clred and twenty-three year.a ago that govm:nmentsde!·ive their just 
give them the" blessings of law and liberty" at the point of the powers from the consent of the go.-erned, and I do not believe 
bayonet, whether they want them or not, why not exercise our civ- that this great principle wilI apply only-to the people of the United 
ilizing process upon those who need ft most? But we are told thrrt St ates. \Vhen this declaration was promulgatml the so-called' 
the.Filipinos are little, if any, better than cannibals. If this be great statesmen of all the other nations-of earth said it was the
true, I submit that it is an additional reason why we should not wild dream of misguided theorists and self-constituted leaders. 
make them citizens of the United States. England said, as some of us are saying of the Filipinos, that we 

I submit that our exne.riernze wifo the American Indians is not were incapabre-of self-gove1"Ilment. 
such as to encourage us in underta!dng to civilh:e a people 8,000 We are askedn0w to repudiate the Declaration of IndependencB, 
miles away, who, according to our opponents, are muGh inferior and later on, I suppose, we will be expected to substitute therefor 
and less deserving. It is au old. ancl perhans a trne saying that somefamousSpanishstatepaper. Perhapsw.emaybeaskedto.read 
"the only good Ind1ans are dead ones" At the end of more than at our Fourth of July celebrations- in future General Weyler's 
one-hundred years' experience we find that we have civilized. Lo, reconcentrado order instead of,· the Dedaration of Independence. 
the poor Indian. by teaching him how to use cuss words and drink 1f we settle upon this contemplated policy of conquest, surely no 
bad whisky, aud incidentally convincing him. that if lndianagents honest man would car.e to call attention to the immortal Declara
and Indian trnders were fair samples of the white race lie was tion except as a reminder of the forme1~ greatness and goodness of. 
justified in sending them to their" happy hunting grounds" with the United States Gove1"Timent. 
the least possible delay. It does seem, Mr. Chairman, that the We a.re told that if we pay Spam $20,000,000 for the islands, as 
race problem, which was so ably discussed last evening by the provided by the proposed treaty, they would be a. part of our 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Lli~NEY] and which was country, and we would have a perfect right to do with them as we 
shown to be such a perplexing one in some parts of our coun1lry, please. Pray, sir, when did Spain acquire the right to deed· us 
ought to be sufficient without inviting new ones of still greater those islands? Spain has no more right to sell them than has 
magnitude. England or China. Her title is no better than theirs. She is sell-

Wo started the war with Spain upon a hfgh moral plane. We ing us something she has been tryi.ng for two hundred years to~ 
declared that it was a war for liuman rights and. not a war of steal, with only partial succe!:!s. To pretend to buy these islands 
conquest, but scarcely had the brave boys who· fell at Santiago of Spain the lJnited States would deliberately and willingly be
grown cold in death before a certain class of our citizens who como the receiver of stolen g_oods, and the receiver would be 
represent the so-called" business interests" of the country com- equally guilty with the thief. 
menced to settle upon a plan for dividing the spoils. " We have Spain. has been trying for hundreds of years to become the ab
planted the flag in Manila," they said, "and the 2,000 Philippine solute master of those people. She has robbed them year in and 
Islands aro ours." year out to the full extent of her ability, and this proposition. 

Visions of wealth sprang up before their eyes, and the cry for simply means that we are to become their masters instead.of Spain. 
liberty and independence was drowned by the more noisy and· '!'hey are to become our subjects instead of the subjects-of Spain, 
hypocritical plea for "expansion and patriotism." Those who and they are not to be consulted regarding the transfer. That 
were prompted by greed succeeded temporarily in making _many such a cold-blooded scheme should ever have been openly ad:vo
who were less selfish forget the purpose for which the· war was cated by men high in the councils of our Government should bring 
instituted. Unthinking people were carried away by the catch- the blush of shame to the cheek of every true American. If we 
word "expansion." They were told by campaign orators tbat insist upon this high-handed scheme of coercion we will violate 
they must support the President's foreign" policy," though_ no- every principle of self-government and repudiate every trad1tion 
body knew then and nobody seems to know now what th.at policy we havo cherished from the beginning of tile na.tion's history. 
fs. I doubt whether he knows. It seems to be tlie policy of the Administration to give Cuba her 

The gentleman from Ohio fl\ir. BROMWELL], who made one of independence. Nobody in this debate has dared to oppose it, for· 
the most convincing pleas that has been macle in favor of the the reason, I suppose, that it seems to be ine-vitable. If the im:
pending bill and in defense of the President, admitted in his perialists could find any excuse, and if there ~as a reasonable -pas-
speech to-day, in so many words, that the President has no policy. sibility of success, there is scarcely a doubt that Guba would suf
N obody but MARK HANNA lrnow.:s where he will stand t-o-morrow fer the same fate that it is proposed to inflict upon the Philippines. 
regarding the Philippine question. lie has already been on both And why not? The gentlemen who are so anxious for good gov-
sides of the question. If his friends know where to find_ him they ernment in the Philippines have· been. asked oV-er and over again. 
refuse to tell. They seem to be g uessing, and 1 ha:v.:e as- tnucli.. I since this discussion commenced why the same rule would not 



1128 CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-HOUSE. J.ANUARY 26, 

apply to both. They have been urged and defied to give some 
reason why forcible annexation is not good for Cubans if it is good 
for the Filipinos, but they persist in ignoring the question, because 
they know there is no answer to it. 

It is said the Filipinos are not capable of self-government; but 
it is only a cheap assertion, not borne out by any evidence pre
sented. Let them have an opportunity, as we had, and we will . 
know then whether they can govern themselves. Are you 
afraid to give them a chance for fear that they will demonstrate 
that you have misrepresented them? Do not say that they 
can not govern themselves, when you are standing over them 
with muskets, swearing they shall not do it. It is time enough to 
say they can not when they have tried and failed. You say we 
can give them a better government than they can give themselves. 
I believewe can, and possibly we would do it; but this can truth
fully be said of all other countries. 

There is no doubt in my mind that we could give England and 
France better governments than they now have. Is that any rea
son why we should go over there and compel them to accept our 
rule? Oh, you say, that is a different thing. Yes, indeed, it would 
be a different thing. We would then be jumping upon somebody a 
little nearer our size. We can conquer the Filipinos because they 
are weak, and in doing so we only add the crime of cowardice to 
the crime of theft. Because we think we have the best govern
ment on the face of the earth are we going to sail around the 
world subduing other nations in order that they may receive the 
benefits of our enlightenment and our system of government? 

Are we going to cram our religion down their throats whether 
they want it or not, because we think it is a better religion than 
theirs? Why not? It will do them good, we think, and therefore 
we ought to make them take it. Why not gobble up one nation 
after another for the same reason until we own the world? That 
might slightly interfere with the protective tariff, but it would 
be Expansion with a big E, and that is only another word for 
patriotism. 

If we must steal something, why go 8,000 miles from home to 
do it? Why not take in one or more of the South American Re
publics? They would, perhaps, be worth someth~ng to us, and we 
can soon make an excuse for doing it. We can plant the flag thero 
under some pretext, and then ''Who will dare to take it down?" 
There is no end to the possibilities-to the good we qan do to other 
nations-if we will only carry this "expansion" policy, this now 
brand-0f "patriotism," to its legitimate conclusion. Patriotism 

· under the old order of things, before the Declaration of Independ
ence was expunged from the record, meant love of one's country. 
Under the new regime it means love for the other fellow·s country. 

"But what are we going to do with the Philippines?" you ask. 
"Are we going to turn them over to Spain?" Nobody proposes to 
do anything of the kind. What are we going to do with Cuba; 
turn it over to Spain? Gentlemen assume that we must either 
shoot the Filipinos or turn them over to be shot by Spaniards. 
It is neither necessary, humane, nor wise to do either one. Turn 
the islands over to the men who own them-the men who have 
been fighting for years, like the Cuban patriots fought, for their 
freedom. Do with them a,s we say we are going to do, and as 
every honest man says we ought to do, with the Cubans. The 
Filipinos are as well and better able to take care of themselves as 
they were before we took possession· of Manila. We can leave 
them now in better condition than we found them, because we 
have prostrated their ancient enemy, and it is only a pretext when 
we say we must adopt them for their own good when they are 
protesting that they do not want and will not have such protection. 

Even if the inhabitants of the islands were willing and anxious 
to come with us; even if it were not everlastingly wrong from a 
moral standpoint; annexation would still be unwise because of 
the enormous expense. These islands will cost us hundreds of dol
lars for every dollar we get in return. This can be demonstrated 
and has been demonstrated over and over again upon this floor 
without any attempt to refute it. But if there were "millions in 
it," that would not justify the outrage. No doubt there will be 
millions in it for a few speculators and syndicates, and these are 
at the bottom of the scheme of annexation. There will be Fed
eral positions at good salaries and long-drawn-out mileage for 
scores of carpetbaggers, but the great mass of our l"eople will pay 
the bills in increased taxation. 

Forcible annexation means government without the consent of 
the governed; it means continued oppression to thosewhohaveso 
bravely fought against it; it means injustice from every stand
point: it means increased taxation; it means an increase in the 
standing Army; it means that we are going 8,000 miles from home 
to invite trouble; it means everything that is bad and nothing that 
is good, and it is a. pubiic confession to all the world that the war 
with Spain was fought under false pretenses. [Applause.] . 

Mr. BAKER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, though the question 
before us is a very great one, I purpose being very short, for I 
think I can condense in few words much of the meaning of what 
wo are about to-day. 

There i~ now a population of about 75,000,000 people in the 
United States and its continental territories, and we have a per
manent standing army of about 26,GOO men. These are facts ut
terly unequaled in the entire past history of the world and consti
tute the crowning glory of our Republic at the close of the first 
and at the beginning of the second century of its existence; and 
nothing oan be more certain than that this small permanent mili
tary force is all that is needed for our vast home population at the 
present time. This should be the fundamental basis ofour thought 
in connection with the great expansion of our standing Army 
which is propos~ by the bill before us. This proposal can not 
reasonably rest upon any actual internal need, but must rest upon 
the results of the war with Spain. That war grew out of the sit
uation in Cuba and was prosecuted in the name of humanity 
and liberty, with an open declaration by our Government to the 
world-

That the United States hereby disclaims any dispooition or intention to 
exercise sovereigntl., jurisdiction, or control over said island, except for tho 
pacification thereo , and asserts its determination, when that is accom
plished, to leave the government and 0ontrol of the island to its people. 

This declaration sets the die for the whole policy of our Gov
ernment in connection with all the territories wrested from 
Spain. In principle it applies equally to Cuba and to the Philip
pine Islands, for it is demanded by the republican genius of our 
institutions, whfoh forbids wars of conquest and subjugation, but 
favors the upbuilding of popular governments among men. 

Assuming; then, that we are to carry out this declaration in 
good faith and according to its spirit and meaning, the general 
situation is this: That for the purpose of pacifying the islands 
wrested from Spain and aiding their people to determine their 
own destiny in their own way, and to set up such governments 
for themselves as they may desire, it is assumed by the bill before 
us that it is necessary to make provision for the increase of the 
permanent standing Army of the United States to about 100,000 
men. 

This appears to me to be eminently unreasonable in a double 
sense. In the first place, the Filipinos, who are theprincipal sub
ject of trouble, seem to be clamoring for the very liberty which 
is guaranteed by the declaration which I have quoted-that is, the 
liberty to organize a government for themselves. In tbe second 
place, the needed work of pacification, in preparation for the es
tablishment of self-governments, must, in the very nature of the 
case, be quite limited in time, and it seems certain that any addi
tional military force should by all means be alike limited in 
time. The object being accomplished, the additional force should 
be disbanded. These considerations appear to demonstrate that 
the wise thing to do is to provide for any temporary exigency 
which may really exist, instead of providing for a large and i)er
manent increase of our military establishment, which will use
lessly and injuriously continue after the exigency has passed. 

When we add to this that the annual cost of our permanent 
standing Army is about $23,000,000, and that the provisions of the 
bill before us, according to the estimates of its friends, would in
crease this annual cost from nearly three times to about three and 
a half times the present annual cost, it appears to me that the 
case made out against the enactment of this measure is over
whelmingly strong, at least in the forum of reason ancl good pub
lic policy. I will only add that in States really free it hns ever 
been a fundamental maxim of policy that the standing military 
force should be strictly limited to the actual needs of the State; 
and the crossing of this boundary line by the permanent military 
element has ever been inimical to the spirit and genius of repub
lics. I believe that this bill proposes a great and dangerous stop 
across this safety line, and that it should by no means be enacted 
into a law of our Republic. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. JETT. I yield two min u tea to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. MADDOX] . 

[Mr. MADDOX addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Non
TONl . 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to protest 
against the passage of the Hull bill, not because I am opposed to 
a standing army in the United States, for I have nn admiration 
and a love for all the institutions of my country, and I would 
protect them from tho defiling hand of any other nation and from 
destruction by internal foes. I have an admiration for the Regu
lar Army, and I fear that tho American people have more ad
miration for the Regular Army at this time than some of the 
generals of the Regular Army have for themselves. At this hour, 
Mr. Chairman, when the eyes of America are turned.to tfie capital, 
waiting and listening for the result of a court-martial, it does not 
become gentlemen upon the other side of the House to glorify 
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and exalt the Regular Army as the only hope and safeguard of 
the American people. 

I love the institui;ion at West Point. I glory in the men that 
she has sent out from her doors. I love the Academy at Annapo
lis, and I am as proud of her graduates as any man living. But I 
love the American people too, and I love the boys upon the farm, 
and those in the factories and shops, who volunteered; and when 
I think of the hours they have just passed in misery, in bloodshed, 
in trial and tribulation, I know the volunteer to be equally as great 
and equally as grand as the man who has been educated at either 
of those institutions. [Applause.] A man may die an educated 
soldier, but his pain is no greater to him than to one who dies 
because he has come from the farm or the workshop at the call of 
his country. I look upon the Regular Army in admiration, but I 
look upon the volunteers with love and amazement, and I wonder 
that such things can be in any spot on God's green earth, where 
he comes at his country's call, asking no pay, ready at all times to 
yield up his life and to stand side by side with those who make · 
war the calling and business of their lives. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no good in casting aspersions upon either 
of these. You need only a standing army of men sufficient to 
guard your ports, your coast lines, and your outposts, if you will 
generate an honest, heartfelt patriotism, such as you had at the 
breaking out of the war with Spain. Our present Regular Army 
is large enough, but if you conduct your wars in the manner in 
which that war was conducted, then patriotism will be dead; if 
you should call to-night for a hundred thousand men, it would 
require not the opening of the doors for enlistment, but it would 
require enforced enlistment. You speak of that war as glorious 
and honorable. Yes, victories were won at Manila, at Santiago, 
and at San Juan, but Spain won her victory in Paris; and well 
has one of her commissioners said that ''the Philippines will 
avenge Spain." 

The hour has come when that prophecy is upon the floor of this 
House confronting you as a deliberate fact. You commenced this 
war not for acquisition. You upon that side of the House say 
that ''the king can do no wrong." If that be true, then his words 
ought to be words of truth and soberness. In the very opening 
of this Congress the President advised you that forced aggression 
and annexation were criminal and disgraceful in the eyes of the 
world and against the moral policy of our Government and our 
n ation. Yet to-night the very reason that you are discussing this 
measure is that you may have power to force annexation. 

When the Senate shall have ratified the treaty, what have they 
done? They have belied the words of the President of the United 
States before the world, and they will have consummated an act 
that he charged as being" criminal" and against the whole theory 
and moral principles of our Government. You have taken the 
Philippiiiea by force, and then, by strategy anQ. bargaining such as 
was beneath the dignity of diplomacy, you paid twenty millions 
of the people's money for them, and now demand an army of 
100,000 men to force that whole bargain through. I say that it is 
disgraceful, and I say that section of the treaty which, when rati
fied, makes necessary the use of arms to forcibly annex the Philip
pines is not less than what the President declared it to be-crimi
nal. [Applause.] 

You have assumed $100,000,000 in the payment of personal 
indebtedness. You want to take $20,000,000 of the people's money 
to pay for the Philippines. You have gone along with a war 
more expensive than was ever waged since the world began, and 
in one hundred and three days you spent more money-and I say 
it fearlessly upo:i this floor-you scattered the people's money 
unreasonably and unnecessarily; and the victory you bring back 
to us is that we assume Spain's indebtedness, assume the trans
portation-of her soldiers back to her territory, and. then raise a 
standing army to shoot down the Filipinos, because they have 
that same spirit which we claim for ourselves-the love of human 
liberty. · 

You say that Aguinaldo is a thief. If he be a thief, Dewey 
took him from Hongkong and placed him in the Philippines. 
You say he is a traitor; if he is a traitor, you placed 80,000 stand 
of arms belonging to the United States in the hands of a traitor. 
You loved Aguinaldo when he was necessary . . If men with free
dom in their hearts and courage in their veins go back into the 
islands and stand and suffer and die, they are men; but the mo
ment that you ac;complished what we started to do-to give free
dom to Cuba-no, you did not accomplish that-(while you were 
pretending your love for the glory of my country, reaching out 
its hands for the starving Cubans, Dewey struck at the Philip
pines, and from that hour there was not a reconcentrado ever re
ceived a cracker from the United States)-when you no longer 
needed the aid of the insurgents, then they were rebels and traitors. 

It would have been better for my country, more honorable for 
my flag, if when Dewey had sunk to the bottom of the ocean that 
Spanish fleet, he had sailed away and moored in front of Morro 
Castle, where the pledges of the President of the United States to 

his people expected him to be-to dowbat? To establish peace and 
order and a stable government in Cuba. You have not only bought 
the Philippines, but you have assumed the Philippine indebtedness. 
Think of the glory of this war. Yes, the men-veterans and the 
volunteers, God bless them I-they will live forever in the memory 
of my country; but when that war had been honorably closed by 
them and Spain was upon her knees, think of what followed then! 

Who came to our doors then? The agents of Spain and the rep
resentatives of the owners of the Cuban bonds. What followed 
then? Then came a peace commission of five Spaniards and five 
Americans. In common decency I beg that you may forget it, 
and that the people of my country may not r emember the shame 
of that. Why, think of this peace commission bartering and bar
gaining! Spain was upon her knees. Why not, like Emperor 
William, when he had conquered France and placed the German 
eagle over Paris, lay down your terms-"A thousand millions, 
Alsace and Lorraine, and you have nothing to say about it"? 

Why did not we, having this victory, which we ought to have 
won, not in the name of humanity, but because of insult to the 
flag, the murder of our citizens, the destruction of our property, 
the blowing up of the Maine, every principle that ought to actu
ate a brave nation had been outraged; and yet upon the pitiful 
plea for humanity, humanity that stirs every human heart that 
can be reached by humanity. This whole movement, which had 
been dictated by the patriotism of the American people, inspired 
the President, whom I believe to be honest, but it has been manip
ulated upon the political chessboard of the Republican party from 
start to finish; and what is it to-day that is invoked? It is not 
patriotism, it is not love of country, but solely for the aggrandize .. 
ment and indorsement of the Republican party in its doctrine of 
imperialism. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

:Mr.Chairman, I do not fear the destruction of this great Ameri
can Republic as an immediate result of the annexation of the 
Philippine Islands, if such an event shall take place, even though 
the history of the past shows the extreme likelihood of that being 
the finale of such a course. Experience is far safer to rely upon 
than popular clamor, and experience justifies my belief; therefore 
I am not moved by the hysterical ravings or extravagant claims 
and denunciations of wild-eyed, demagogic expansionists, who 
even try to drive aside those who, while agreeing with them, seek 
to maintain their position by reason and logic. In opposing the 
adoption of an imperialistic expansion policy by my Government 
I am not attempting to turn back the hands of the clock of destiny, 
but, rather, to brush away, as far as in my power, the obstacles to 
the advance of liberty and freedom placed there by these expan
sionists. 

'fhe lessons of.history, all down through the ages, go to -estab
lish the fact that it has not been vast accumulation of wealth, not 
aggregation or centralization of military force and power, that 
has created and maintained the supremacy of any nation, but 
that the character of its people has ever been the foundation stone 
upon which their fate has rested. The true Americanism of 
those who are not carried away with enthusiasm, or who do not 
lose their balance by the quick-moving and ever-shifting scenes 
of war and its attendant excitement and resultant consequences, 
will be recognized when the people have taken their sober second 
thought and cailmly and dispassionately reviewed existing facts. 

Believing as I do in the patriotism, the honest integrity, and 
sterling character of the people of the United States, I am con
tent to leave my justification in their hands, knowing well that 
when they come to a full realization of the condition sought to be 
imposed upon them, there will be no faltering or hesitation on 
their part, but they will speak in no uncertain tones, and woe be 
to tho man or measure they condemn. 

There is great satisfaction in fighting for right principle, even 
though temporary defeat be certain and sure. It is far better and 
more glorious to stand for truth and justice and lose, than totem
porize with wrong and win, for eventually principle and right 
must win, as they are based on the eternal truths of God. 

Political history, as shown in the birth, rise, and fall of parties 
as well as of governments, has ever demonstrated the fact, though, 
that something besides high and lofty ideals, generous, noble, and 
humanitarian motives, is employed to bring results sought to be 
accomplished. If in this late war the principle laid down at its 
beginning, that we were" entering upon a struggle solely in bo
half of outraged humanity "-if, I say, this principle could have 
been conscientiously carried out, we to-day would not have the 
vexing questions to solve that are now .thrust upon us; but the 
truth is, that idea, that pronunciatnento, was but a juggle with 
words, a mask used to hide and conceal the real designs of crafty 
men, who found in the war an opportunity to enrich themselves 
at the expense of the Government. 

The great heart of the American people was right; it was 
touched by the terrible suffering of an oppressed people; the 
balmy breezes that were wafted northward from Cuban shores 
bore on their wings the moans and groans of dying ·patriots and 
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the shrieks of female virtue outraged by Spanish soldiery, while 
the sky was darkened by the smoke of burning homes and facto
ries laid waste by the devastating torch of Spanish authorities. 
These all appealed to our liberty-loving people, and voicing their 
feelings, we, their Representatives, on this side of 'tho Chamber 
pleaded that the struggling Cubans be given recognition. Had this 
been done the Spanish yoke would have been broken, the heel of 
Spanish op11ression would have been removed from the neck of 
Cuban patriots, and Cuba would have been free, without the loss 
of the Maine, and without the necessity of a war that has ex
tended our national debt the life of another generation, as well 
as carried sorrow ancl woe to the hearthstones of thousands of 
American homes, laid thousands of the brave, stalwart sons of 
our country in martyrs' graves, a.ncl shattered forever the health 
of thousands more by the gross negligence and criminal incom
petency of officials in charge. [Applause.] 

But that war is over, and it is meet and fitting that a smvey of 
the situation be taken to know what we havo gained and what 
confronts us especially as we are called upon to legislate to meet 
the new conditions forced upon us, conditions that for good or for 
evil arc in our immediate present and must be met. In this bill 
there is proposed to us tho adoption of a policy which not only 
lea<ls us away from the principles upon which our Government 
was founded, away from the teachings and traditions of our fath
ers, but is in di.Teet contravention of all the ideas laid down as 
safo landmarks by an our statesmen down to this last regime, a 
policy which not alone affects the present with dire and porten
tous evils that alarm every true minded, conservative, and patri
otic lover of his country, but tho results of which will reach out, 
extending into the future, imposing upon our children and our 
children·schildren a malignant incubus that will crush every spark 
of hope from their lives, and consign the American freeman to the 
bondage of despotism and render him the serf or the subservient 
tool of an imperial oligarchy, which already seeks to bring under 
its damning control these United States. 

The United States to-day as a nation has no equal. It is the 
wonder of the age. In all that goes to build up a great nation 
it stands without a peer. Its foundation stones rest deep on the 
bed rock of national honor and the intense loyalty of the people. 
On its highest pinnacles floats the Stars and Stripes, -the emblem 
of human liberty and freedom. Its growth has been phenomenal, 
and the wildest flights of imagination are but nothing compared 
with the marvelous achievements our energy, our inventive in
genuity, our wondrous ability, and the development of our bound
less resources have already shown. and still there is the promise 
yet to produce realizations almost beyond the power of the human 
mind to conceive; but this has been the result of the freedom of 
our people. 

The corner stone of our Republic is the individual as a sov
ereign. This being the fact, the question must occur upon the 
addition of any new peoples to our Government, do the individuals 
among these peoples possess the proper and necessary attributes 
and qualifications of individual sovereignty? If they do, then 
they can be annexed with safety,other things being of such nature 
as to render it politic; but if they do not, then the annexation of 
such peoples, they becoming sovereigns with us by such annexa
tion, must weaken our whole Government to the extent that they 
are weak. So well wn.s this unde1·stood by the framers of our 
Constitution that they inserted a clause in that h:strument pro
viding for a restriction upon the influx of foreign immigration, to 
stop the addition of new peoples to our population, and it is a 
matter of fact that we have been compelled to legislate for the 
shutting out of dangerous elements from other nations, and have 
passed the Chinese-exclusion and the alien-labor acts. 

In our development as a nation the greatest strides have been 
taken during t1ie past generation. When the fearful galo and 
tremendous surge of the storm of civil strife in our land was 
ended and the rainbow of peace bedecked the political sky, when 
our united country was freed from the blighting curse of negro 
slavery, then the genius of liberty found fullexpression, progress, 
commercial enterprise, inventive thought, and intellectual activ
ity leaped ahead as never had entered the wildest dream of the 
most enthusiastic prophet. Our growth was but the logical de
velopment of the fact that our nation's grandeur is based upon 
the high moral character of its people. 

Mr. Chairman, we have entered upon a period in our nation's 
history fraught with grave results, threatening its progress and 
challenging its perpetuity. It is well, in the light of recent his
tory, to look with critical gaze upon the policy of the Administra
tion and its friends in regard to the course to which it is sought 
to commit us. The suspicious delay that has attended every move 
made during the past year has given just cause to every true, pa
triotic citizen to examine closely into its recommendations. Dem
ocratic opposition has not been based on factious partisan feeling 
or prejudice, but upon the fear, justified by results, that the Repub
lican policy would be a base sunender of the rights of the people 
to designing syndicates who would force countless schemes for 

their own aggrandiz~mont upon the Government, and at the ex
pense of tho people. 

The proposal of a standing Army of 100,000 men means an ex
penditure of over $150,000,000 additional each year, which is but 
an incident in the scheme th~y h:ive in hand. This featme alone 
means that the present war-revenuo tax will not be repealed, but 
that in time of peace the tax will be increased. This is to main
tain the power of the military government in the islands abroad, 
that the valuable rights and franchises of these lands may be bar
terocl away under dfrcction of high officials who arrogate to them
selves rights and functions wholly outsido those ~iven them by 
law and whose only check is the limit their insatiate greed can 
obtain. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, there is danger ahead. The watchman on the 
tower, the lookout at the masthead, he who looks with prophetic 
vision int-0 the future history of nations, has caught a glimpse of 
the huge and fearful doom that lies beforo us. Senator Morrill, 
crowned with long years ofripe experience and rare wisdom, stand
ing oven then on tho borderland of the beyoncl, g~ve to his coun
trymen ere he passed over into the summerland of a bright and 
glorious hereafter, this message of warning, these words of wiso 
admonition: 

We c:m not afford to denounce and forbid all acquisitions of t erritory in 
the Western Hemisphere by European governments, oven at tho peril of war, 
and forthwith embar k in a thus be-damned enterprise ourselves. If our 
fidelity to the well-ripened statesmanship of the Father of his Country shall 
be perpetuated for the next hundred years as in the past, the honor, pros
perit-y:\ andyower of our Republic, it may safely be predicted, will light and 
lead au nations. 

And ex-Senator Sherman joins: 
I do not hesitate to state that this expansion business will ruin the Ameri

can people, and that tho extravagance of tho Administration will r uin the Re· 
publican party. Just think of it I The debt of the country has been increased 
within the last few months $200,000,000. I had hopod to live to see the entire 
civil-war debt wiped out. I have no hope of that now. 

Then listen to Hon. George S. Boutwell: 
The President proposes to take jurisdiction of the Philippines and then 

consider how they are to be governed. Thus ho announces the essential 
doctrine of an unlimited tyranny. We are to pursue the policy which we 
condemned in Spnin and which has ended in unmitigated disaster. 

Clear-headed and wise-reasoning Senator HOAR says: 
My opinion is, that if the United States acquire the Philippine Islands, to 

govern them as a subject or vassal state, the destruction of the American 
Republic will date from the administration of William .McKinley. 

Then, too, there is the utterance of President McKinley in a 
message sent to this body within the last twelve months, and one 
which is a strange and striking commentary on proceedings now 
taking place and conditions sought to be fastened upon this coun
try by a band of conspirators: 

I speak not of forcing annexationt for that can not be thought of. That by 
our code of morality would be crimmal aggression. 

These are but a few of the danger signals raised before us, but 
they present truths that it were well for this country to heed, even 
if they do emphasize the utter inconsistency of the Republican 
party. The good of our country is at stake, and should be con
sidered, whatever may be the result to the coterie directing the af
fairs of the Administration. Presidents come and go, and are soon 
forgotten, but the country remains, and all legislation should be 
for the preservation of its liberties and tho perpetuity of its free 
institutions. 

The Republican policy of expansion, that of extending our Gov
ernment over distant provinces inhabited by an entirely different 
race, a race of savage and semi-civilized people, means a govern
ment by force of an unwilling people, " criminal aggression" in 
reality, and the necessary enlargement of our standing Army. 
The first call is for 100,000 mon; but when these are scattered in 
the various parts of the globe there will come tho call for more, 
and again the Army must needs be strengthened and increased. 
How will we secure the men to fill the demand? J.n the light of 
the disclosures and reve1ations macle of the conduct of this last 
war, the treatment of tbs privato soldiers, the subordination of 
their welfare and comfort to the greed and profit of heartless con
tractors and inefficient officials at the head of important depart
ments, given their authority by this Administration on the principle 
of toadyism and favoritism-in the face of all this, thero would be 
but a tardy response to a call for volunteers, ancl a system of con
scription would lJe forced upon our country to raise the required 
levy. 

W here will they be needed? Surely not in Porto Rico. A few 
hundred troops will bo amply sufficient for that vassal isle of ours. 
Not in Cuba, for those who are best po3ted in the internal affairs of 
Cuba inform us that 10,000 of our troops are more than enough to 
insure the speedy formation of a "stablo government" in Cuba. 
Shall they be sent to the Philippines? If they go there tq forcibly 
annex that island territory, it is truo they must go in force and re
main there for years, subject to all the deteriorating influences of 
the worst phases of the hell of war. The history of English troops 
in these tropical stations, among half-civilized races, has been one 
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of the most awful and terrible <l.egradation of their moral, ·phys
ical~ and social conditions. To send the gallant troops of America 
to those climes would be to send them to the fountain head of 
physical corruption and vice, which would communicate its evil 
resul ts to the third and fourth generations. But this is not the 
true reason. These additional men are not needed abroad. Be
fore the war with Spain our Regular Army consisted of some 
28,000 men, and was amply sufficient to protect every interest in 
all ourvast domain ; and surelytwice that many men arenot hon
estly needed to assist the people in territory no greater than 
Texas to form a' stable" government. 

There is an ulterior motive in the minds of those who are plan
ning all this, 'and urging upon the AdministTation expansion as an 
argument for a large standing Army. The liberties of the people 
are endangered; the foundations of our Government are being as
sa,iled; deep mines are laid to encompass the downfall of the Re
public. The annexation of the island of Sardinia to the Republic 
of Rome was the first act in the downfall and destruction of the 
Republic, and marked the beginning of the Empire. The annex
ation of the Philippines gives the conspirators the opportunity to 
ask for a large standing Army, to be used as the nucleus of a mil
itary despotism. As an ontering wedge, the Executive now has 
and seeks to prolong a military government in all our vassal and 
occupied territory abroad, while the Seci·etary of War takes upon 
himself the parceling out of rights, grants, privileges, and fran
chises with all the independence of a military dictator. 

Soon we will have a horde of hired professional soldiers, perhaps 
recruited from the savage tribes among the Filipinos, wholly out 
of sympathy with the American people and American interest.e, 
at the behest of the bosses; there will be the gradual restriction 
and the final abolition of the elective franchise by the employ
ment of Federal bayonets at the polls; the complete subjugation 
of labor, the suppression of unions or labor organizations, the 
complete disregard of constitutional rights, and a government 
without the consent of the governed. All this is in their plan; 
and then follows the full military dictatorship, the Republic per
ishes, the empire is enthroned, while the syndicates rejoice and 
profit by the possession of gain their ill-begotten schemes have 
brought to them. [Applause.] 

For expansion, on their terms, they bring into play glittering 
generalities, catch phrases, and fine words, but utterly ignoro plain 
i1ractical argument. 

They propose to annex and bring into our domain and as part of 
our dominion over 8,000,000 Malays and Negritos, races wholly 
alien and incapable of assimilation with om· race and form of 
government. Throughout all the years of our history we have 
prnclaimed our right to the title of being the land of the free, the 
refuge of the downtrodden, the asylum for the oppressed of every 
clime, and to our shores have come English, Irish, French, Ger
man, Jew and Gentile, Greek and barbarian, from nearly every 
land, but when have we ever had any immigration from the 
Philippines? When have any of the lusty sons of Luzon or Min
danao displayed their Ada.mite forms on Americas soil, except 
perchance as they may have disported on the gay Midway during 
the World's Fair? 

What folly to think of Americanizing these cannibalistic sea 
isfanders. And unless they were brought into full understand
ing and comprehension of our institutions and an appreciation of 
the beneficent results attendant upon their preservation, it would 
be suicidal policy on our part to bring them in. Why are these 
Republican schemers so anxious now for annexation? Let rue 
recall how, in days past, Canad.a, Mexico, Yucatan, Cuba, Hayti, 
and San Domingo knocked at our door for admission into our 
Union or annexation as provinces, and the Republican party said 
them "nay." Let me remind you how for years you have faced 
the immigration question, and insisted that there shall not come 
to our shores from civilized Caucasian Europe any who can not 
read a few lines of our Constitution, and now propose to open 
wido your arms and admit with loving embrace and make citi
zens of the wild and nakecl savages of the Orient. 

This nation, with all its glory and grand achievements, has not 
yet learnecl how to deal with the race question within the con
fines of our present territory. Our conduct toward the Ameri
can Indian shows this. The hundred years of our treatment of 
them has .fittingly been characterized as a" century of dishonor," 
and our" humanitarian" policy has reduced their number from 
a score of millions to less than a quarter of a million, while in 
Alaska, another place where our humanitarian process has beon 
in operation but comparatively a few years, but a feeble remnant 
of a once flourishing native population remains. Then take the 
negro race. We have not learned the alpha of our duties toward 
them, or the beginning of the solution of the problem their pres
ence among us creates. Faulty and blamable as the Democratic 
party may be in this respect, its record gleams in tmow-white 
purity when contrasted with the hypocrisy, the systematic be
trayal of trust and base ingratitude of the Republican party to
ward that race. 

If, then, this nation has so completely failed in its duty to its 

wards and fellow-citizens at home, what can we expect it to accom
plish in the uplifting of thrice their number who are po~sessed of 
not one-third their natural endowment and civilization? 

The expansionists speak of destiny, and a Providence that opens 
the way to the salvation of the heathen in the "isles of the sea," 
forgetting or ignoring the grander opportunity for their mission
ary zeal afforded by the ''heathen nearer home." They hurl their 
taunts at patriotic citizez:.s who do not see tho leading of "mani
fegt cl es tiny "in crooked schemes, or believe that Di vine Providence 
has revealed His plans to a band of corrupt political conspirators. 
They ask if we wish our country to .remain a "hermit" ancl an 
"isolated" nation, and then declare" we are coming to our own; 
we are stretching out our hands for what nature meant should be 
ours; we are taking our proper rank among the nations of the 
earth." 

What senseless bombast; how false ancl utterly misleading! If 
we should become a hermit or isolated nation, it would simply bo 
for the reason th:::.t we st?ucl so much the higher, on so much 
superior a plane than any other nation that t here would be none 
that could rank in the same c1ass with us. [Applause.] The 
United States a hermit nation! From the uttermost parts of the 
earth there comes to our domain people to do us homage and pay 
us tribute. Science, art, manufacture, commercial enterprise, 
all havo from our land dominated conditions evorywhere. Our 
political influence is recognized whereve1' there is a gov-ernmont 
on the face of the globe. 

"Coming to our own, and taking what nature meant should 
be ottrs." When were the Philippines ever-0ur own? By what 
manner of descent do we come into them as a heritage? By what 
right do we acquire title? Not by conquest, for we have neither· 
conquered thorn nor have we the right to do so, for it was most 
solemnly proclaimed that this was not a war of conquest, but of 
humanity, so that, in keeping with the pronouncements of this 
Administration and its friends, we can not take them by con
quest, and even as a matter of fact, we have not captured or 
conquer~d them. Dewey with his _fleet remains at Maniln., tied 
up by cable instructions from vacillating Washington, and the 
control by American power extends no farther than the guns of 
Dewey's fleet will carry. Spain can not give us a clear title, for 
her own title rested on no good tenure. It is only by the most 
oxaggeratecl development of the Darwinian theo1·y that there 
could be found a conception to serve as the foundation for this 
crazy freak of a notion, and -0ur only c1aim to a title comes to us 
through our relationship by the remote -but common origin of 
species. If nature intended the Philippines to be ours, why were 
theyplanted 7,500 miles away, instead of at our shores? Outnpon 
such foolish assumptions. [Applause.J 

We are told by these leaders, these syndicate bankers, that 
American commorce needs new markets, and only expansion of 
territory in the direction of :M:alaydom can open new markets for 
us. In what way can American control of these islands create 
trade for us? The people there are not people who would buy 
anything of us. Oompn.rethem with civilized folk. Canad.a, last 
yea-r, with o,000~000 population, bought over $85,600,000 of our 
goods, while the whole oceanic archipelago, including the Philip
pines, with over 20,000,000 inhabitants, bought of us $162,44G of 
our products and manufactures. If we want to extend our trade 
and open new markets by the annexation process let us proceed 
on a common-sense basis and annex .first Canada, and then take 
in everything from ''Greenland's icy .mountains" to-Patagonia's 
rocky shores. . 

We cannot ship the products of om farms to Manila, even using 
that as a base of supplies for China and Japan, for the freight 
charges are so high that it would be impossible for the American 
farmer to compete successfully with the farmer of Australin. or 
India. Last year the records show we purchased from the Philip
pines $4,982,857. Now, contrast this with the increasod cost of 
maintaining a. large standing Army, the swelling of the pension 
roll, all the added expense of the Navy, and the civil administra
tion list, and tell me, Where is the gain? Against the imperial 
Republican doctrine of expansion, the head of the ln.rgest iron 
manufacturing concern in the world and the largest exporter of 
goods in the United States says: "I know that the acquiring of 
the Philippines would be detrimental to commercial expansion." 
We have no need, however, of enlarging our borders. Mr. Car
negie says: 

Without distant possessions the Republic, solid, compact, s:i.fe from the 
zone of war disturbance, has captured the world's markets for many products 
o.nd only needs a continuance of peaceful conditions to have tho industrial 
world o.t its feet. 

It is admitted by the advocates of expansion that peaceful con
ditions will nop prevail, but that we would more than likely be
come involved in war. Already there is ta1k of the" next great 
war." It is urged th.at we must mix in tho turbulent conditions 
of the East in order that we may take our proper rank among 
the nations of the earth; that we must let the people of this colm
try feel the advancing waves and be swept into the eddying cur
rents of direst want and woe, in which the Old World has b60n 
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tossed and whirled for ages. I for one do not want such to be 
the doom of my countrymen. I am opposed to entanglement or 
alliance with any other nation, and no one denies that we would 
be compelled to form alliances with some of the powers of the 
East if we enter upon this imperialistic plan of colonial expan
sion, and compelled to share in international complications. 

A few years ago, when the Democratic party was laboring for 
tariff reform and seeking to proyide a system of revenue that 
would have permitted a degree of prosperity to have become a 
reality in our country, the Republicans shouted that we were 
copying English free trade, and England was held up as a buga
boo to frighten voters away from the Democratic party. But for 
years the hand that has pulled the strings and moved Republican 
puppets has been an English h and, and to-day it is because the 
English head of the syndicate prompts the move that the Repub
lican is favoring expansion. 

We as a nation do not want any alliance with, nor do the people 
wish to be used as a catspaw of, England. The diplomacy of 
Englai::id has always been against American interests and against 
the true welfare of this country. 

Scarce a generation ago, during our civil war, to go no further 
back, England, as in all her history, was against the Union and 
did all in her power without open declaration, to effect our ruin. 
In her shipyards were fitteil out cruisers to prey upon and destroy 
our commerce; blockade runners carried arms, ammunition, and 
supplies to the South, and while in this way assisting it, at the 
same time robbed it of the stores of cotton raised on its soil. No 
alliance with a nation whose entire history has been in entire 
keeping and perfect accord with her conduct toward us while we 
were still British colonies! To-day the dealings of England with 
Ireland are sufficient to justify our intervention on humanitarian 
grounds. No; let us have no alliance with any nation. Let us 
hold fast to the admonition of Washington and not "quit our 
own to stand on foreign ground." England is anxious -that we 
annex the Philippines so that she may hold o>er us the threat that 
if we do not yield to her commercial demands, she will take 
these islands away from us or compel us to fight. 

Beware of the hungry lion 
'Vb.en ever he speaks you w ell; 

His words are fair, at the m outh of his lair, 
And as smooth as the r oad to h ell. 

Bu~ h is !leeds are dark and dastard, 
And his thoughts are of his m aw; 

And his chops dip r ed with the blood he's shed, 
And greed is his only law. 

The Democratic party has ever advocated the doctrine of "no 
entangling alliances with foreign powers," it has always been the 
party of high and noble principle, and is to-day the party standing 
for the interests of the people, and I am standing on Democratic 
i1rinciples when I declare that imperialistic expansion is repug
nant and abhorrent to true Americanism. 

We need no colonies. There are countless acres in every State 
of the Union undeveloped. Within an hour's ride of this Capitol 
there is room for a thousand more farmers to bring under subjec
tion idle and unimproved ground, and between the two oceans 
lies an enormous territory, whose natural resources are unequaled, 
and capable of supporting the entire population of the civilized 
world. 

According to the census of 1850 there were then 180,528,000 
acres of unimproved land embraced within farms in the United 
States. In 1890 there were 265,601,864. This does not include 
wlld land. At the rate that land bas been cultivated for the 
past forty years, it would take two hundred years for the land 
fenced in as farms in the United States to be cultivated as closely 
as the land in Porto Rico is now. 

Taking a dozen countries, we have a population to the square 
mile as follows: 
Sa xony ---- - - ---- ----- - ---- ---- ---- ------ ---- -------- · ·· --- -- -- -- ---------- ·- -- 605 
B9lgium -- ---- - - -- -- - ----- ------ - ----- - ----- ·----- ---- _ ---·-- _ ------ ------ -- - --- 551 

a~w ~~·~:~-==== ::::: ::::: :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::: ====== ==== ==== ========= ~ig 
Prussia-------------------·------------ - ----- ------··----·--------- ________ -·-- 223 
P orto Rico ____ --------------- -----------·- · -------- ----·------------- -- ------ _ 212 
Austria-- -- - --- ---- ---- -------- ____ ---- ---- ---- ____ ---- -- -------- ___ ______ .. --- 206 

ni~:~~; = ===~: ==:::: ::::~: :: ==~===============::;::::: ====== ====== === == = =: == 
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This shows that the Philippines already support a population 
three times as dense as that of the United States, and that we 
have no surplus population that we n eed an outlet for, and we 
have abundant room without annexing foreign acres to cultivate. 
Let us develop our own land, open the mines, t ill the farms, start 
the mills and shops closed by the blighting policy of the Repub
lican party, which is now preaching imperial expanaion. IE we 
do this, we will have in addition to the foreign market, the foreign 
trade we can scarcely satisfy now, an increased and enlarged 
home market, and we shall find in this fair land of ours the best 
and grandest spot on earth for the employment of our capital and 
labo1·. 

The leaders among the laboring people in their conventions and 
deliberative as3emblies have ranged themselves against expansion 
as being opposed to their interests. These are the men who rep
resent the American laborer, po"ssessing the intelligence an<l rec
ognizing the wants of a high civilization, and ready at all times 
to join hands with that commercial enterprise which would lead 
us to and maintain us in t~e business supremacy of the globe. 

The Central Labor Umon of New York thus puts itself on 
record: 

Resolved, Tha t w o are opposed by every m eans within the Constitution to 
the p oliqy of imperialism and expansion b eyond the limit s of this con t inent 
and t ho islan ds t hat ar e within i~s natural and legiti;na to spher e of influence, 
and every other form of ex p an sion e>erywh ere n ot m strict accord wi th the 
Declaration of In depen dence. * * * 

Resol ved, 'l'ha t w e indor se the preserva tion of the wise and time·attested 
p olicy of George W ashing ton of avoiding all entan gling alliances with Euro
p ea.n po;:vers..i..and especially all a lliances or undertakings looking t o joint 
action wi~h ~ngland , t)la t m ight involve the Unit ed Stat es in t erritorial, 
commercial , or oth er disputes be tw een power s of the Old World. 

The laboring people of my own district are opposed to expansion. 
l\fy mail is full of protests, indivi<lually and in collective bodies. 
Union No. 79, the Cigar Makers' Union of America, at Sandusky 
Ohio, adopted these resolutions: ' 

. W e d o most emphatically protest against the annexation of the Philip
pmos. W e are op posed to any for eign expan sion policy, b elieving in self
government and agains t any acquisition of n ew t erritory. 

The interests of every American industry are in direct antag
onism to the annexation of the Philippines. There is no sentiment 
in trade; people buy and sell where they can do the best. Trade 
does not follow the flag. The shrieking of silly, addle-pated indi
viduals about commerce and the flag going hand in hand betrays 
the ignoramus who knows nothing of the methods of commerce. 
The trade of nations is the same as the trade of individuals, and 
goes where it can obtain the greatest advantage and profit. Wild 
talk about the flag does not indicate any special degree of patriot
ism, and the declarations made that the flag will never be hauled 
down where it bas once been raised excite the smile of pity from 
those conversant with the history of our country and its flag. On 
the opening day of this year of our Lord the Stars and 8tripes 
were raised at Havana, and for several months our flag has floated 
over Santiago, and yet by the solemn pledge of this Government 
it must be hauled down when Cuba has a '' stable" government, 
and there are a score of instances in our history where Old Glory 
has been raised and hauled down again. 

It swings to the breeze at Manila at the masthead of Dewey's 
ship and over the barracks of our troops, but there will bo no stab1, 
no dishonor to it if it should leave those waters, flying over the 
heads of our soldiers and marines as they come back to their nativo 
shores. I do not want the flag to stay there. I prefer to ha>e the 
American ~ag-the flag of my country, the flag for which I fought, 
the flag which stands the emblem of hope and freedom, the ban
ner of a united people-I prefer rather to see that flag float over 
my native land, where its pure folds may be kissed by the soft 
breezes of liberty, rather than have it stained by raising it as the 
insignia of the slave driver's power over savage slaves! [Ap
plause.] 

The test of civilization is the substitution of law for war, courts 
for brute strength, right for might; and what a travesty on civili
zation, on all law, justice, and right is the assumption of our sov
ereignty over 10,000,000 people whose consent we have not secured, 
or even asked, when our own Government is founded on the prin
ciple that" all government should derive its just power from tho 
consent of the £SOVerned." It is time that the Declaration of Inde
pendence should be rer~ad and st~di~d by some of our people. It 
lS true that the Repubbcan party m its latter-day policy and prac
tice pays not the slightest attention to the interest of tho people. 
It has wandered away from the ideas and principles upon which 
it was founded, and directs all legislation along the lines of sub
serviency to the dictates of organized avarice and greed. For 
years it has sought to bring about the centralization of power in 
the hands of the Federal Govern'rnen t . In 1868 there was started 
in the city of New York a paper called The Imperialist, through 
which advocates of this scheme for the destruction and overthrow 
of democratic institutions might give expression to their views and 
rally those in sympathy with them. 

For a while it worked independently, but at last suspended, 
giving as its reason that "owing to the love of the people for the 
Constitution , the Imperialists could accomplish their designs bet
ter through the Republican party," anu the Republicans havo 
continually shown that such is the object at which they are aiming. 

They have sought to maintain a Federal force around the ballot 
box and thus prevent the free expression of the will of the people 
at the polls: they tampered with the courts and. prostituted justice 
to base ends and. the subversion of the rights of American labor; 
they ha>e placed the burden of taxation upon the shoulders of 
the poor and the working classes, absolving the corporations and 
the wealth of the nation from bearing their just share; they robbed 
the people of their money and doubled the load of indebtedness 
under which the nation already groaned . . 
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The per capita expense of government depends upon the density 

of population, and is greater in sparsely settled countries than in 
those that are thickly settled. - When the United States was 
sparsely settled, the expenditures for Federal purposes varied from 
$1.35 per capita to $2.20, which was the- highest point reached 
prior to 1860. As our country increased in population the ex
penditures, instead of decreasing, increased, until now, with the 
most economical administration of affairs, it requires $5 per capita, 
while the average is above that sum. The per capita expenses of 
tho United States are already in excess of those of any other na
tion. The German Empire, including the municipal expenses, 
has a per capita of $5.90; the British Empire, including colonial 
expenses, $2.97; Russia, $'J.75; Mexico, $3.85; Japan, $1.60; Aus
tria has $1.51; Portugal, 81.08; China has only 19 cents, while the 
United States has a Federal expense of $5, and including State 
expenditures mounts up to $14.10 per capita. 

By the extravagance and abuses that have crept into the admin
istration of public affairs under Republican management the peo
ple of the United States are taxed from three to four times more 
heavily than the people of any other government. The masters 
of the Republican party dictated tho nomination of their candi
date for President, and by the expenditure of a vast corruption 
fund, reaching into millions, by bribery, coercion, and fraud, 
they elected him. They saw in this war an opportunity to further 
enrich themselves, and they kept back the declaration, retarded 
its conclusion until their plans were perfected, and now, under 
cover of the war necessities and results, seek to fasten upon this 
country a standing army of from 100,000 men to no one knows 
how many more, and their tools and organs all over the land cry 
out against anyone who dares to call a halt or suggest a doubt as 
to the ex~diency or wisdom of the measure, and denounce them 
as traitors and maniacs. [Applause. l 

All through the campaign of 1898 Republican speakers and the 
parrot R epublican press boiled over with the maudlin stock 
phrases, ':Stand by the President,"" Hold up the hands of the 
Administration," and the same cries are now rjnging through 
the land. We are willing and ready at all times to stand by the 
President whenever he will declare a policy, if it is right and is 
on the side of the patriot and freeman. We are willing to help 
hold up the hands of the Administration, but we want him to 
turn the open palm of his band in friendship toward the American 
people, not with clenched fist to strike down their interests. Let 
him be open and frank toward the people; let him declare his 
policy in regard to the Philippines; and if in harmony with prin
ciples of right and justice, we will stand by him and hold up bis 
hancls as long as his most ardent supporter in the land. 

We do not, however, propose to sacrifice our independence as 
R epresentatives, members of a coordinate branch of the Govern 
ment, or crawl in obsequious or abject slavery at the behest and 
dictation of the masters of this Administration. We have the 
right on this question to ask, Can we afford it? The annexation 
of the Philippines, the establishment of a colon'ial system with our 
Republic, is used as an argument for the need of a large standing 
army. It would increase our per capita tax. With our already 
large pension list, it would cost for our military establishment 
over $295,000,000 per annum, even without taking into considera-
tion the Navy expenses. _ 

In addition to this we would bs forced to the assumption of over 
$8,000,000 of Spanish bonds issued for the improvement of Manila 
Harbor. In 1892 the Spanis.h debt was funded, and to guarantee 
the payment of that debt the resources of all her colonies were 
pledged, and the proportion of the Philippines was over $8,000,000. 
We have declared our position on this question. When Mr. 
Adams was Secretary of State, August 10, 1818, he instructed Mr. 
Everett: 

Noprinciple of international lawca.n be more clearly established than this, 
that the rights nnd obligations of a nation in regard to other states are inde
pendent of its internal revolutions of government. It extends oven to tbe 
case of conquest. ·rhe ~onquerors who reduce a nation to their sub.iection 
receive it subject to all its enga~ements and duties toward others, tho ful
fillment of which then becomes their own duty. 

: Article VII of the Paris treaty provides: "The United States will 
adjudicate and settle the claims of its citizens against Spain re
linquished in this article." Under this clause for damages to per
sonal property alone the United States has assumed a liability of 
$100,000,000. If t>pain could be whipped about three times on the 
same terms, she would be free from debt and could resume her 
former grandeur. About three more such victories would make 
our public debt greater than it has ever been in the history of our 
n ation. Spain receives directly $120,000,000 and probably $430,-
000,000 more on the bonds, and virtually but two battles were 
fought. 

Now, we have to bear a tariff law, a "protective" tariff, whfoh 
is producing- even in these days of boasted "prosperity" an in
creasing deficit each month-a tariff which its friends make no 
pretensions of its bringing in sufficient revenues upon a peace 
basis and without a colonv. What will be the result with in
creased expenditures and decreasing importations, and decreased 

receipts at the custom-house? It will furce our Renublican 
friends to the adoption of the "unconstitutional" income tax. 
We have also the policy or suggestion from this Republican 
Administration of an "open door," that all nations shall be 
entitled to an equal chance to the trade of these islands, while our 
Constitution provides that there shall be uniformity in excises, 
imposts, and duties everywhere within the domain of the United 
States. 

We also have to consider the objection of the Filipinos to our 
sovereignty. A peculiar situation is 'Qefore us. The insurgents 
of Luzon havo an organized government; its armies have been in 
actual warfare against Spain; thousands of prisoners have been 
taken and are now held; cities have been besieged and Spanish 
troops compelled to surrender. Now, in direct violation of tP,e 
Constitution, with unwarranted usurpation of power and author
ity, the President steps within the exclusive province of Congress 
and directs our Army and Navy to make war upon this Philippine 
government, a government de facto, no matter how crude or in
complete. This, though, is in perfect keeping with the t enets of 
the Republican party ever since the present leaders thereof ob
tained recognition in its counsels through the death of patriotic 
statesmen who once were at its head. The Philippines, the Ha
waiians, and the Cubans are to be trampled under foot by the ad
ministration of HANNA, Alger, and others, carrying out the dictates 
of the Republican lords; the Spanish-Cuban bondholders are to 
be placed in charge, and the Spanish yoke exchanged for Repub- . 
lican chains, under guise of military law and beneath the Ameri
can flag. [Applause.] The Army of the United States will be 
used to enforce the carrying out of these schemes, and the stalwart 
sons of America will be drafted to do police duty and act as tax 
collectors in the fever-infected climes, and the expense will be 
gathered from the sweat and toil of American labor. 

The anti-American, unpatriotic syndicates controlling t.he Re
publican party govern and direct the actions of its members, as 
was shown when, by an indelicate exposure of the o·peration of 
his mind, one of their oracles exclaimed, "You may stand by the 
law if you will, but I prefer to stand by the friends who stOod by 
me;'' and so whatever this gigantic combination of syndicates 
that stood by them by contributing their millions to the success 
of the Republican party and the election of its candidate as Presi
dent-whatever this octopus directs the Republican partisans are 
ready to stand by and uphold. 

They seek, however, by glib, high-sounding phrases to deceive 
the people. "l\1ilitary government," "commercial expansion," 
"manifest destiny," "lifting Old Glory a little higher," "the 
ways of Providence "-these are expressions they roll like a sweet 
morsel under their tongues to conceal their schemes, but-

In vain they call old notions fudge, 
And givo to sin some other name; 

The Ton Commandments will not budge, 
And stealing is stealing just the same. 

And that is exactly what the Republican policy means, the whole
sale plundering of the colonies abroad and the robbing of the Re
public at home. It was officially announced some years ago by 
one high in Republican councils that "the Ten Commandments 
have no place in politics," and in perfect accord with that state~ 
ment has been tbe Republican course, until it has laid its hands on 
as many rights of the people as it could grasp, has ignored the 
Constitution, and· enthroned treason. [Applause.] 

Let me repeat a few sentences that perchance have been . lost 
sight of by some of the rabid friends of the Administration. Let 
me cull a few choice extracts from what was hailed by the same 
expansionists as the \visest and most patriotic document ever 
emanating from the executive department. 

In his message to Congress April 11, 1898, President McKinley 
asked for the use of the Army and Navy" to secure full and final 
termination of hostilities between the Government of Spain and 
the people of Cuba," for "it is especially our duty, for it is right 
at our doors," and the maintenance of neutral relations "entails 
on this Government an enormous expense;" therefore, "in the 
name of humanity, in the name of civilization, in behalf of en
dangered American interests, which give us the right to speak 
and to act, the war in Cuba must stop." These are the ce·ntral 
thoughts, the keynote of that message. Search it throwih and 
through, and you will find only Cuba mentioned. Very fow, in
deed, are there in all this land who believe that President Mc
Kinley ever desired to see Cuba free. Forced to action by the 
spontaneous demand of a great and patriotic people, he sent his 
message, but all through the history of those days, and between 
the lines of that message, was revealed his desire for Spanish au
tonomy in Cuba; but it was all Cuba, and all in the interest of 
hum~Tlity. Never a word of the isles across the sea or of con
quest. 

Now, how reads the declaration of war? "That the Govern
ment of Spain at once relinquish its authority and government in 
the island of Cuba, and withdi"aw its land and naval forces from 
Cuba and Cuban waters." And in the final summing up of the 
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resolutions~ which wer~ to lay before the nations of the earth the 
solemu purposes of this Government, we declared: "That the 
United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to ex
ercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island, ex
cept for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination~ 

· wllen that is accomplished, to leave the go\'ernment and control 
of fue island to its people." 

That was the official act and declaration of this the highest 
legislative body of the nation, and it stands unaltered and un
changed in any of its wording to-day. 

It would seem that om Republican friends have either very 
short memory or seek to read new meaning into the English 
ln.ngunge. This was a great humanitarian conflict with the ob.i~ct 
to expel the Spaniards from Cuba, and yet, before a single soldier 
was started for Cuba from our shores, an army, fully equipped, 
was sent by Presi<lent McKinley on a mission of conquest 10,000 
miles away to the Philippines. Again, even after the peace pro
tocol was signed, under the orders of the Chief Executive, the 
Commander in Chief of our Army and Navy, another army wa.s 
sent to l\fanilit. What for? Not to fight Spain, not to freo Cuba, 
not "in the name of humanity, in the name of civilization, in be
half of endangered American interests;" no, but to drive from 
dominion native insurgents who, under General Aguinaldo, were 
fighting Spain for their liberty and the permanence of their estab
lishecl government. 

Neyer was there a more monumental betrayal of national trust, 
placing the United States before the world as a conscienceless 
liar and grasping thief. He had no more right to send an army 
against the Filipinos than he had to send troops to Ireland. The 
declaration of war gave us no right to interfere with these insur
gents. How about the peace protocol? Listen to the only pro
vision of that document relating to the Orient. It is Article III: 

The United States will occupy and r etain the city and b:i.y of San .Juan de 
Porto Rico, and the port of Manila, pending a treaty oe -peace, which shall 
determine the control and form of government of the Philippines. 

Let me say right here that all the talk of this having been a 
war for humanity is the veriest sham and hypocrisy. It was a 
war for revenge and castigation. We whipped Spain, and it was 
om· right then as victors to dictate terms and demand reparation 
and a war indemnity. rApplause.] 

But the scheming bana of conspirators, the holders of Spanish 
bonds, who stand so near the seat of power in this Government, 
they who are the Warwicks, the" power behind the throne,'' dic
tated and controlled the affairs of state from the inauguration of 
this Administration down through all the hell of war, through 
the sittings of the Peace Commission at Paris and down to the 
present time, so manipufated that only their own interests were 
conseryed. U-mler direction and in obedience to their orders, it 
was declared to be a war for humanity, and we were estopped 
from demanding indemnity; but where, in all tho records, in mes
eag~, resolutions, or protocol, is there a word or syllable relative 
to or permitting the United States to pay ~ri indemnity? 

Why should we pay out $20,000,000 for tho Philippines, and 
especially why pay it to Spain? If the islands were the property 
of Spain to dispose of, we came into possession of them by virtue 
of conquest. But Spain had no power to dispose of them, and the 
high-priced Peace Commission of PaTis had not one iota, not the 
least scintilla of a shadow of right, power, or authority to bind 
this Government to the payment of a single penny or peseta for 
any territory, Cuba, Porto Rico, or tho Philippines. That com
m ission of five Americans and five Spaniards was the outcome of a 
provision in that protocol which was ~spired by the h<:>lders ?f 
the $400,000,000 Spanish Cuban bonds, and future generations will 
hold the American members of that commission in just execra
tion as the betrayers of their country. [Applause.] 

These imperial expansionists now arise and with uplifted han<ls 
and streaming eyes ask, "What can we do?"-meaning,What can 
we do to recoup ourselves for this $20,000,000 paid out? and also, 
How can wo get rid of the Philippines if we do not keep them? In 
the first place, we ha\'e not as yet paid out our $20,000,000, and thero 
is no reason or obligation, moral or legal, why wo should, and we 
will do so, if we do at all, only because thegodlessgroedof hybrid 
bondholders, without nationality, honor, or patriotfom, heart, or 
soul, dictates the policy of the Republici:m party. How shall we 
get rid of tbem? As yet we do not actually have them, and will 
not unless imperial ukase and edict goes forth that the price must 
be paid and the foul bargn.in consummated. 

It would harmonize with the commercialized politics of the day, 
as representod by Republican leaders, to put them on the bargain 
counter or auction table and sell them to competing nations, or 
perchance compel the Philippine Islanders topurcbasa the liborty 
they have already won. But the best thing to do is to say to Agui
naldo and other rcpresontatiye leaders, '' Yve are going to get out 
of hero; go ahead and establish your go\'ornment; take your lib
erty and make the best of it; we will not force upon you any 
'military government' extending over ten or fifteen years, or until 
thct favored syndicates can obtain full control of all !aluable fran-

chises and privileges in your islands; we intend to be consistent, 
honest, and patriotic; we will do as President l\foKinley promised 
he would do by Cuba, 'leave the control of the islands to the peo
ple therein.'" 

What higher glory could there be than in takinO' this manly, 
straightforward, and Christian course? Let them alone, keep our 
money, and save what little of honor there is left to us out of the 
whole infamous deal at Paris. There is no occasion for hysterics 
about turning them oyer to Spain. No one proposes such a 
com·se. We could not if wo would. Spain could not hold control 
of them forty-eight hours if our Army and Na'vy were removed. 
Let them go and take care of themsol ves. To keep them wou1d "en
tail on this Government an enormous expense," and "it is (not ) 
especially our duty, for they are (not) right at our door." Let 
them alone. It is not incumbent upon us to look after them. 
Duty to no high principle demands our interference. There never 
comes to any nation the obHgation to perform any duty the per
formance of which fo impossible of r ealization. 

If it is our duty to take these islands and impose upon ourselves 
and om· posterity an enormous, grievous burden for the sake of 
their redemption and civilization, then it js just as strongly our 
duty to open up business as the ecave:ngers of the world, and in
terfere with the domestic relations of the Hottentots, the Kaffirs , 
the Hindoos, the unspeakable Turk, and everywhere on the globe 
wherever a human heart may be that is bowed down with oppres
sion, woe, misery, ignorance. or barbarism. 

No! We have not these islands now, and to say that we must 
take them as the only resort left is simply begging the question . 
We are not in the slightest degree :responsible for the condition of 
the Filipinos, morally, legally, or otherwise. They were strug
gling for liberty Jong before Dewey entered Manila's harbor and 
vanquished t he Spanish squadron there, and now, thanks, indeed, 
to Dewey's guns, they h ave t heir freedom from Spain. 

If we remain there, we stay for their reenslavement. Let them 
alone; give them a chance, an opportunity to build up a stable 
government of their own. D0ing this, we will secure their friem1-
ship and gratitude; and if we desire their trade we will secure 
more of it than would come to us under the proposed'' open-door" 
policy of this Administration, and if we want a coaling station, 
they will gladly give it to us. But perchance this plan would not 
afford the syndicates opportlmity to reach in and filch from the 
Treasury to their heart's content. "Ah, there's the rub!" · [Ap-
plause.] . 

It is not Providence, it is not the condition of the Philippine 
Islanders, it is not our country's needs that demand the creation 
of a large standing army. Itia the domination of the imperialists 
in tho R epublican party, who seek their own aggrandizement at 
the cost of the destruction of the Republic. 

As at the outset I saic.1, I do not believe that the simple annexa
tion of the Philippines would be our ruin, but the success of the 
conspiracy of which that is ono of the moves would bring about 
its downfall. The conscience of the people is sought to be de
bauched, the character of the nation undermined, the defenses of 
virtue and justice weakened, an imperial oligarchy created and 
maintained by force, and freedom doomed. God grant that the 
sight of tl.ie people may be loosed, their eyes opened to the great 
danger that lies before them; that truth and reason, justice and 
right speedily prevail, and our beloved country go forward on its 
triumphant course, maintaining in her proud supremacy "that 
this nation, under God, shall have a new birth of freedom, and 
that government of the people, by the people, and 'for the people 
shall not perish from the earth." [Applause.] 

Mr. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Missomi [Mr. 
Ronn] . 

Mr. ROBB. 1\Ir. Chairman, I am opposed to the whole plan and 
purpose for the reorganization and increase of the Army. 

I am opposed to it, first, because it is the development of a new 
system, unnecessary in my opinion, which will largely increase 
the expenses of cur Government and the taxes of those who can 
lea.st afford to bear its increased burden. ' 

Any 1rnw departure involving an increased expenditure of public 
money should bo supported by the soundest reason and justified 
by unavoidable public necessity. Any additional burdens im
posed upon tlle people, whether in the form of taxation or other
wise, should emanate from the highest conceptions and consid
erations of public interest and public good. Especially should 
this bo so when tho proposition carries with it the expenditure of 
hundreds of millions of dollars annually, a direct charge upon tho 
resources of our country, and which in time will be augmented 
'ratller than diminished. 

If there were no other objections to the measure than the enor
mous cost which i t will entail; if there were no other objections 
to a large stand.ing army than the one of e.x:penso, this, in my judg
ment, is sufficient n.t this time to warrant the rejection of this 
bill. The national necessities um1 national duties are not com
mensurable with the incronse<l bur<lens which it will impose. The 
new responsibilities which we should assume as a result of the 
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war can be mot and the public safety guaranteed without thus 
menacing the liberties of our own people. 

I am willing to admit that if we are, as an outgrowth of the war, 
to enter npun and become committed to a policy of imperialism; 
if we aro to a~sume responsibilities foreign to the declared pur
poses of that war as well as to the fundamental principles of 
our Government; if we are to establish the colonial system and 
maintain it, the occasions will not be infrequent when we will 
neeJ. the sorvicos of a lmndred thousand men in arms and of 
possibly more. But I have indulged the hope that public opinion, 
the builder and wrecker of political fortunes, may become so 
aroused and the voice of popular disapproval so pronounced as to 
turn from thefr macl purpose those who would launch us upon a 
course the end of which and good of which no man can foretell 
and the most far-seeing can not foresee. 

If tho original arnl fundamental principles of the Government 1 

are adhered to and the counsels and high purposes of its founders 
obEer..-ed, we aro absolutely sec~re; in fact, more secure without 
than ·with an increase in the Regular Army. If this bill becomes 
a law, it is estimated in the report of the minority of the Com
mittee on Military Affairs that it will cost the people annually 
$150,000,000. If it costs this much, and I have no doubt but what 
it will, our annual expenditure on account of the Army will 
almost equal the cost of our war with Spain. Should we do this? 
Should we inaugprate a system which will in the end, as one of 
the abuses growing out of the war, magnify its cost and make it 
more burdensome to the people in time of peace than in time of 
war when exposed to actual public danger? 

Why not allow it to be proclaimed to the country, that the peo
ple may again rejoice over our remarkable achievements in this 
war, that it is not to be followed by a long train of unnecessary 
almses, reckless expenditures, and increasing taxation? If that 
war demonstrated anything, it was that we need no large stand
ing army. We need not shape our policy after that of European 
po"·ers and burden our people with this increased expenditure. 
It had been more than thirty years since our civil conflict, and we 
had been at peace with every foreign power for over half a cen
tury, when suddenly summoned to conflict with a foreign foe, on 
foreign land and in foreign waters. Yet our victory was as over
whelming as was the response of our people to the call to arms
cornplete and instantaneous-and the prowess of our seamen and 
citizen soldiery unquestioned. 

When we stop to consider the magnitude of the established ob
je0ts of expenditure and the new ones proposed by the present 
Congress, and what it means to the taxpayers of our country, it 
is little short of ala.rming. 

Let us see. The Senate has recentlypassed a bill, which will 
in all probability pass this House at the present session, for 
the construction of the Nicaragua Cana.I, which carries with it 
$125,000,000. 

If this bill increasing the Regular Army becomes a law it will 
cost $150,000,000 annually. Our expenses for pensions will reach 
$-14.5,000,000 annually. If to these we add the other expenses of 
our Government, including the interest on our national debt, and 
to this we add $2.0,000,000 more which we are asked to pay to 
Spain for unloading upon us a group of islands populated by sev
eral hundred thousands of savages and several millions of semi
civilized people; indeed, if even then we have reached the high
water mark of national expenditures, which is problematical and 
exceedingly doubtful, the aggregate is so enormous ancl so dis
proportionate to the means and ability of those upon whom is laid 
most heavily the hand of taxation as to lead to the inquiry 
whether it is the part of wisdom to subdue our own people by 
gov-ernmental exactions in order to respond to a sentiment which 
some gentlemen have been pleased to call" expansion,'~ but which 

· President McKinley but a short time ago denominated,; criminal 
aggression,'' what will it profit us if we gain the Philippines and 
loso the proud spirit of American freemen? 

Mr. Cllairma.n, if the price of the annexation of the Philippines 
is the establishment n.nd maintenance of a large permanent stand
ing army, and the increased burdens which the people will have 
to bear-that is , those of the people who can not hide themselves 
from the ta:xgatherer behind a Supremo Court decision-we had 
better forego the ambition to adopt this child of the Orient, vote 
down this bill, muster out our volunteers as soon as practicable, 
resume our peaceful pursuits under civil authority, and in tho 
future, as in the past, encourage by our example other countries 
ancl other nn.tions to adopt a republican form of government. 

This is not tho first time that attempts have been made to in
creas·) tho Army since the close of the civil war. At different 
time:: numerous and varied pretexts andexcuses have been offered 
in snpport:of propositions and measures looking to this end. For 
coa~t defenses, and the protection of our frontier from the Indians 
hll\e been urged; and in the discussion some of its advocates have 
been frank and bold enough to admit that it was for the purpmie 
of controlling local disturbances in our own country. The pend
ing measure can not be justified for any such purpose. Our pres
ent ATmy, uYjth the militia, is all that is necessary. 

There is an old statute (section 1625, Revised Statutes of tile 
United States, 1878) which reads as follows: 

Kvery able-bodied male citizen of tho respective States resident therein, 
who is of the age of 18 years and unclor the a:;e of 45 years, shall b::i enrolled 
in the militia. 

Other sections provided how they should be armed and equipped, 
etc. While this statut e has fallen into disuse, . it has been contin
ued in our revision and serves to indicate the idea of the earlier 
lawmakers with respect to that pa.i·t of our military force. They 
had faith in the militia, trusted in the ability and bravery and 
patriotism of our citizen soldiery as contra.distinguished from 
those of the Regular Army, looked to them as our best reliance 
then, as they and om· volunteers are now, and will bein the future, . 
if they be not discredited and that spirit which moves men to ac
tion be not destroyed. 

Among tho express powers conferred upon Congress by our 
Constitution is the power "to provide for calling forth the mili
tia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insm·rections, and 
repel invasions." 

And Washington in his sixth annual address, in recognition of 
the wisdom of this power, said: 

'l'he devising and establishing of a well-regulatod militia would be a gen
uine source of le~slative honor and a perfect title to public gratitude. I 
therefore entertD.m a hope that the present ~ession will not pass without ca.r
ryin~ to it.s full energy the power of organizing, arming, and disciplining the 
militia, and thus providing in the' language of the Constitution for calling 
them forth to execute the laws of tho Union, suppress insurrections, and re
pel invasions. 

What has Congress done in this respect? Read section G2~7 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United Sta.tes: 

SEC. 5297. In case of an insurrection in any State against the government 
thereof, it shall be lawful for the President, on application of tho legislature 

·of such State, or of tho executive, when the legislature can not b a convened, 
to call forth such number of the militia of any other State or States, which 
may bo applied for, as he deems sufficient to suppress such insurrection; or, 
on like application, to employ, for the same purposes, such part of the land 
or nayal forces of the United States as ho deems necessary. 

And section 5298: 
SEC. 5298. Whenever, by reason of unlawful obstructions, combinations, or 

assemblages of persons, or rebellion against the authority of the Govern
ment of the United States, it shall become impracticable~in the judgment of 
the President, to enforce, by the ordinary course of judicial proceedingsitho 
laws of the United Stntes within any State or Territorv, it shall be lawfu for 
the President to call forth the militm of any or all tho 'states, and to employ 
such parts of tho land and naval forces of the United Stutes as he may deem 
necessary to enforce the faithful execution of the laws of the United States, 
or to imppress such r6bellion, in whatever State or T erritory thereof the 
ln.ws of the United States may bo forcibly opposed or the execution thereof 
forcibly obstructed. 

And section 5299 : 
SEC. 5!?90. Whenever insurrection, domestic violence, unlawful combina

tions, or conspira.cies in any State so obstructs or hinders the execution of 
the laws thereof, and of the United States, as to deprive any portion or class 
of the people of such State of any of the rights, privileges, or immunities, or 
protection named in the Constitution and secured by the laws for the pro
tection of such rights, privileges, or immunities, and tho constituted autl10ri
ties of such State :u·e unable to protect, or, from any cause, fail in or refuse 
protection of tho people in such rights, such facts shall bo deemed a denial by 
such State of the equal protection of tho laws to which they a.re entitled un
der the Constitution of the United States; antl in all such cases, or whenever 

~~~~~&1u~;th':1!~~~fi~~:i?nii~'Sl~ie~~~ir~~d~ 0:x~~w~~afle~~gr.sg; 
impedes or obstructs the duo cour se of justice under the same, it shall be law
ful for the President, and it shall bo his duty, to take such measure~, by the 
employment of the militia or the land and navn.l forces of the United State~ 
or of either, or by other means, as he may deem necessary, for the suppres
sion of such insurrection, domestic violence, or combinations. 

· Is not this power all-sufficient, if in the judgment of the con
stituted authorities in any State the-exercise of Federal power and 
Federal authority be required for any purpose whatsoever? 

Again, should we be threatened with an invasion, the power of 
the President is ample, his authority complete. It is provided in 
sect ions 1642, 1643, and 1044, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as follows: 

SEC. 164'3. Whenever the United States are invaded, or arc in imminent 
danger of in>a.sion from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, or of r ebellion 
against the authority of the Government of tho Unitccl 8tatoo, it shall be l:.i.w
ful for the President to call forth such number of the militia. of the Stato or 
States most convenient to the place of d:inger or scene of action as he may 
deem necessary to r epel such in..:1.sion, or to suppress such rebellion, ancl to 
iss.:ue his orders for that purpose to such officers of the militia as he ma.y think 
proper. 

SEC. 1Gi3. \Vhon tho militia of more than one State is called into the actual 
service of tho United St.'l.tes by the President, he shall apportion them among 
such States accordin~ to r epresentative population. 

8Ec. 16-14.. Tho militia., when called into the actual service or the United 
States for the s-apprcssion of rebellion against and resistanco to the laws of 
the Unitecl States, shall bo subject to the same rules and articles of war as 
the regular troops of the United States. 

Mr. Jefferson taught that the militia and the volunte£rs were our 
safest and best reliance. In his first annual message, speaking of 
tho number of men required to garrison certain posts and stations, 
ho said: 

For defense a~ainst invasion their number is nothing; nor is it conceived 
needful or safe that a standing Army should be kept up in time of pence for 
that purpose. Uncertain as we must e>er be of the particular point in our 
circumference where ::m enemy may choose to invade us, the only force which 
can bo ready at every point and competent to oppose them is the body of 
neighboring citizens as formed into a militia. 
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And again, in his sixth annual message, he said: 
Were armies to be raised whenever a speck of war is visible in our horizon 

we never should have been without them. Our resources would have been 
exhauste<;l on dangers which have neyer happened, instead of being reserved 
for whatie really to take place. * * * A militia. so organized that its effect
ive portions can be called to any point in the Union, or volunteers instead of 
them to serve a sufficient t.ime, are means which may always be ready, yet 
n ever preying on our resources until actually called into use. 

The first political platform ever promulgated by any party in 
this country, the one upon which Jefferson was nominated and 
elected, declared in opposition to a large standing Army. Wash
ington was opposed to a large standing Army, as was also Jeffer
son, the Adamses, Monroe, Jackson, and as has been the entire 
policy of our country. 

President Monroe, in his first inaugural address, said: 
. But it ought always .to be held prominently in view t}lat the safety of thei;:e 
States and of everythmg dear to a free · people must depend in an eminent 
degree on the militia . Invasions may be made too formidable to be r esisted 
b,Y any land and naval force which it would comport either with the prin· 
ciples of our Government or the circumstances of the United States tomain
!ain. In such cases recourse must be had to the great body of the people, and 
m a manner to produce the best effect. 

Andrew Jackson con~idered standing armies dangerous to free 
institutions. In his first inaugural add1·ess he said: 

Considering standing armies as dangerous to free governments in time of 
peace, I shall not seek to enlarge our present estal>lishment, nor to disregard 
that salutary lesson of political experience which teaches that the military 
should be held subordinate to the civil power. · 

We should not increase our military establishment now. We 
should profit by the lessons of the past. We should heed the 
warning of our wisest and best statesmen. We should not sur
r ender the essential principle upon which republican institutions 
must rest-a reliance upon and trust in the people. 

But we are told that we have, or are about to have, Cuba, Porto 
Rico, and the Philippines on our hands; that as a result of the 
war new and unforeseen responsibilities and obligations have been 
thrust upon us which require this increase in the Regular Army. 
·what are those responsibilities and obligations? In the war reso-
lutions it is declared: · 

That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 
exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the 
pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accomplished, 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

Our duty and responsibility as to Cuba is the pacification thereof, 
and when that is accomplished our responsibility ceases. It is for 
the people of the island to forin their own government in their 
own way. And as to Porto Rico, the island whose people wel
comed the approach of our army, what is a large military force 
going to do there among people at peace with each other and in 
sympathy with our country? I can see no need of it, and am una
ble to understand why the native police or military force organ
ized from the citizens of that island will not do all that is required. 

Mr. Chairman, as to the Philippines, it might take 50,000 or 
100,000, but more likely 200,000, men if we undertake to subju
gate and hold those islands, to say nothing of what it may cost in 
the way,of blood and treasure as a result of being exposed to Eu
ropean jealousies, becoming involved in European broils and 
European struggles. 

I am opposed to the annexation of the Philippines and am op~ 
posed to an increase of the Army as a step in that direction. The 
Filipinos were in rebellion against Spain when Dewey sailed into 
Manila Bay and sank. the Spanish fleet; they were in ·recellion 
against Spain when the city of Manila was taken. Our purpo3e 
in going there was not the subjugation of those people, but to 
weaken the power of our enemy with which we were at war. 
Having for that purpose stricken down the hand of the oppressor 
in our own behalf, and not in behalf of those in rebellion. I can 
not understarnl wherein lies our duty to Spain, to the Filipinos, 
or to ourselves to become the future guardians and responsible 
for the future conduct of those peo-ple. 

Would I turn them back to Spain? No. Neither would I pay 
Spain $20,000,000 in consideration of her cession of sovereignty or 
relinquishment of authority over them. I would leave them to 
themselves to establish their own government, encouraging them 
in the idea of republican institutions, and bid them godspeed in 
their undertaking. To do otherwise, to annex the Philippines, to 
subjugate the inhabitants and hold them in military bondage is 
to violate every principle upon which our Government was estab
lished and to expose us to danger for a generation to come. Never 
was there a time when the words of \V a.shington in his Farewell 
Address should appeal to the Executive, to the legislative branch 
of the Government, ancl to the people with so much potency. He 
said: 

The great rule of conduct for us, in regard to foreign nations, is, in extend
ing our commercial relations, to have with them as little volitical connection 
as possible. 80 far as we have already formed engagements, let them be ful
filled with perfect good faith. Here let us stop. 

Europe has a sot of primary interests which to us have none, or a very 
remote, relation. Hence, she must be engaged in frequent controversies, the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, 

it mus~ ~e ~nwise in us to implicate ourselves, by artificial ties, in the ordi
nary vi01ss1tudes of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisions 
of her friendships or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif
fer~nt <:ourse. If we remain one people, under au efficient government tho 

. per10d is not far off When We may defy material injury from external annoy
ance ;. when we take such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at 
any time r esolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when belligerent nations, 
under the.~possibility of ~ald.ng acquisitions upon us, will not lightly haz
ard the grnng us provocation: when we may choose peace or war, as our 
interest, guided by j_ustioo, shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our own 
to stand upon foreign ground? "Why, by interweavin~ our destmy: with that 
of any part of Europe, entangle our peace and prosperity in the toils of Euro
pean ambition, rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice? 

Let us, of all other things we may do or refuse to do during this 
Congress. not invite conditions which will involve us in disasters 
against which he warned us. 

I notice in a London correspondence to the Washington Post of 
January 11 that it is the dread of Queen Victoria's dying days that 
Europe will be involved in a bloody war that will darken the close 
of her lon g reign. 

If that dread time comes, Mr. Chairman, may it be said to the 
honor, glory, and peace of this nation and to the everlasting credit 
and felicitation of the statesmanship of this time that we are but 
interested spectators of the general upheaval. (Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is the proud boast of tho Britons that the sun 
never sets on the Queen's dominions. But it is equally true that 
there is al ways sunshine on Uncle Sam's vast possessions, and this, 
too, before the annexation of Hawaii. When it is 6 p. m. on Attu 
Island, Alaska, it is 9.36 a. m. of the day following at Eastport, Me. 
And it is said that there are not two consecutive months in the year 
in which there is not both seed time and harvest within the confines 
of our immense territory. Need we, therefore, now thirst for 
more, at the risk of exposing our institutions and the peace of the 
nation for generations to come? r Applause.] 

Mr. l\IARSH. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield twenty minutes to my 
colleague r:Mr. CONNOLLY]. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, when I cast my vote, I shall 
be compelled to cast it against this bill. [Applause.] I thought 
it proper, inasmuch as my naked vote standing in the R ECORD 
would not show any reason why I voted different from the prob
able majority of my party colleagues in the House-that it would 
be proper for me to put something in the RECORD to show some of 
the reasons that actuated me. There has been for years a grow
ing sentiment among the people of the United States-the plain 
people, not the Army officers, but those who bear the heat and 
burden of the day in this great Republic-in favor of settling the 
questions in dispute with foreign nations by arbitratlon instead 
of by arms. We in this House now, at the close of the nineteenth 
century, are proposing to answer that appeal that comes up from 
the people of the United States by quadrupling the size of our 
Regular Army. , . : 

What kind of an answer is that that the representatives of the 
people propose to give to the demands that have been growing 
yearly in favor of the peaceful settlement of all questions of dif-
ference with foreign nations? • 

Again, a. most singular thing presents itself . . The autocrat of 
Russia, the so~e head of that great nation, invites the nations of 
the world to a conference for the purpose of agreeing upon a plan 
to reduce the armaments that are bearing down his nation and 
all the nations of Europe with the tremendous burdens of taxation 
that are being piled upon the shoulders of those people in prepar
ing the armaments that have been quoted to us in this debate as 
something to be followed in this country. We in this republican 
government of the people, for the people, and by the people, 
answer that call of the Czar of Russia by proposing to quadruple 
the fighting forces of the American Republic. What must the 
world argue from this but that the beads of the people of the 
United States are turned by this paltry victory they have won 
from a feeble enemy? [Applause.] 
. Mr. Chairman, the Army as it stands to-day, with its twenty

s1x thousand and odd men, has been large enough from tho begin
ning of this Government down to to-day. We have lived more 
than a century under it. That Army, together with the volun
teers, have made the flag of the United 8tatcs respected within 
our own borders and respected throughout the world. When 
the day comes that the Republic must depend upon hired men to 
carry its flag ancl do its fighting, men professionally engaged in 
that business, the beginning of the end of this Republic has come. 
All the successfnl wars this nation has fought have been fought 
by the volunteers [applause]; and I have been tired in this debate 
of hearing so many disparaging remarks upon the volunteers, and 
talk that the volunteer can n ot be depended upon . 

Now, I am sorry to say that advantage is sought to be talren of 
the temporary martial spirit that has been aroused by the late 
war with Spain to seek to do what could not have been done 
twelvemonths ago or two years ago; seeking to do that which in 
time of ordinary peace, when our people aro engaged and their 
thoughts are turned to peaceful avocations in life, never could have 
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been considered one hour in this House of Representatives-an at- 750,000 men, closely followed by France and Germany. If a great 
tempt to increase the size of our standing Army, and to do it by imperial policy is to prevail, i f these United States must take a 
taking advantage of the temporary martial spirit that has been place in world politics, then our standing Army must be equal to 
aroused. the best; and to be the best, or among the best, we must have 

Mr. Chairman, I look beyon~l this year, I look beyond the next 500,000 regular soldiers, to say nothing of the other need-a $500,
two or three years from now. Our nation will still be here; we 000,000 Navy. 
will be, I hop3, in profound peace. We will have no need for a And, Mr. Chairman, the plain producer must pay the bill. But, 
standing Army of any account any more than we had ~ast year or ,. :Mr. Chairman, the drift of expression among those who are for 
the year before. I look to see the people of th.e Umted ~tates this bill is that we need this army of 100,000 men to keep peace and 
bending their backs under the burdens of taxation that will be 

1 

order in Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. Why, Mr. Chair
imposed upon them in case we quadruple this Army. Can we man, Cuba is to set up a free government, and we have pledged 
ju~tify ourselves in doing it? It is all very well, in making patri-

1 
the Cubans, pl~dged ourselves, and pled~·ed the world that we w~ll 

otic speeches, to talk about the glory of the flag, the glory of our help them do it. There can be but shght need for an army m 
armies, and what the regulars have done and what the volunteers Cuba. I venture the assertion tbat history has no parallel to the 
have done; but, Mr. Chairman, when the day of sober judgment orderly behavior of the Cubans since the cessation of active hos
and sober thought comes, the people of the United States have to tilities. They are poor, homeless, with a devastated country, yet 
pay the expenses fol' all these glorious things. They are looking so eager are they for the blessings of liberty that they obey 
to us to-day, and I apprehend that every member in this Hou~e every command of our officers. Half a dozen regiments will pre
has r eceived letters from constituents inquiring when they will serve order in the cities of Cuba, and the country will settle down 
be relieved of the revenue taxes that were cheerfully born~ in the to peaceful pursuits, unless they begin to believe we mean to 
support of the Spanish war and its expenses. Pass this bill, ~nd keep "Punic faith" with them. \Ve have been led to believe that 
you can answer those constituents confidently that nev-er durmg Porto Ricans came to us with outstretched arms and will be proud 
this generation, nor in the generation to come, will the people of to become American citizens. Surely two or three regiments will 
this country get rid of the revenue stamps that are stuck all over sl1ffice there. 
them. [Laughter.]. Wf} must coi;iside~ these things. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Iowa rl\Ir. HEPBUH.N] 

Now, the prete~~ is bemg; ma~e m this .I~ou~e by many that be- speaks authoritatively, that it is the purpose of the Administra
cause of the coi:dihon of thmg~ m the Phihppme Islan~s we must tion to pacify the Philippine Islands, "give them an opportunity 
have a largel_r .mcreased. standmg Ar~y. Why~ standm~ ..;\r~y? to establish order and law under such form of government as 
Is that cond~tion of thmgs to remam forever m the Phihp:pme 

1 

they choose," then we can not need a large standing army in those 
Islands? Will the close of the next century see an American islands. Is there a member on this floor who believes there would 
standing army of 100,000 men the~·e? I am ready to vote to fur- be danger to our little Navy or to the few thousand soldiers we 
nish all troops nece.s~ary now to br~ng about peace the~e. I wa_nt I have over there if the Congress should declare the purpose of our 
to see that treaty ratified. I want.to see the moneypa1d to Spam. Government to be to aid those people to organize a stable govern
And then .I want to se~ the American ~overnment enforce order ment and then leave the people there to enjoy liberty? If our 
there agamst Mr. Agumaldo and al~ his fo_llowers. I want them purpose is to aid the Cubans and Filipinos to establish govern
t? be taught that we are not to be trifled with. But ~hen we /jet ments of their own, then a regular army of 30,000 men is all we 
rid of that adventurer ana, the adventurous gang that is fo~l?w1pg need for all purposes. But if by any accident a greater force is 
at his heeJs, then I want to appeal to the people of the Phihppme needed at any time, the substitute of the minority for this bill 
Islands and let them make their government as we propose to let gives the President the right to call out 50,000 volunteers when 
Cuba make.hers. . . they may be needed. 

What. a smguJar spec~acle ~e have to-day. Herem this end of l\1r. Chairman, to return to the first proposition, What do we 
the Capitol we are seekmg to i~crease the ~egular Army .t? 1qo,- want with a standing army four times as large as the one we have 
000 men, because we have obtamed :possession of the Phihppme had for more than twenty years? The Indian question has been , 
Islands .. In_ t~eother end of the Capitol? at the very same tim.e, solved; we have no dangerous border to defend. Besides, it is a 
they ar~ ms1stmg t~at we have not obta~ned and shall not obtam costly proceeding. A standing army of 100,000 men, one· half of 
poss.ess1.~:m 9f those islands; that they will not confirm thf} treaty. them to be used outside of the territory of the United States, will 
Which is ng~t? If gentlemen at the other e~d of the Capitol have cost us $115,000,000 annually. Add to this our pension list of 
control <?f this matter, t_?en the settlement is as they say, not as $150,000,000, and the probable pension list of the war we have just 
the. ~rc~ident says. It is as they say whether we shall have t~e finished, and we will expend a grand total of $300,000,000 on our 
Phihp~me ls!ands or not: We have probably the _act~al pedis Armyeach year. Are we richandpowerful enough fortbatwhen 
possess10ne of 10 square miles of land and water. That 1s all we there is no need of it? Again, I am opposed to this bill because it 
have. _ is a forward step toward imperialism. It is the beginning of mili-

N ow, why seek ~o qu~dru~le the Regu~ar Army and to add 2il tarism. It will be the beginning of the election of Congressmen, 
per ~ent to the retired hst of the Army-mcrease the numbe! of governors, and Presidents by military influence. 
pensioners that are to be perpetually suppOI"te9- by -the Umt.ed A large standing army tends inevitably to centralization of gov
St~tes-un~er the pi:e~en~e that we mu~t .have th~s Army to ~am- ernment and to decay of individual liberty. A large r egular army 
tam order m the Ph~hppmes? . I ~m w1llmg to give t~e Pr~siclent in time of peace is contrary to the teachings of the fathers. Mr. 
a~l necessary authority to mamtain_ or~er. there; to give him the Jefterson said, "A well-disciplined. militia was our best reliance 
right to have all the troops.that hem his Judgment. may find nee- in peace," and even "for the first moments of war." P resiuent 
essary. I have perfect faith and confidence that he would not Jackson said in his first inauO'ural address: 
abuse a trust of that kind reposed in him. But I do not want to ' 0 

force him, in order to get the power which be ought to have, to Considering standing armies as dangerous to free governments in time of 
h . h h k d th k f th pence, I shall not seek to enlarge our present establishment, nor to disre:;ard approve a measure W ic angs a yo e aroun e nee s 0 e that salutary lesson of political experience which teaches that the military 

American people in the shape of a large standing Army-Rome- should be held subordinate to the civil power. 
thing that has always been abhorred in this country; something 
that is fundamentally out of accord with republican institutions. . Our Government was buildetl u~on the not~on that each indi
An Army I regard as simply a necessary evil. I want to keep that vidual would be free, but would yield somethm~ to the .f?'~neral 
evil as small as possible. [Applau&e.] j good. Force of arms was not to be tolerated as m OPJ?OS1t.on to 

[Here the hammer fell.] civil authority. I believe in staying close to t!J.e ~octrmes of. tho 
Mr. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. · fathers. Whenever we wander awayfrom their viewswe getmto 

B ENTO:Nl. deep water. By this bill we more than double the number of offi-
Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have p::i.id close attention to cers. Tl~is will bui~d up and organize a military ar~stocrncy, and 

the debate on this bill, yet I have not heard a clear statement from all experience, all J:i1~tory teaches the lesson that this tends to the 
a single advocate.of the bill as to what the need for a large stand- overthrow <?f t~e civil po~er. The Regular ~r~y officer do.es not 
ing army is in tho United States. I have not heard what we are study constitutional quest10ns. If t?e C~nst1tution stands m the 
to do with a standing army of 100,000 m en. The hint comes from war of :vhat he wants, then he thmks it should be suspended. 
the chairman -0f the Committee on Military Affairs that we must This desiro to. enlarge the Reg:u_lar ~rmy has been the dream of 
quadruple our standing or Regular Army because of our new plu~ocrats, aristocrats, and ~~!itar~s~s for years, and they are 
possessions in the sea, while the gentleman from North Carolina takmg ad~antage. of the patno~ic spirit o~ the pe?ple, arouse!1 .by 
[l\Ir. LrnNEY] seems to think that we must get ready to meet the war wi th Spam, to thrust on us the aristocratic, un-American, 
European trouble. and undemocratic i!1ea of a large army being necessary to the 

Mr. Chairman, if the Government of the United States is going safety of tJ:ie Republic. . . . 
into world politics, if we are to be ready for all comers, and it Mr. Chairman, I ~i:n. agam~t. this bill. be~ause the ~tr.ength and 
takes a standing army to make us ready, then 100,000 men will character of the ~~ht1a or citi~en soldier is to be mm1fied . . We 
not suffice. England has the smallest standing army of any of saw enough of this m the war JUSt closed. But few reg1ments of 
the great European powers, and she keeps under arms constantly volun~eers saw active service. The excuse .was that they had no 
over 220,000 soldiers, while Russia leads with a regular army of experience, that they were raw troops. Neither had the regulars 
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seen much service. I have no patience with this scheme of put- the liberties of the plain, common people. I am willing to vote for 
ting the regular soldier above the volunteer as being a ve~eran. fortifications along our sen.coast, guns to put on the forts, and fol" 
Mr. Chairman, the citizen soldiers of the States have been tried on soldiers to man the guns; I am willing to vote money to build up a 
many battlenelds. I declare that sixty days of regular drill in respectable Navy; I ·am willing to support a small standing army, 
camp and one time under fire makes an American volunteer a as a nucleus for a great army if the need comes; but I will not vote 
veteran. The American V"olunteer is proud of his individuality, for any bill that I believe will curtail the liberty of an American 
loves his country, his State, his home. His heart js fired with pa- citizen, pile up additional burdens in the way of taxation upon the 
triotic love of the flag, of the institutions of his country, and he producer, or in the least be subversive of the Constitution of my 
does not need to be made a slave, a drilled machine, to become a country or in violation of any of the doctrines of the Declaration 
safe and sturdy soldier. , of Independence or of Thomas Jefferson's first inaugural address. 

Mr. Chairman, strip off the disguises, lay bare all the facts, and [Applause.] 
the purposes of this bill are threefold, to create a military aris- Mr. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
tocracy, to have an army large enough to overawe and bully labor PIERCE]. 
in these United States. and to bold with the "mailed hand" of [.Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee addressed the com~ittee. See Ap· 
military power Po1·to Rico, the Philippines, an<! Cuba as well. 
Some gentlemen who are supporting this bill are frank and open. pendix.] 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] insists that he "would 1\Ir. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia. [l\fr. 
hold the Philippine Islands not as a part of the United States, but LEWIS]. 
as the property of the United States." Then, Mr. Chairman, what Mr. LEWIS of GeOl'gia. Mr. Chairman, the increase of our 
is to become of our much-boasted Declaration of Independence, former peace standing army of 26,000 and the present Army of 
"that all men are created equal, that they are endowed with cer- 57,000 to that of 100,000 men is a serious and momentous question 
tain inalienable rights ; that among these are life, liberty, and the in which every American citizen, from the various standpoints, 
pursuit of happiness; that to secure these rights governments are feels the deepest interest. 
instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the con- The American people may be accused of sometimes acting from 
sent of the governed"? If the Philippine Islands are to be ''the sentiment, but they are just, and as a rule are a nation of practi
property of these Un.jted States," are the Filipinos also to be our cal people; therefore they will demand their right to know of this 
property? Are they to have no rights of liberty except what Con- Congress its reason for so rapid and so radical a change in the 
gress sees fit to give them? This is the view of the gentleman I military status of this country. In their calm, deliberate, and 
from Illinois [Mr. MARSII], who speaks plainly what he thinks. matured moments the American people move and act from sound 
and does not eil his thoughts and intentions as do some others, reaeoning. 

This position is bold and frank, yet it is brutal, un-American, and No DEFn-rTE POLICY. 

violative of every sentiment-every tenet that lies at the foun- Congress is called upon to pass a bill for the reorganization of 
dation of the American Republic. But gentlemen say we must the Army which proposes a. hazardous innovation upon tho an
govern the Filipinos b~cause they are not capable of self-g:overn- cient and fixed policy of this Government touching a standing 
ment. 'Vho knows this to be true? They. have been fightrng for army in times of peace, with no idea of what the policy of the 
liberty against the merciless power of Sp~n; they haye protested President is with reference to the Philippine Islands and with no 
with voice and force against the despotism of Spam. Are .we good reason for the increase of the Army. Has it come to this, 
Americans to declare a people can not govern themselves? After that the Conrrress of the United States must mako laws without 
long c~nt~1ries of lringcraft, Americans declared for self-goye1·n- reference to the' purpose for which they are made? Are wo a na
ment, ms1sted that "consent of the governed" was essential to tion of dreamers·~ Republican members of the House have been 
"just governme_nts,'.' and ~ith coura::;e undaunt.ed and pat~ence repeatedly asked what the policy of the Executive is that demands 
unparalleled mamtamed their declarat10n. Amencans estabhsheQ. so large a permanent standing army. Senators at the other end 
a government founded on consent of the governed, and fo~ more of the Capitol have, in the discussion of the Paris treaty, ur~ed 
than a hundred years our Government hns _b~en a beacon light to their Republican colleagues to disclose the Administration's policy 
liberty lovers the wo~ld over. It does not hem our mouths to say with reference to the Philippine Islands. 
that any people are mcapa~le of self-government. Every people These earnest inquiries have never been answered by anymem-
are entitled to try the experiment. . ber in the confidence of the President. And in this great, free, 

Mr. Chairman, we have fallen upon strange ~:o:ies. We hear and independent Republic, the birthplace and cradle of Liberty, 
no-yv that w.e must expand, m~1st go mto world _poll tics, must make we behold this strange spectacle: The Congress of the people as
alhances with other powers m the Old World. \~e are told by sembled, the Senate urged to ratify a treaty of peace, the House 
generals, s~tesmen, and newspapers that the doctrmes and conn- of Representatives at the same time importuned to pass a bill for 
sel of W~hmgto.n ~n~ Jefferson an~ Jackson .are obs?lete and no the reorganization of the Army, increasing_ the present peace 
longer wise. It IS msISted that a friendly alhance with England standing Army of 26,000 to a permanent standmg Army of 100,000 
will be of great service. It would be to England, not to us. men. One branch of the lawmaking power engaged in the dis
There is not a nation on earth and never has been that knows cussion of peace, the other branch preparing · for war by seekfog 
better how to take care of herself than England. But 1?-er labors, to increase the standing Army to 100,000 men. The Congress is 
her legislation, her diplomacy, her war~, and her a:Ihances are called upon to legislate on these important and far-reachingques
always for England's benefit. She has given us the•· gold stan~- tions with no fixed purpose in view. If the ci~izens of this coun
arc1," she o'Yn.8 our securities and much of our prop~rty, and IS try have not the righ~ to know the polici_es of an adm~nistration, 
doubtless willing to make a temporary ally of the "Giant of the certainly the lawmaking power has the right to know. 
West." 

A very potent reason for enlarging the standing Army is to keep 
labor in subjection in this country. In a small way it has been 
tried. Make the Army four times as large as it has been for 
twenty-five years, put the soldiers under control of Federal courts, 
and government by injunction, enforced by the ''Regular Army," 
will bully labor till in all the centers of population capitalized 
trusts can absolutely and completely control labor with an iron 
hand. But, Mr. Chairman, since this debate has been on we hear 
some mutterings of discontent with the bill by gentlemen in the 
maj ority, and tho members of the Committee 011 Military Affairs 
from the majority side of the House are now proposing to make 
the standing Army of only G0,000 men, but authorizing_~he Pres
ident, in his discretion, to augment it to 100,000 men. Worse and 
worse! I will not vote such discretion to this President or to any 
man who may be President. Let the Congress boldly do what it 
intends. It is a power that shouid not be given any one man, 
however wise, honest, or patriotic he may bo. Tho power given 
the President in time of peace to call out 50,000 men and double 
the standing Army at a cost of from $50,000,000 to 870,000,000 
per annum is without precedent. This is centralization of power 
with a vengeance. Congress may as well surrender its constitu
tional right to declare war and authorize the President to go to 
war when he chooses. 

l\f r. Chairman, I may be dri \en from public life, but I will not con
sent to shut my mouth and not protest against militarism, central
ization, and all that I believe to be .undemocratic and subversive of 

TIIE PEOPLE TIRED OF VACILLATION A.ND UNCERTAINTY. 

The Americans have had enough of the drifting and vacillating 
policy of this Government. I recall th.e course of the Executive 
prior to the declaration of war with Spain, how he was driven by 
his own party, which, grown restive over bis indecision and un
certain policy, had begun to hold caucuses, to the course he pur
sued in sending to Congress his war message. The President's 
conduct with reference to the Filipinos is but a repetition of his 
vacillating and drifting policy with reference to the Cubans prior 
to the declaration of war. But our bravo soldiers emerged from 
the conflict victorious and without a stain, subject to no criticism, 
and this country will not stop to inquire whether the history of 
that memorable struggle was the result of deep-seated forethought 
on the part of the Executive or whether his course was inspired by 
deference to public opinion. . 

TIIE cos-r OF TIIIS INCREASED ARIIIY. 

Under the provisions of the pending bill the standing Army is 
increased to 100,000 men. It is estimated that each sold.for serv
ing in the United States will cost the Government $1,000 annually. 
The bill under consideration provides for an increase in pay of 25 
per cent to all officers anc1 men serving in foreign countries. Then 
for each soldier who serves in the Philippine Islands the Govern
ment must pay not less than 81,GOO per annum. It will, on.a con
servative estimate, require G0,000 men to force the President's 
imper.ialistic policy on the Filipinos, which woul<;l cost us 875,000,-
000, the cost of tran.eportation, which is a considerable item not 
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being considered. The depletion of armies serving in tropical 
countries by death and sickness, as shown by the experience of 
the English in India and other·tropical climates, is alarming, equal
ing in some instances 20 per cent of their entiTe strength. Such 
heavy loss by death and sickness will swell the pension roll to an 
amount we can not reckon. 

The Navy must.be strengthened, if this policy of imperialism is 
auopLd, at an enormous·cost. Already tho Secretary of the·N avy 
has submitted estimates for the construction of fifteen battle ships, 
at a cost of $38,000;000. 

'But the cost of this imperfal experiment, which the pending bill 
is put forth to further and defend, can not be measured in money. 
It will cost the lives and health of countless young American sol
diers; it will cost saddened and broken homes; nnd if history re
peats itself, it will cost the domestic peace and happine::s of our 
country. 

now WILL TIIE PTIOPOSED I NCREASE OF EXI'EXSE BE MET? 

We ·should consider 'how .the burdens of taxation which the 
pending bill proposes to impose on the people are to be borne and 
by whom they.are to be borne. \Ve can not suppose the increasetl 
taxation is to be met by revenue collected from the PhHippine Is
lands, for they never .yielded Spain in any one year over $13,000,000. 
These additional burdens on the people can only be met by a 
higher tariff, which 'levies oppressive tribute onthe consumer and 
protects and enriches the manufacturer, by increased internal rev
enue, or by an issue of bonds; which furnishes a safe and remu
nerative jnvestme:::i ~ for capital at the expense of 'honest toil. 
IT'hese additional taxes shou1d not be imposed upon a _people who 
are already taxed to den.th. 

ADMIIlAL DEWEY'S :MATCHLESS VICTORY IN :MANILA BAY. 

Tho sp1enclid victory of Admiral Dewey in Manila Bay dates the 
beginning of our.foreign.entanglements and alliances. Had Dewey 
never landed there and had no troops been sent to the Philippine 
Islands, it .would ha-ve been a great event for the domestic tran
quillity of this country. 

If tho Paris commission had not insisted on the cession by Spain 
of the Philippine Islands, for which· we are to pay $20,000,000, we 
would not to-day be annoyed .with these perplexing questions and 
our Army -in ;tho ·Phili12pine Islands would not be drawn ·up in 
battle array against an army whose forces they were -presumably 
sent to strengthen against a common foe. 

TIIE QUES'.11ION OF SEDF·GOVERX.hlENT ·FOR THE FILIPIXOS. 

I feel that it would be best to pay Spain $20,000,000 and•decrec 
.the Filipinos a free and independent people. They.are ·capable of 
self -government. I quote the following ·from Mr. Andrew Car
negie, a gentleman of extensive trn.vel .in the oriental countries 
and a man of wide and accurate information : 

-Do you think the·FH!pinos capable of self-government? 
WeU, Admiral Dowey -reports ·them much better qualified for self

~overmnent than the Cubans, and he knows both races well. !?resident l\Ic
Rinloy differs from swearing Shafter, and thinks the Cubans fit to be prom· · 
ised independence at the earli£:st possible moment. But I go further-than 
this. No -peoplo who ever felt tho divine impulse for independent national
ity should be denied a fair trial. 'It will be impossible for us to help the Fili
pinos establish a stable government unles.q we are needed, desired, and wol· 
corned by the people. Forciblo interference; besides being criminal aggression, 
would mean continual rebellion National aspirations are rarely quenched. 
You would make rebellion_patriotic, and .n ever could establish a reign of 
peaco in the ~Philippines. We have only 56,000 regular soldiers. 'If wo send 
them all to shoot down ·these people they could only occupy some of the 
ports, never possess the interior, and a worse enemy-than even the:Filipinos 
woUld be the climate, slowly wasting nway·the soldiers. 

As to ~ei:ican influence elevating ancl civilizin~ the"Filipino~, what kind 
of American mttuonce can you send ·there? WoUld 50,000 soldiers be good 
missionaries? Does not ovm»y one know that soldiers in foreign lands require 
the strictest discipline themselves? :Js 'not 46 per cont of the •British troops in 
India. to-day ofilcmlly reported as diseased so terribly that we can not even 
mention their condition? Will ours bo better in tho Philippines? 'Nol .You 
can not -establish American homes thero; no wife and children, no sweet, 
holy influences aro possible there. On tho contrary, only demoralization. 
It is.not true tllata superior race governing an inferior race.in. the Tropics 
elevates or improves tha inferior when tho superior race can not t ake with it 
tho wives and children and create'homes there. If President McKinley ever 
had been, n,s I have been, in tho far 'East, he would have known better than to 
be deluded in thiR matter. ! t is time to cease talking vaguely of elevating or 
improving the Filipinos by soldiers and adventurers, who will corrupt and 
demoralize them. 

There are about 25,000 European residents in ·the islands, com
posed of English, French, and German people. They are capable 
of self-government, and desire tho opportunity of governing them
selves. Let us depart from the island and leave i:hem to the re
-sponsibility of their o-wn goYernment. 
~ o other government in the worlcl will undertake to subdue 

them. It will be time enough for us to act when some ·other 
nation offers 1o conquer tho islands. 
TIIE Pll.ESIDENT SIIOL'LD DE FRANK WI'JJII TIIE AMERIC.lN PEOPLE .A:S WELL 

AS WITTI THE FILII'L.._OS. 

If it :is the policy of the President not .to hold the Philippines 
permanently,.he ought to be frank with the .American -people as 
well as with .the Filipinos, ani:l say so. If the Executive would 
declare his intention not to hold the Philippine Islands, the Paris 
treaty would be ratified in twenty-four hours and this bill for the 
reorganization of 'the Army would be-:withdrawn from theTHouse 
and tbe Army of the U nited States again _put-upon a peace footing. 

THD VALUE OF THE PHILIPPINE ISL.ANDS TO US. 

Of what value are the Philippine ·Jslarids to us-a · group of 
some 2,000 islands, distant 7,000 miles from our nearest port, and 
inhabited .by about 8,000,000 people? The Climate of ·the islands 
is such that our race can not ·thrive there. "History teaches that 
the white race can not -thrive in tropical climates, I desire to 
insert in ll'.}.y rem[1rks a letter from Mr. Carnegie, a gentleman 
whose views are entitled to great respect by reason of his ~personal 
observations in the Orient: · 
To the EDITOR OF THE WORLD: 

The ablest administrator yet cast up by the recent war is General Wood, of 
Santiago fame. 

He told the Congressional committee tho other day that "50,000 troops 
are r equired for Cuba, this number being necessary because of tho climate, 
for only 85 to 40 per cent will be :found effoctiYe as -a rule. A day's 11ctive 
ser vice would cause half of any militarv:force to drop out. This is tke reason 
Spain needed 2'.!8,000 troops in Cu La." The approaching yellow-fever sca3on 
will swell the long death roll. So much for Uuba. 

Proressor Worcester, a· member of the Philippine Commirnion, says in his 
book upon tho archipelago, where ho resided for year3: "It is unfortnnately 
true tllat the climate of tho Philippines is cspeicially sovcro in its e1Iocts on 
white women and children. It is very doubtful, in my judgment, if succes
sive gener ations of Enropean or American children coulcl be reared there. 

"If a man is permanently situated in a i;rood locality where he can get 
suita.blo food and good drinking water, if he is ecrupulously careful as to his 
diet, if he avoids excesses of all kinds, if he keeps out of tho sun in the middle 
of the day, if 1:Je r efrains from sover.e and prolo~~<:Jd physical exertion, ho is 
lilrnly to remam well, always supposmg that h o is fortunate enough to oscap~ 
malarial infection," which he says "is especially prevalent whore forest land 
is being cleared or new ground broken. It is often vorybad near poddy 
fielcl!'! during the dry season ." 

What chance haso our troops to fulfill all these necessary iis to render it 
likely they will osc::i,pe, provided only they escape malaria? 'Very little 
iudeod. 

So much for this coveted possession for which President l\IcKinley ]nvites 
us to pay ~0,000,000 and perhaps spend a thousancl millions shooting down the 
natives m order to impose upon them our foreign yoke against their <lcsire. 

It is to such conditions the President recklessly proposes to expose our 
soldiers during the coming summer. 

An epidemic amont:t the troops is .probable in one or both of those foreign 
1nnds, and what will the American people have to say to the President then? 
God h e1P. the President! Who is there in all this land who would share his 
responsibility? And for what1 l\Ir. Editor;· for what? Onlythat wo may med
dle and muddle in other people's affairs, our interference only tolerated in 
the one case and forcibly resisted in the other. 

ANDREW CARNEGIE. 
NEW YORK, Janiiary f2. 

The chief products of the Philippine Islands are hemp, tobacco, 
and sugar, all of whiCh would come in competition with our like 
American products. 'The totaibusiness of the Philippine Islands, 
including exports . an'd imports, 'for 1806 was only of thffvalue of 
$90,000,000. The imports .into the Pliilippines from the United 
States in 18!>7 were.but $1H,507. 

Then·let us not .possess oursolves·of distant territory which in 
time of war we would be compelled to defend ,_ and which may in
volve us in perpetual entanglements with foreign countries, when 
we get so little in return. 

I -will never,.aslong asl occupy a seat on the floor of this House
ancl I believA I voice the sentiment of the people whom I am com
miesioned to represent-consent to vote for a bill increasing the 
regular peace standing Army of 26,000 men to a p9rmanent stand
ing Army of 100,000 men, and saddling 'heavier burdens of taxation 
upon a people already taxed beyond the power of endurance for 
the purpmie of forcing an experimental.imperialistic project upon 
a .people struggling .to be free . If 1 occupied a seat in tho Senate 
Chamber, .I would never vote for the ratification of a treaty of 
peace·when it is .the manifest 1purpose of the political party eeek
ing its ratification to force upon the Filipinos a government they 
do not want, a political party·that would subvert the doctrine 
that is the very.basic principle .of the greatest ·Government the 
wofld over saw, "All Governments derive their just powers from 
tho consent of the governed," and substitute therefore, as the rule 
of their conduct, the principle that .has strewn the highway of 
time with the wrecks of monarchies and republics, "Might makes 
right:" 

Let us-rem::tin solid . and compact, and we will remain impreg
nable and indestructible. [Applause.] 

l\Ir .. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [l\fr. 
STEPHENS] . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against 
tho bill under consideration. 

It provides for increasing our Regular Army to 100,000 men. 
Each man will, it is estimated, cost the Government $1,000, mak
ing a total of $100,000,000. It will cost much more than this per 
man in any of our islands. This estimate does not include the 
salary of officers in the actual service or on the-retired list; it does 
not include transportation, ancl many other things. From the 
best estimates on the subject I bolioYe the Army provided for · by 
this bill will cost us one hundred ancl 'fifty millions per annum. 

This bill is the mo3t extravagant A.rmy bill over proposed by 
this -or any.other government. It is far more extravagant than 
the present law. It is now pro.posed to promote the retiring offi
cer to the noxt highest grade and give film three-fourths of the 
pay of that grade. Thus in many cases he woulcl draw more pay 
after he was retired and doing nothing than while he was in the 
actual .ser-vice. This is a ,willful robbery of the taxpayers, and 
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aids in building up an Army aristocracy. This bill provides for I Short-time volunteer soldiers can garrison the islands of Cubn, 
100 Army dentists with rank of first lieutenant, and 34 horse doc- ·1 and the Philippines just as well as the regulars. 
tors with the rank and pay ·of second lieutenant. We have no use for all the r egular soldiers we now have at 

In short, it nrovides offices for 2,083 more men .than the present home, and can use most of them in the islands. The bone of con
law provides Afor, and also adds immensely to the retired list of tention in this debate is whether or not we shall subjugate and 
Army officers. . . . h~ld tl?-e Philippine Isla~ds as n, conquered province. If we com-

This bill prov1des that ass1stant surgeons shall pass a sat1sfac- mit this blunder and crime, we must have and use a large stand-
tory examination instead of a competitive examination, as the ing army. . 
present law now requires. This is done so that Department pets A coaling station is all the land we need or should have in the 
and political ward heelers who know nothing of their profession Philippine Islands. The city and bay of J\fanila is all the land we 
may be appointed. The lives and health of the soldiers are over- captured on these islands from the Spaniards, and is the only 
looked by the framers of this bundle of iniquity called an Army place where our flag fl.oats. We need not pull our flag down from 
reorganization bill. The satisfactory examination only means Manila or its harbor and bay. The Philippine Islanders will gladly 
that the doctor has voted the Republican ticket in the past and cede these to us if we will make a treaty with them and permit 
will do so in the future, and that he has a political pull. . them to establish a governmont of their own and in their own 

On 11age 9 of the majority report on this bill, made by the Re- way control the rest of theirislands. We should treat the Filipinos 
publican part of the committee, I find this statement, viz: just as we have proposed to treat the Cubans. If we undertake 

The committee inserted a new section in r egard to the Record and Pension to conquer the islands, we will have a desperate war on our hands. 
Oflic:e, belie~g that tl~e present chief o! t~at office has b! his wonC!erfqll! I wou}d not give the life of one of our soldiers for the whole 
efficient service made it only proper foI him to have the rnnk of brigadiei- of the islands. We need the soldier to build up and protect our 
general. ., . . - 11 . own country; We do not need the Philippine Islands for any pur-

The new sect10n is section 1G and is as fo ows. pose. If we will be content with what we now have in our pos-
Tha.t the Rccoru and Pension Office of the War Department shall consist · · th Ph'l' · ·11 h tr bl h t 'th 

of a chi£-f, who shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a brigadier-general, session in e 1 Ippines, we WI ave no OU e W a ever wi 
and an assistant chief, who shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a Aguinaldo or his followers. A small garrison, say one regiment, 
lieutenant-colonel. and a few war vessels is all we would need there. If we must 

On the same page this report says: conquer new territory and develop it, our own wild, undeveloped 
The retired list is right and proper for men who devote their lives to arid region in the West presents a most inviting field for the use 

Army work. I t should not be used as an a~ylum for men who have spent of men and money. Both sides of the Colorado of the West and 
their active life in ch'il employment. of the Rio Grande River, from their sources in Colorado to the 

I agree with the committee that the retired list should not be an gulfs of California and l\fexico, present a grand field for irriga
asylum for men who have spent their active life in civil employ- tion plants and improvements. 
ment. Yet, with audacity that is amazing, this committee does The people living on the Rio Grande River from El Paso to the 
the very thing in the bill that they condemn in the report. For Gulf would be very greatly benefited by building a high storage 
instance, the chief and assistant chfof clerk mentioned in section dam a few miles above El Paso, where the river passes through a 
1G may easily be appointed from civil life one year and retired the range of mountains. The water impounded by this dam would 
next year as an Army officer for life. · So may the horse doctors, easily irrigate 1,000,000 acres of land that is now worthless and 
dentists, etc. desolate. The cost of one battle ship would build this reservoir. 

There should be no retired list of Army officers, for it makes a The citizens of Texas on one side of the river and of Mexico on 
privileged class of people, who, from the day they secure an Army the other have been deprived of the natural flow of the water of 
appointment to the day of their death, are aristocrats and sup- the Rio Grande River, when they most need it, for irrigation pur
ported by the public purse. The law permitting this iniquity was poses in the spring and summer months, by the citizens of Colo
passed by the Republican party just after the civil war, at first .xado and New l\iexico, who have taken out all the water fl.owing 
for the benefit of a fewex-Union generals. Then it was extended in the river by ditches and led it onto their own lands for irriga
to all officers. Not satisfied; the same party, by this bill, propose tion purposes. They thus .deprive their neighbors below, both 
to create a great army, and add a host of new Army officers Texans and Mexicans, of any water for irrigation, and crops can 
thereto, including horse doctors, dentists, and clerks in the War not be raised there without water. 
Department . They propose to reduce the age of retir_ement from Mexico has filed claims for damages against the United States 
64 to 50, as they have done in the Navy, and thus retire hundreds for many millions of do1larsforusing all the water fl.owing in the 
of officers at once for life on three-fourths pay. river, to which the l\Iexicans claim a prescriptive right. The 

Not satisfied with this (for greed is never satisfied}, the officer, people of Texas are damaged in the same way as the Mexicans. 
when he reaches the retiring age, is first promoted to the next Why shoulu the United States neglect tci build this reservoir and 
highest grade and receives three-fourths the pay of that grade for to let the citizens of Mexico have one-half the water impounded? 
life. We will in a few years, if this bill becomes a law, have to Is it not better to use our money in doing a simple act of .justice 
support a greater list of retired Army officers than any nation on to a neighboring, friendly nation and in developing our own 
earth. If all men are equal before the law in this Republic, why country than it is to r aise a great standing army to conquer and 
does this bill not permit privates who are discharged from the annex the Philippine Islands? 
Regular Army to be promoted to some petty office and. then re- If we would send an industrial army composed of the 100,000 
tired on three-fourths pay? Why do you not place the privates on men provided for in this bill to reclaim the 71,000,000 acres of arid 
the same footing as their officers, who are first promoted and then land that we already own in the West, and arm them not with 
retired on three-fourths pay for life? What answer will the Re- rifies and cannons, but with the implements of husbandry, with 
publican party make to this question? machinery, with spades and scrapers, with which to dam up riv-

If all men are equal, why do you give a greater pension to off!- ers anu streams, to dig ditches and canals to furnish watertoirri
cers' wives and children than to the wives and children of pn- gate this vast territory and turn it from a desert into the garden 
vates? If all men are equal, why do you require some men seek- spot of our country, future generations would rise up and bless 
ing Army appointments to stand competitive examinations while the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
others are only required to stand satisfactory examinations, as is But if we fasten on the t axpayers a large standing army for pur-
the case with assistant surgeons, horse doctors, and dentists? poses of conquering other nations and intermeddling with the af-

:M.r. Chairman, I have listened patiently through this debate, fairs of the world, future generations will curse the Fifty-fifth 
hoping that some good reasons would be given for _enla~ging our Congress for entering into the imperialistic policy. Mr. Chair
Rerrular Army from 25,000 to 100,000 men-for takmg six dollars man, we have come to the Rubicon. ·wm this Congress cross 
fro~ our taxpayers, instead of one, for the support of our enlarged this dreadful river of expansion and imperialism? Shall we change 
Army. Yet no excuse has been or can be given for this outrage on our name from the United States of America to the Uniteu States 
our people. Twenty-five thousan d men have been found sufficient of America and Asia, and live by pluncloring weaker nations? 
as a standing army from the foundation of our Government down May God save my countrymen from so great ft crime. 
to this hour. We have been vi<::torious in four foreign wars. We The district I have the honor to represent in tbi~ J;Io~so has more 
have subdued multiplied thousands of savages on our frontiers, land above tide water than the whole of the Pbilippme Islands. 
and to-day there is not a hostile Indian in our country. My district has less than 3 persons to the square mile. The 

The Indian problem has been solved, and an army is no longer Philippine Islands have 60 persons to the square mile. M:y dis
needed to keep them in subjection. If we will break up their trict has twenty times the room for expansion that the Philippine 
tl.·ibal relations, allot to them their lands in severalty, and treat Islands have. The Geological Department estimates that the 
them as we do our own citizens, we can make them support them- United States Government now own 71,000,000 acres of unre
selves. served public lands that could be put under irrigation ditches. 

The States and Territories where they reside should control Mr. F. H. Newell, Chief of the Hydrographic Division of our 
them. We can then use our soldiers elsewhere. No soldiers are Geological Survey, writing on the subje~t of Western irrigation, 
needed in Hawaii or Porto Rico, except a few companies for gar- says: 
rison duties. We areplea~ed to withdraw our army from Cuba as One-third of tho area of tho Uniteu States is owned bytheGeneralGovern
soon as the Cubans estabhsh a stable government of their own. ment, or about two-thirds of the territory between tho o!1e hundredth merid
If they are given an opportunity, they will ~o this at once, ian and the Pacific coast. This land is the most fertile in the world, and 
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water, t.he only thing which it lacks, can be supplied under proper irrigation. 
Four acres of land, producing from four to five crops a year, can support a 
family. 

In nearly all of the arid regions irrigation is not only feasible, but has been 
proved successful. I t is not always financially profitable to tho private cor
poration looking for 8 per cent dividends; but in the same sense that a light
house, the dredging of a harbor, or the improvement of a river is profitable, 
it will l1ay the community or the General Government to open this great area 
for agricultural use, and so make it the comfortable home of millions of pros-
perous people. . 

About eight hundred millions of the people of the earth to-day 
are kept alive on irrigated land. It has been carried on ·success
fully for many centuries in Egypt, China, India, Spain, and 
Hawaii. Would it not be a wise policy to develop our owµ waste 
lands and let the Filipinos keep their own lands and use them 
in their own way? There is no room there for our American 
people. . 

There are twenty times more people to the square mile in the 
Philippines than there are in the arid part of America. · Taking 
the United States as a whole, we have only 21 people to the square 
mile, while the Philippine Islands have 60 to the square mile. 
These islands are now three times more densely populated than 
the United States. ·when California was purchased from Mexico 
she only had one inhabitant to the square mile; the Philippines 
have sixty times as many. A few years after California was pur
chased it was a State in the American Union. 

To-day it is the home of several millions of our own race of 
people. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] gives the 
purchase of California, for which we paid only $15,000,000, as a 
precedent to justify the purchase of the Philippines for $20,000,000. 

If any bettel' reason can be found for purchasing the Philip
pines this able debater would have found it. California could be 
purchased without destroying the Monroe doctrine. The subju
gation of the Philippines will destroy it. California became a 
State in a few years. It is not the intention of the Republican 
imperialists that the Philippine Islands ever shall become a State 
in this Union. Only 2 per cent of the Filipinos are Europeans or 
Americans; and these islands never can be peopled by the white 
race-first, because of climatic conditions; and secondly, because 
white labor can not compete :with, the cheap labor of the yellow 
races of the Orient. Hence our laborers never can live in these 
islands or compete with these islanders. . 

Cheap Asiatic labor will raise sugar and hemp to come into our 
country free of duty and compete with our sugar-beet, cane, and 
hemp i·aisers, thus bringing our far;mers in direct competition 
with the cooly labor of Asia. Our laws prevent Chinamen from 
coming to our country one at a time or by retail. If we annex 
the Philippines, we annex its present inhabitants, among whom 
are thousands of Chinamen, whom we will make citizens by the 
wholesale. The jewel of consistency seems to have been lost sight 
of in our mad rush for Spanish spoils. If we annex or attempt to 
annex these islands, Spain will be avenged, and · the object of our 
greed will be our scourge and Spain's avenger. 

Our flag has always been and should ever remain the emblem 
of peace, justice, and freedom. If we forcibly annex the Philip
pine Islands by war and conquest, our flag will then become the 
emblem of force, of war, of conquest, of greed and slavery. 

The red will represent the blood shed in subduing the islands. 
The white will represent the prese11t Administration now en

gaged in the whitewashing business to cover up the mistakes 
made in that whited sepulcher-the White House-during the 
war with Spain. 

The blue will represent the feelings of the American taxpayers 
when imperialism shall have doubled their taxes. The blue will 
also represent the Republican politician after the voters at the 
ne~t Presi~ential ~lection shall have retired t~~ir ~hit..ewashing 
chief to private bfe; shall have condemned imperiahsm, their 
standing-army steal, their gold standard, their trust-fostering 
·policies, and their forcible annexation of the Philippines. 

The Czar of Russia ha.s recently proposed a general conference 
of nations for the purpose of securing a lasting peace, and the 
prevention of future wars, and a reduction of the present stand
ing armies of the worlcl. The Republican party is meeting this 
proposition by quadrupling our standing army, by ordering a 
number of our war ships and an army of men to the Philippine 
Islands for t.he purpose of forcibly an exing the islands to our 
Government. · · 

Dewey was right in destroying the Spanish fleet, in capturing 
Manila, in driving out the Spaniards, and in holding Manila to 
force Spain to make a treaty of peace. These were war measures, 
and right and nece3sary. But we are now considering -the prob
lems of peace, not of war. The question is, Can we withdraw 
now from these islands honorably? 

This question was answered by the President when he said that 
forcible annexation would be criminal aggression . If he was 
right then, he is wrong now. He now proposes to forcibly annex 
the Philippine Islands, and if war results from his proposed crim
inal aggression, then every Philippine Islander that dies fighting 
to prevent forcible annexation will be a martyr, and every drop 

of blood shed by our country to subjugate these poople wm be 
shed because we covet our neighbors' lancl. In such a war the 
Ui+ited States would occupy tne place held by Great Britain in 
our own Revolutionary war. 

The Filipinos would occupy the position of Washington and the 
rebel colonists. We thus become the conquerors of a race of people 
who have never injured us, and whose only crime is their desire 
to be free. The gentleman from Ohio rMr. GROSVENOR], on this 
floor a few days ago, said that if we_left the Philippine Islands now, 
''coward" would be written on our backs. I had infinitely rather 
be branded" coward" on the back than "murderer" on the brow. 
If forcible annexation is criminal aggression, then the crime 
would be murder if we take human life in the war to annex the 
Phflippines. 

We fought the Revolutionary war with Great Britain because 
of her military despotism, because she qirnrtered soldiers among 
us in times of peace, and because she taxed us without representa
tion. Shall we now set u11 in the Philippine Islands a miUtary 
despotism, quarter our troops among these people, tax them with
out representation, and shoot them down if they r esist? 

Washington and his rebels made our great Republic what it is 
to-day. They gave us a written Constitution to guide us. Wash
ington, Jefferson, and Monroe 'varned us against foreign alliances 
and entanglements. Out of this advice ·arose the famous Monroe 
doctrine, by which we pledge ourselves that Ame1j.ca is for Amer
icans, and that no European nation shall annex ttny territory on 
this hemisphere. When France, during our civil war, invaded 
Mexico and put Maximilian on the throne, our Government as
serted the Monroe doctrine and drove the French from Mexico. 

l\fr. Cleveland in his last Ad~inistration again asserted it against 
British aggression in Venezuela, and Great Britain yielded to his 
demands. By this doctrine we assume a protectorate over two of 
the five continents on earth. Surely two-fifths of this whole earth 
for expansion ground should satisfy the greed of the most rabid 
expansionist. Even the lion of Athens, the gentleman from Ohio 
rMr. GROSVENOR], who SO generou~ly brands every man opposed 
fo the annexation of the Philippines as cowards, should be satisfied 
with two-fifths of the earth. 

We declared war with Spain to free Cuba and give her a stable, 
republican form of government. Why should we treat the citi
zens of the Philippine Isl~nds worse than the Cubans? Why gh·e 
freedom to Cuba and make slaves of the Philippine Islanders? 
They were our allies and fought side by side with our troops at 
Manila. They hailed Dewey as their deliverer. Shall we turn 
their joy to sorrow by making him their conqueror? 

The Times, an imperialistic journal published in this city, 
speaking of the Philippines, said on. the 29th of last month: 

. It has been decided to assert our authority at once. The insurgents will _ 
b e compelled to choose between absolute submission, with the surrender of 
Iloilo, and war; of course the enemies of expansion will make the most of 
any compulsion regardless of the fact that it proves the folly of their scheme 
of independence. 

This statement of the Times shows that the Republican party is 
following in the footsteps of Great Britain, and haive abandoned 
the wise and patriotic teachings of the fathers of our R epublic. 
In the early part of this century Great Britain demonetized silver. 
In 1873 the Republican party did likewise in this country. Great 
Britain has sent her armies and navy to every part of the earth 
and sought out the weak and unprotected nations and forcibly 
annexed them to the British Empire. · 

The Republican pa1·ty now has an army and additional wa 
vessels on the way to the Philippines to forcibly annex them. 
England has enslaved the Irish people. Not to be outdone by 
England, the Republican party now propose to first conquer anCi 
then govern according to their own sweet will the Filipinos to 
whom the great God of this universe has given the inalienable 
right of self-government, or else our Declaration of Independence 
and our Constitution are a tissue of falsehoods. But let one of our 
generals testify to the fact that the imperialism of Great Britain 
has caused him to forget his country and to sneer at its Constitu
tion. I will read from a New York paper th~ report of his speech: 
SAYS WE IIAVE O'C'TGROWN THE CONSTITUTION-GEll."'ERAL MERRITT SPEAKS 

AT THE ANNUAL DINNER OF THE NEW ENGLAND SOCIETY. 

NEW YORK, December f!!J . 
Over four hundred sons of New England sat down to-night at the ninety

third annual dinner of the New England Society of New York City at the 
·waldorf-Astoria. -president Howland presided, and above his chair was the 
seal of the society, flanked on either side by tho American and English flags. 
The guests included many m en prominent in public and priva te life, among 
them being Drayton Ives, Elihu Root, J.P. Morgan, Joseph H. Choate, Gen. 
Hamilton 8. Hawkins, Gen. William R. Shafter, Governor Elisha Dyer, of 
Rhode Island, Admiral William T. Sampson, Governor Theodore Roosevelt, 
Gen. Joseph Wheeler, Gen. Wesley Merritt, former Governor Roswell P. 
Flower, C. P. Huntington, and former Vice-President Le·d P. Morton. 

"Forefathers' Day" :was r esponded to by Governor Dyer. Governor-elect 
Roosevelt was greeted with loud cheers when he rose .to respond to "The 
State of New York." General Merrit.sin the course of a short speech, said: 
"We havo a great work before us. what we have done and what the Ad
ministration llas done bas been in the interests of the country. There is a 
great deal that approaches us from every side in the Tropics. We can extend 
our commerce there and we can extend the trade of America, which is now 
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th ce-fourths of it limited to the Tropics, to an enormous extent. We have 
the English feeling with us when we a.re in the colonies of Enghl.nd. A great 
many people have insisted that the Constitution forbade it. To these l have 
said, 'We ha>e outgrown the Constitution. It is not worth while to discuss 
it.' We are horo and we are here to stay." 

We should be too wise to adopt England's foreign policy and to 
thus destroy the Momoa doctrine and invite foreign wars and 
complications. We should be too alert to colonize a group of is
lands more than 7,000 miles from our shores, at the very doors of 
the nations of Europe, thus inviting an attack on ourselves so far 
away from home that our defeat and humiliation would be greatly 
facilitated. A chain is no stronger than the weakest link in the 
chain, and the weak link in our chain of empire would (if we 
adopt imperialism) be the Philippine Islands. We would have to 
protect them with every man, every gun, every ship, and every 
dollar that this country could command. 

We would be taken at agreat disadvantage. Our loss of life and 
treasure under such circumstances would be fearful if attacked 
by any strong European power. If we adhere to the Monroe doc
trine and remain on this hemisphere, the combined powers of the 
world could not defeat our armies. Therefore, viewing the an
nexation Of the Philippine Islands from the standpoint oi. expedi
ency, we must reject them. Viewing it as a moral and social 
question, we must reject forcible annexation. Christianity would 
be a failure if we can make people good by fighting them. 

Another objection to this bill is the enormous expense it will per
petuall v saddle on our people. Secretary Alger asks for the moclest 
sum (modest, I ·mean, for a Republican) of about SlGG,000,000. 
The minority report on this bill estimates that if the bill passes it 
will cost the people of our country $150,000,000 per annum. Let 
us compare this expense with like expenses of other nations. 
Rus3ia has a standing army of 1,000,000 men, and it costs heronly 
$155,000,000 per year for all purposes, and less for each than any 
other country. France comes next, with 580!000 men, and spends 
for her army $145,000,000 per year. 

Germany has ana.rmyof 5S5,000men, which costsherS135,000,000 
per year. 

Austria-Hungaryhas an armyof 360,000men, thatcostsS90,COO,- I 
000 a year. 

Italy has an army of 270,000 men, that costs her $55,000,000. 
These estimates, obtained from the Ohio State Journal, are for 

the Army alone and do not include the expense3 of the Navy. Ac
cording to Secretary Alger's request, we must pay $11,000,000 
more for an army of 100,000men thanRussiadoes for1,C00,000men. 
I therefore assert that this bill if passecl should be styled a bill 
to perpetually rob the American people, to build up an American 
aristocracy, to overawe labor. and protect trusts and corporations, 
to provide offices for political pets and the sons of millionaires. 
It is my deliberate judgment that this bill is demanded by the 
moneyed interests of this country, who own and control the Repub
lican party. Plutocrats claim that the Army is to be used in the 
Spanish islands. Plutocracy intends to use it in the sovereign 
States of this Union to enable capital to control andoverawelabor. 
When this Army bill passes-then, and not until then, will the 
Adminjstration unfold its foreign policy. 

- The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.WALKER], a Repub
lican, a banker and manufacturer, and, of course, an imperialist 
and expansionist, speaking of this bill on this floor, urged an increase 
of the Army, and said that it is needed, "not to kee_p in subjection 
law-abiding citizens, not to keep the workingmen from commit
ting acts of violence when there are strikes, but to prevent those 
men who take advantage of strikes to do acts of violence in spite 
of the strikers, and to create a condition of war." This is a frank 
admission that the Army is intended to be used in the States and 
against our own people in case of strikes. And this is the real 
purpose of the advocates of this bill. 

The spirit of imperialism and plutocracy is seeking to enslave 
the white citizens at home as well as to conquer and annex yellow 
ones in the islands of the ocean. The American people should bo 
aroused to the great danger now confronting them in imperialism 
and a large standing army. What will it profit the people of the 
United States to conquer the Philippine Islands and annex the 
rest of the world if in the end they lose their own liberty? 

The moneyed plutocrats have joined the Army aristocrats in an 
effort to raise the standing army to 100,000 men for their joint use 
and benefit, tho moneyed men to control and coerce labor, the Army 
officers to draw large salaries for life and to live in luxury and 
ease at the taxpayers' expense. The annexed statement of Mr. 
Edward Atkinson, an expert statistician, shows that the mad pol
icy of imperialism will soon bankrupt and ruin our country: 
In tho fiscal year ending Juno 30, 1897, deducting from the r eceipts 

tho amounts recovered for bonds advanced to the Pacific rail
road, and applied to the payment of those bonds and interest, 
the deficit was------------ ____ -------------- ____ ----- --- ---- ·----- $1©3,000,000 

The Secretary computing the deficiency in the fiscal year ending 
Juno 30, 189!1, at ____ ·--- ____ ---- ---------- ---------- ----- -- -- ---__ __ ID, 000, ()(X) 

Total - ------ - ----- ·--- ----. --· ---·-- - ----- - ----- ---- ---- ____ ·--- 215, 000, 000 
The proceeds of the war loan and S15.000,000 over will therefore have been 

eXpended within the six months after January 1, and on June30, 1809, another 

deficit will be drawing cash from the Treasury r eserves. This_Congress will 
expire .March -1, and the new Congress will not meet unle&S in extra session 
until December, 1899, in the middle of the fiscal year endin~ June 30, 1900. 

Tho Secr etary computing the revenue from taxation m the fiscal yoar 
ending 

~~:Jii~~e:!t-===== = ===== ==== ========== ==== ============ ====== = ===== S.~i2: ~: m 
Deficit ____ ------------------------------ ____ -·- -------_-------- - 80, 018, 378 

The population for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1900, will be somewh..'1.t 
less then 78,000,00'0, but, adopting' that number, tho normal revenue and ex
penditure at $5 per head would como to $300,000,000. 

According to the Secretary's estimate all the existing taxes will yield per 
head $6.52, while the com:r,mted expenditures will come to over ST per hoad. 

Additional taxation will therefore become necessary, even if the Secro
tary's sa.nguino estimates of revenue and expenditure arc justified. 

It will. howevel', be observed that he assumes that tho revenues now de
rived from su17ar and tobacco will continue as they arc. But if the imperial
ist or annexation policy prevails, the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico can not 
be treated on any other basis than tho Hawaiian group; hence a necessary 
loss of revenue in 1900, computed by myself at not less tho.n80 cents per head, 
or $62,000,000, to be added to the deficit computed by the 8 ecretary of S:J0.000,-
000, making sre,000,000. This sum must be provided from now sources of di-
rect internal taxation. · 

But it will be remembered that the Secretary's estimates of expenditure 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, are wholly inconsistent with the in
crease of the Army recommended by the Secretary of War or the increase of 
the Navy recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. Neither is any pro
vision made in these estimates for the construction or renovation of coast 
defenses in Cuba, Porto Rico, or Hawaii, nor is thore any provision made for 
public buildings in these ishl.nds. The Philippines are also wholly ignored. 

The only safe computation that can be made for the fiscal year l!JOO, if tho 
imperialist-policy P.revails, would be a.s follows: 
Revenues as compiled by the Secretary _______ . _________ .------ ____ $510,000,000 
Deduct loss of revenue on sugar, tobscco, rice, and fruits ____ -·-- 62,000,000 

Net r evenue under existing laws, ·less loss on sugar, etc., at 
$6 per head, or 51 above the normal rate of $5----------·--- 448,000,000 

=====--===== 
EXPE.XDITURES. 
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Navy, co:i.s~ defenses in Cuba, Porto Rico, and Hawaii, only $1 
per head. ----------- ---- -------- _____ __ _ ---------- ---· ---··- ____ ·-- - 'i8, C-00,000 

Tola! at a fraction under $8 per head _____ ·-----·_ --- -.-----__ 618,000,00'J 

Deficit __ ---------------··- __ ·----·----_-----____________________ 170, 000, OCO 
This deficit of over $2 per hoad must be provided by direct taxation. 

78,00J,000 persons taxed at $8 per head pay--·---------------------- $624:,000,000 
If taxed at the nominal rate of t5 per head, which has sufficed for 

twenty-one years, the sum would be ____ ·--------·-------·····--- 300,000,000 

C0st of imperialism, $3 per head ____ --·-- - ------------ ____ ·--- 234:,000,000 
This policy will raise the tax on every family of fl rn persons from $25 to 

S.J:Qa year. 
But the whole cost is not oven yet disclosed. The increase of the Army 

from 25,000 to 100,000 men can only contemplate service in Cuba, Porto Rico, 
and the Philippines of a force of at le.ast G0,000 out of the 100,000, leaving 40,000 
for home service where 25,000 have amply sufficecl. 

At least one-half the force of G0,000 will either dio or become dislotblcd 
every year. According to English experience in India and French experi
ence in their tropical colonies of a death rato of 100 in each 1,000, 5 per cont 
will he sent home every year to be sup-ported in hospitals or at the pnb1ic 
cost from venereal diseases only, by which more than half tho Army is in
fected. 

Yet the Secretary of tho 'l'reasury reduces tho estimate for pensions in 
lDOO below that of the present year. This can only bo due to inadvertence, 
but how much must bo added no one can compute. 

In my previous ~ua.rded analysis I overestimated tho income from the war
revenue act now m force. All my other computations are more than sus
tained by tho report of the Secretary of tho Treasury. 

The money cost of tho national crime which tho advocates of imperialism 
propose to commit in tho face of the declaration of President :McKinley that 
such an act would be one of "criminal aggression" will be not less than S3 
per head, $15 per family, in amount $°231,000,000, in tho next fiscal year, and 
probably more. 

The pretexts upon which this so-called policy of imperialism is promoted 
consist of mixed motives of profits and patriotism. 

l\fr. JETT. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
K!TCIIINl. 

:M:r. KfTCHIN. Mr. Chairman, had I sufficient time I would 
gladly discuss the incidental race question which has been often 
mentioned in this debate, but, sir, I am compelled to limit my 
few remarks more closely to the main foa.tures of the ponding 
measure. Scorning the misrepresentations of ignorance ancl 
bigotry, rejoicing in the victory of our .Army and Navy, ancl re
sponsible to the descendants of the first proclaimers of American 
liberty for my conduct, I shall vote against increasing the stand
ing army of the United States from 30,000 to lOJ,000 men in timo 
of peace. 

The memories that cluster around the battle grounds of Ala
mance and Guilford, in my district, and the sacrifices made by my 
native St.ate in the recent war with Spain, when brave Ba.gloy fell 
at Cardenas and gallant Shipp expired on the hill of San Juan, 
impress me with honor for heroes and \vit!l respect for military 
preparations. But, sir, my knowledge of the conditions of the 
plain people of this land and my conficlence in the innate powers 
of my country forbid my aid to this unnecessary increase of ex
penso for military purposes in time of peace from $~~.00,0,000 to 
$100,000,000 annually, a sum sufficient to bny three districts, ac
cording to their tax books, such as I have the honor here to repre
sent. This increase has knocked at · the doors of Congres3 for 
twenty yea1·s, but the wisdom and patriotism of our statesmen 
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have refused it admittance; but under the infatuation resulting 
from our recent victories it has crept into these halls. 

Tho King of Israel, in a moment of infatuation, yielded to 
temptation, committed a double crime, and in his old ago mourned 
·his conduct. Let Congress heed the moral and save the country 
from this error, sprung upon us in a moment of exultation, which 
our wisest and most honored statesmen have heretofore resisted. 

Mr. Chairman, in the interest of millions we should deny the 
domands of the few, and we should continue in the future, as in 
the past, to rely upon the volunteer soldiery of this land for our 
safeguard. . . 

Do gentlemen on the other side think that the treatment of tho 
volunteer soldiers in this recent war will deter patriots from vol
unteering hereafter? In my judgment that treatment has been 
wrong. The volunteers upon application should be discharged 
and others should be enlisted for garrison work. The brave men 
who left their occupations and familie3 to engage in active fight
ing for our country should not be required against their wishes 
to do garr ison duty, to incur sickness, disease, and death under 
the tropical sun of dista.;nt Luzon. There are men who are will
ing to do garrison duty, and they should be allowed to enlist for 
that purpose. To keep the present volunteers in service to while 
away time and oxpend their manhood in garrisons is a violation 
of their contract as they understood it at the time of their enlist
ment. 

However, hereafter when the rights of the people are involved, 
so strong is the patriotism and so high the com·age of the citizen
ship of our land that gleami!lg steel will flash against the enemy 
from millions of volunteer soldiers if need be. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the result of the recent war with Spain 
clearly shows that this country .does not need a large standing 
army. If for thirty years past we did not need a larger regular 
army than 30,000 men, why do we now need 100,000, when the 
Indian problem is well-nigh settled and when the victories of 
Manila and Santiago have added luster and prestige to our power? 
[Applause.] . 
If gentlemen take refuge behind the increased responsibilities of 

the war and convince the country that these responsibilities mean 
future wars, then, :Mr. Chairman, the country will say at once, 
''Dispose of and withdrn w from Porto Rico and Hawaii as well as 
from the Philippines. " . 

In my opinion, danger, great danger lurks in the acquisition of 
the Philippines; and if the people thoroughly understood this mat
ter, a wave of protest would come from the farms and the shops, 
the fields, the mines, and the offices of this land that would compel 
a patriotic Executive to change his course upon it. And I hope, 
Mr. Chairman, that even now, while we have this bill under con
sideration, these protests are m·aking our administrative officers 
change their views upon the policy of annexing the Philippines. 

If a just conception of the mission of this Republic, if a proper 
regard for the interests of our toiling masses, if a manly love for 
humanity's rights, are not sufficient to forbid the forcible annex
ation of these islands, then I trust the fear of the wrath of the 
American electors at least will stay the powers of the President 
in his grasping after Asiatic acquisitions. 

It is futile for gentlemen on the other side to deny that the 
Executive has had the intention to permanently retain the Philip-
pines. · 

Is there a lawyer here who would not expect to convict a de
fendant if be had the same evidence against him as we have in 
this matter in favor of that position being held by the Executive? 
Are we to suppose that our peace commissioners acted without 
any consultation with the Executive? Are we to suppose that a 
treaty of peace would be submitted to the Senate of tho United 
States ceding t.he Philippines to our country without the consent 
of the Executive? ArewetosupposethattheExecutivewouldhave 
made the speech that he made in a Southern city, in which he op
posed "pulling down the flag," unless he had been sincere in his 
statements? 

You will certainly not charge him with trying to involve the 
public in a misconception of his position by this treaty and by 
these expressions, and unless you think that he intended to mis
lead the people you can not resist the conclusion that when he 
made that speech at Atlanta he then intended to perpetually 
hold and occupy the Philippines. While the country knows this, 
yet the annexation proposition is so novel and perilous that so far 
:pot a single Republican has boldly advocated it in this House. 
Yet all Republicans, with few exceptions, are drifting with the 
Administration and submitting to this threatening innovation of 
imperialism. 

Mr. Chairman, I would keep the necessary coaling and naval 
stations in the Philippine Islands, but never would I shed a drop of 
American blood in destroying the hopes of independence among 
their population. 

I admit the right of this country to acquire vast domains of 
uninhabited or practically uninhabited American territory. I 
would go further than that. I would admit its right to 1:1innex 

populous adjacent territory, with the consent of the inhabitant.a 
thereof~ as was done in the case of Texas; but I deny the moral 
right of any government, based upon the principles of onr im
mortal Declaration of Independence, to purchase the opportunity 
to subdue 10,000,000 distant people who are struggling for the 
same rights that our ancestors wrung from British tyranny. 

I protest against this Go-vernment undertaking these dangerous 
and expensive experiments while it shuts the Treasury to the 
rights of individuals and the needs of municipalities throughout 
this land. I protest against this threatened increase of the Regu
lar Army as a menace to the rights of tho States and the peopJe in 
times of great moment, and we know not how soon those times 
may come. I protest against it as an unnecessary and therefore 
an unjust burden on the taxpayers of this country, who are now 
hoping for the early repeal of the present war taxes under which 
they are laboring. And I protest against it as a dangerous tend
ency to European or monarchic policies. 

I wish that my distinguished colleague [~. Lrm.""EY], wlio is 
rarely absent, were present, for I want also to protest against the 
"pussy cat " policy that my friend announced last njght. I pro
test against our country elevating i ts back Uke a pussy cat, as my 
colleague demands, in order to keep the bulldogs of the world off 
of us. 

Mr. CARMACK. We do not need to do so. 
Mr. KITCHIN. We do not need to do so, as my friend from 

Tennessee remarks. On the contrary, I prefer to adhere to our 
fathers' policy in time of peace, to a standing army of 80,000 men, 
and to our Navy, and then in times of great emergency to depend 
upon the immeasurable resonrces, the indomitable courage, and 
the never-failing patriotism of the best people that the world has 
ever seen, for our defense, our strength, and our victories. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen say we should not withdraw the flag. 
I would remind gentlemen that the German flag was withdrawn 
from the capital of France without dishonor; that the English 
flag was withdrawn from this very city in which we are without 
dishonor; that the Ame1ican flag was withdrawn from the capi
tal of Mexico without dishonor; and, more than that, I would re
mind them that the American fla.g was withdrawn from Pensa
cola, when Pensacola was Spanish , without dishonor. And, sir, 
I protest against the claptrap and humbug argument embraced 
in the question, "Who will pull down the flag?" and would an
swer that common sense and the welfare of our posterity demand 
that we withdraw from the Philippines at the earliest practicable 
moment, and not run the risk of fighting another war, a war which 
this Congress has not authorized, which the people do not ~pprove, 
and which, with its succeeding evils, will be properly charged to 
this Administration. 

The objects of the first war-the independence of Cuba and the 
avenging of the Maine-have been attained. If further bloodshed 
follows it will be upon the heads of those who have persisted and 
still persist in forcing our :flag upon the Filipinos against their 
consent. 

In conclusion I will say, in the sentiments that I have hereto
fore expressed on this floor, that if Dewey's great victory at 
Manila shall result in our country abandoning the principles of 
our fathers, shall result in the policy of imperialism, in a policy 
of territorial aggrandizement and colonial oppression, then the 
sweetness of that victory will be bitterness, the honor of that vic
tory will be shame, and humanity may weep over it as the.first 
blow by the country of Washington and Jefferson against the 
liberty of mankind, and may well pray that it prove not fatal. · 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

1\1r. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. STARK]. 

l\fr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, the discussion upon this bill has 
very properly taken a wide range. A measure which proposes 
basic alterations in the system of government and established 
usage of the United States of America demands the exercise of our 
best thought and most critical discernment. The question di
rectly submitted is whether in time of peace there is need to per
manently increase our Regular A.I·my to 100,000 men immediately 
after the conclusion of a war with Spain which required the 
active services of less than G0,000 men. The adoption of the sub
stitute for the bill under discussion will provide sufficient military 
force until the conclusion of all differences with Spain. 

In the earlier days of the Republic the laurel wTeath of fame was 
placed upon the brows of brave men who left shops and fields at 
the call of their country, performed their full duty as soldiers, 
and when peace was declared resumed their places at the anvil or 
"beat their swords into plowshares," to again become producers 
and artisans. We are proud of our citizen soldiery. They have 
never failed us in our hours of need. The volunteer soldier of the 
United States has risen to every emergency and "acted well his 
part" whenever called into service. 

I believe, in the language of the Constitution, that "a well
regulated militia is necessary to the security of a free state," and 
that a well-regulated, well-drilled, and well-equipped militia will 
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be perfectly adequate without further increase of the standing 
Army to answer every requirement of a Government that seeks 
only the good of its citizens, endeavors simply to execute the laws 
duly passed by the representatives of the people, ancl accords to 
other nations: weak or strong, the same treatment we have always 
asked for ourselves. It is my judgment that a greater appropria
tion to arm and equip the militia of the various States would 
effectively guard the Republic from any threatened danger and 
relieve the people from any apprehensions regarding the perma
nent establishment of an unnecessary military force or power. 

As regards the question of "imperialism," with which this 
seems intimately connected. I apprehend there is little doubt that 
the provisions of the Constitution of the United States apply at 
once to all territory that becomes a part of the United States. 
This seriously affects ottr revenue and the industries of our people. 
It would be impossible to levy discriminating duties against their 
products, and the capital of the world can employ their semislave 
labor to the di.sad vantage of American workmen and farmers. As 
soon as the West and South realize that this policy diverts immi
gration and capital to the islands of the Pacific, and that devel
opment of their industries and the ri<ie of land values are checked 
in consequence, it will have few adherents in either section. 

The North and the distinctively manufacturing centers have 
begun to realize the trend of the intended legislation, and the 
protests of their representatives are being recorded. People are 
set to thinking by self-interest, and it requires but little thought 
to show the average man that the doctrines of "conquest" and 
"colonization" are foreign to the spirit of American institutions. 
There is as much of an '' irrepressible conflict" be~ween a govern
ment by "consent" and a .government by "coercion" as has ex
isted between freedom and serfdom since the first aristocrat con
ceived the idea of living in the sweat of eome other man·s face. 

What is taxation without representation but a system of" in
voluntary servitude?" And it has been decreed after due submis
sion to the grim arbitrament of war, it has been solemnly recorded 
by that court of highest resort, an earnest and awakened people, that 
from and after the passage of the thirteenth amendment" neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have been du!Y" convicted, shall 
exist within the United States or any place subject to their juris
diction." 

I know there are men who seem to be trying to create the im
pression that human liberties, national honor, and the great prin
ciples of justice are empty, meaningless phrases, to be juggled 
with and canted over until the distinction between right and 
wrong is entirely obliterated, and the doctrine of "manifest des
tiny" has been deftly substituted for the teachings of the Sermon 
on the M.ount. To such the quotation from Lowell is strikingly 
applicable; 

Think you truth a farthing rushlight to be pinch ed out when you will 
With your deft official fingers nnd your politician's skill? 
IR your God a wooden fetich to be hidden out of sight, 
That his dull eyes may not see you do the thing that is not right? 

It is easy to write the word" relinquished," as applied to Span
ish dominion in Cuba, and '' ceded" in the treaty provisions con
cerning the islands of the other hemisphere. It is easy to desig
nate forcible annexation as" criminal aggression" when applied 
to Cuba, and ''benevolent assimilation,, in speaking of the Philip
pines, but are not the rights of these alien people identical. If 
either is to be discriminated against, why should it be the race of 
whom Admiral Dewey in his cablegram of August 28, 1898, said: 

These people are far superior in their intelligence and more capable of 
self-government. than the n atives of Cuba, and I am familiar with both races. 

Since July 4, 1770, certain great political theorems have been 
graven on the page of history by the people of the United States 
of America. ''Taxation without representation is tyranny." 
''Resistance to tyranny is obedience to God." ''All men are born 
free and oqual, nnd endowed by their Creator with certain inalien
able rights." "Go>ernments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed." These are trite truths. Perhaps a lit-

• tle old-fashioned, but they have been held up to the children of 
America as worthy of acceptance for more than a hundred years. 
Who will take them down? [Applause. l 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. LA.MB]. 

[Mr. LAMB addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

STALLINGS] . 

[Mr. STALLINGS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. JETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 

M AXWELL] fifteen minutes, or such time as he may desire. 
Mr. MAXWELL. Mr. Chairman, the pioneer settlers of this 

country favored peace. The Puritans sought to establish a new 
home, where they would be free from the persecutions of their 
enemies. Connecticut and Rhode Island were settled by those 

who sought freedom to worship God as they saw fit. These set
tlements and others aroused the jealousy of the Indians, then very 
numerous and strong, and who saw that the inevitable result, if 
the whites were permitted to take possession of their lands, would 
be their own extinction. Hence bloody wars followed, and the 
settlers were compelled to defend their homes. It was a matter 
of self-defense alone, although at times aggressive. 

Early in the seventeenth century the French made settlements 
at Quebec and along the St. Lawrence, and had established trad
ing posts along that river, around the Great Lakes, in the valley 
of the Ohio, and down the Mississippi, and claimed the entire 
country as a colony of France. Hence Indian raids upon the fron
tier settlements of New England, New York, and other colonies, 
apparently instigated by the French, were of frequent occurrence 
until the French were driven out of Canada. Jn all these wars 
settlers were mustered in as soldiers, although but militia, to de
fend their homes, and were brave, daring, and reliable. 

Braddock's defeat, bad as it was, would have been an utter rout 
bad not the Virginia troops, practically the militia of that colony, 
under the command of \Vashington, protected the r ear. These 
colonists were jealous of their rights as freemen. Our fathers 
were opposed to tyranny in whatever form or by whom exercised. 
Hence, when it was sought by the English Parliament to impose 
taxes upon them when they had no voice in the election of its 
members and no representation, they rebelled. And the fact that 
the taxes to be raised in this manner were to be applied on the 
debt incurred by the English Government in driving the French 
out of Canada was held not to change the principle. 

If Parliament could levy taxes upon the colonies for one pur
pose when they had no representation in that body, then they 
could levy them for all purposes and practically reduce them to 
the condition of a conquered people. If they submitted to this 
injustice, it would be but the beginning of British tyranny, and we 
glory in their manhood and courage and are thankful to them 
for their resistance and to God for the success of the Revolution 
that created this nation. In this connection it may be well 
to inquire if we are seeking to impose taxes without representa
tion on any of tlie late colonies of Spain. The Declaration of In
dependence contains the clearest and most direct statement of the 
rights of men to be found in any state paper. 

It is the foundation upon which this Government is placed, and 
the Constitution of the United States was framed and adopted to 
more effectually secure the blessings of liberty, and the Constitu
tion itself is to be construed with reference to the Declaration of 
Independence. This Declaration has, since its promulgation, been 
a beacon light to every people who desire to be free. It is the 
watchword that points the way to liberty, and when carried into 
effect · by any people will secure the downfall of tyranny and op
pression. In connection with this Declaration of Independence, 
the long and arduous services of W asbington in conducting the war 
to a successful termination and then voluntarily surrendering his 
power to-those from whom he received it, stating that he made.no 
charge for bis services, was an example of patriotism and dhiinter
estedness that commended him and the new Republic to every 
friend of the human race. 

Byron, in writing after the battle of Waterloo, in commending 
Washington and the Republic, said: . 

Can tyrants but by tyrants conquered be, 
And freedom find no champion and no chilcl 

Such as ColumbiP. saw when she 
Sprang forth a Pallas armed but undefiled? 
Or must such minds be nourished in the wild, 

Deep in the unpruned forest, 'midst the roar 
Of cataracts, 
Where nature smiled on infant Washington; 

Has earth no more 
Such seed within her breast, or 

Europe no such shore? 
In his address in September, 1796, Washington said, in ~peaking 

of the duty of the nation: 
Observe good faith and justice toward all nations; cultivate peace and har

mony with all. Heligion and moralit y enjoin this conduct; and can it bo thhat 
good policy does not equally enjoin it? It will be worthy of free and enlig t
ened (and at no distant period a great) nation to givo t o mankind the magnani
mous and too no>el example of a people always guidocl by an exaltfld justice 
and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of time and things the 
fruit.s of such plan would richly repay a temporary advantage which might 
be lost by a steady adherence to it?-Bancroft's Life, page 4.93. 

In the same address he also said (page 498): 
The great rule of conduct for u s in r e1?ard to foreign nations is in extend-

. ing our commercial r elations to have with them as little political connection 
as p ossible. So far as we have already formed engagements, let th om be pm:
formed with perfect good ft!.itli. Hero let u s stop. Europe has a se t of pri
mary interests which to us h ave none or very r emote relations. .Ilenco she 
mus~ be engaged in the frequent contro>ersies, tho co.uses of wb1c~ ax:e es
sentiallf foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unw1se mus 
to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in tho ordinary vicissitud~s of lier 
p~li.tics, or the ordinary com~inations and collisions of lier friendsli1p.s or en
mities. Our detached and dIBtant situation enables u s to pursue a different 
course. 

He also says (page 490) : _ 
So likewise a passionate attachment of one nation for another produces a. 

variety of evils . Sympathy for the favorite nation facilitating the illusion 
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of an imaginary common interest in cases where no real common interest 
exists. ancI infusing into one the enmities of the other, betrays the former 
into a partici~ation of the quarrels of the latter without adequate induce· 
m ent or justification. It leads also to concessions to the favorite nation of 
privileges denied to others which is a:r;>t doubly to injure the nation making 
the concessions by unnecessarily partmg with what ought to have been r e
tained, and by exciting j ealousy, ill-will, and disposition to retaliate in the 
parties from whom equal privileges are withheld; and it gives to ambitious, 
corrupted, or deluded citizens who devote themselves to the favori te nation 
facility to betray or sacrifice the interest of their own country without 
odium, sometimes even with popularity; gilding with the appearances of a. 
virtuous sense of obligation a commendable deference to public opinion, or a 
laudable zeal for the public good the base of foolish compliances of ambition, 
corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreiirn influence in innumerable ways. such attachments 
are particularly ala.rmmg to the truly enlightened and mdependent patriot. 
How many opportunities do they afford to tamper with domestic factions 
and practice the arts of seduction to mislead public opinion to influence or 
awe public councils? Such an attachment of a small or weak toward a great 
and powerful nation dooms the former to be the satellite of the latter. Against 
the insidious wiles of foreign influence, I conjure you to believe me, fellow
citizens,, the jealousy of a free people ought to be constantly awake, since his
tory ana experience prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful 
foes of a republican government. 

These declarations of the future of the Republic are peculiarly 
applicable now for reasons that will be stated presently. Before 
the declaration of war against Spain last year, it was well known 
that Spain in the conduct of the war against the people of the 
island of Cuba had resorted to inhuman methods that shocked the 
sensibilities of our people, and as it was probable that this inhu
man mode of warfare would continue indefinitely, there was a 
general demand on the part of our people that the war should stop. 
Acting upon this demand of our people, Cqngress, before a formal 
declaration of war, in effect declared war against Spain, and in 
the very act itself solemnly announced to the world that we " dis
claimed any disposition or intention to exercise sovereignty, ju
risdiction, or control over said island," except for the purpose of 
pacification, and when that ·was accomplished we would with
draw. In the first section of the bill we declared "that the people 
of Cuba are and of a right ought to be free." 

The sole object of the bill was to compel the Spaniards to sur
render their authority and get out of Cuba and leave the people 
of that· island free to form a government of their own. This vol
untary act was precisely like that of a neighbor who would assist 
another in distress·with no thought or expectation of compensa
tion. Had it been intended that this nation should be reimbursed 
for its expenses, a provision of that kind would have been put in 
the bill. There certainly was no suggestion of the kind either in 
the bill itself or on the floor of the House. The fair inference 
from our declarations as a nation is that the war was not waged 
for conquest but for humanity. 

Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands were not mentioned, or, 
so far as I know, thought of. All these islands 8.l.·e thickly popu
lated, much more so than Cuba, and the very act of declaring 
that the Cubans of right ought to be free and independent applies 
with greater force to Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands. Ac
cording to our best information the Philippine Islands contain 
about 114,000 square miles and about 10,000,000 population, and 
the ratio of population per square mile in Porto Rico, I am in
formed, is about the same. How can we demand government of 
the people for Cuba and deny it to the other islands named? We 
can not do so without stultifying ourselves. 

If we are to be inclemnifi.ed by Spain, let us insist upon payment 
of an indemnity in mo~ey. The plea that she is unable to pay 
can not be sustained. France, a few years ago, when prostrate at 
the feet of her conquerors, raised $1,000,000,000 as an indemnity 
to Germany. The national debt of France was very large at the 
time, but she had no difficulty in raising the amount demanded. 
And there is good reason to believe that Spain could raise the 
requisite amount. I think we have already expended in this war 
at least $200,000,000, and it is proposed to pay Spain for the Philip
pines $20,000,000; and what do we get in return? Practically 
nothing. There are supposed to be about 700 islands, big and little, 
in the Philippines. With this vast number the expense of policing 
the islands would be enormous, even if the natives were friendly; 
but if hostile, it would be greatly increased. The natives, as a 
rule, know nothing of our language, religion, or form of govern
ment, and are pagans, Mohammedans, and followers of Confucius. 
They wear but little clothing, and live almost whoBy on the food 
of the Tropics. Will anyone contend that such a people is a val
uable acquisition to any nation? I think not. The life of one of 
our soldiers or seamen is worth more to us than the islands. 

As a nation we have the high sense of honor possessed by Wash· 
ington, and I trust we will not depart from the ancient landmarks. 
But it is said our Army is already in the Philippine Islands and 
that it is confronted by a large force of the natives, who claim to 
have set up a government of their own. The answer to this is 
that we have no cause of war against the natives of those islands. 
Our troops were sent there to drive out the Spaniards, not to make 
war on the people. It is said, however, that these people are not 
fit to govern themselves and we should hold the islands as colo
nies, aud we are referred to Great Britain, which, it is said, has 

added greatly to her power and wealth by reason of her colonies 
and conquests. 

Her rule in India, if reports apparently reliab1e can be credited, 
has been that of an absolute tyrant. The people have no voice in 
the government, and no salaried offices of importance are given 
to the natives. She rules India with a rod of iron, and while she 
has made many improvements there calculated to benefit the 
country, they have been made as investments and not as works 
of charity and good will to the people. But five years abo the 
council of state for India in London, without notice, in one day 
closed India1s mints, discredited the money which had been almost 
exclusively in use from time immemorial, and caused intense suf
fering, sickness, starvation, and death.among the poor. 

Do the people of this country desire such colonies? If so, the 
plea should be placed on other grounds tbari humanity. But it is 
said that Great Britain is exceedingly anxious to have us hold the 
Philippines, and that her statesmen and public journals are doing 
all they can to promote this desire among our people, and that 
British influence all over this nation is being exerted in that be
half. If so, I commend the words of Washington which I have 
quoted to the attention of Congress and the American people. 
We wish to remain on friendly terms with England, as with all 
other nations, but to have no entangling alliances with her or any 
other nation. 

One of the evil effects of annexation would be the influx of 
cheap labor from the Philippines. Being territory of the United 
States, their right to pass from State to State could not bo denied. 
We are all interested in having labor :well paid for its service, as 
a man or woman who receives enough to provide comfortably for 
his or her family and lay up something for a rainy day is a better 
citizen every way; and when all are employed at fair wage3 the . 
country is prosperous. We sometimes hear it said that certain 
industries can be carried on successfully if wages can be reduced 
to a certain level. The proper mode of estimating such things 
would seem to be to fix wages at a fair rate and then make deduc
tions as far as possible in ·other things. But we are gravely told 
that we need our Army of 100,000 men to meet any exigency that 
may arise. 

The next census of this nation, to be taken next year, will show 
from 75,000,000 to 78,000,000 people herein. and in the next ten 
years we will in all pro ba bili ty pass the 90, 000, 000 mark. We have 
unbounded resources, and our people are active, industrious, intel
ligent, and patriotic, and ready at any time to defend the flag if 
occasion requires. No nation in the world can cope with us in a 
just cause. France has a population of about 40,000,000, and the 
birth rate is but little in excess of the death rate. Germany has 
a population of about 50,000,000; Austria-Hungary of 41,000,000. 
Russia, 113,000,000, and the British Isles nearly 40,000,000. In 
point of numbers Russia is the only nation that equals or exceeds 
ours, but she is deficient in both money and i:eimurces, and lacks 
the cohesion among her population possessed by ourselves, Of the 
other nations Great Britain is the only one that would be for
midable, but she would have to succumb, and that speedily, to 
the young giant of the West. But we have no desire to go to war. 

This is a Christian nation, and the Golden Rule is the standard 
of the highest chara'cter. We intend to treat every other nation 
courteously, fairly, and honorably. If our nation could be per
sonified by the character of one individual, it would be that of a 
peaceable, active, intelligent, industrious, enterprising, reliable, 
honorable, and upright gentleman. We propose to give no cause 
of offense, and be honorable in our dealings, and anticipate no war. 
We have nothing to fear from the Indians in the United States. 
At the present time they are all on reservations or on their allot
ments of land, and need no troops to hold them in subjection. A 
standing army is always a menace to free government, and in a 
republic should not be maintained in time of peace. I admire the 
bravery and effi.ciency of our Regular Army, and I am in favor of 
a sufficient number of regular soldiers that the service may demand. 

I think, notwithstanding the disparaging remarks as to its or
ganization, that it will compare favorably with the army of any 
other nation. And in my view its organization, effected by our 
able generals, men skilled in the art of war, and that have made 
the Army strong and efficient, should not be radically changed for 
untried experiment. A free people, however, must rely upon vol
unteers in case an army is required. A volunteer soldiery pos
sesses an energy, dash, vim. and staying qualities that are ha.rd to 
excel. The volunteers tender their services to the. Government 
for the purpose of fighting in the war in which the nation is en
gaged, and may be relied upon to use every effort to secure a vic
tory. Cromwell, with his volunteers, although not so well drilled 
as the troops opposed to him, overcame the regular army under 
Charles I, and the volunteers in our civil war and ·the late war 
with Spain were brave, active, intelligent, efficient, reliable, and 
intensely patriotic. 

Let a just cause of war arise between this nation and any other 
and a million men would spring to arms at once for offense or 
defense. But we will have no war with any other nation, and our 
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people are law abiding, and it is unnecessary to have an army to 
preserve the peace or enforce the law. In the early history of 
this nation, whon the Indians, in armed bands many thousands 
strong, attacked our frontier settlements, carrying murder and 
devastation wherever they went, and foreign foes were threaten
ing the nation from without, we had but a skeleton of a regular 
army, the principal reliance being the citizen soldiery, and it per
formed its duty well and restored peace to the nation. [Applause.] 

Three thousand years ago a prophet declared that after a certain 
time the nations should study .war no more. Now, on the eve of 
the twentieth century, the prophecy seems in a fair way to be ful
filled, and a desire e,Xists among the nations to settle differences by 
arbitration, and there is a probable reduction of armfos of the sev
eral nations in the near future. I hope we willnotimpedethemaroh 
of universal peace. Our nation can easily support half a billion 
population. Our resources, which are almost without limit, a1·e 
but beginning to be developed. We have exhaustless mines of 
gold, silver, iron, copper, and other minerals, and oils without 
limit. The waters which flow from the Rocky Mountains, if util
ized for irrigation, would irrigate a large part of the semiarid lands 
of the nation, and an amount of money equal to that spent in this 
war with Spain would accomplish this result and add greatly to 
our production. 

There are grave qu'estions in our own nation to be settled in the 
near future that require wise statesmanship and dispassionate ac
tion. Let us see to it that our laws are just and equal, and are 
administered with impartiality and fairness, ancl t-hat the rights 
of all und every class of citizens are fostered and protected, and 
auT own people will be prosperous and happy without being em
broiled in tho contentions and controversies of other nations. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. C.a.sTLEl. 

[Mr. CASTLE addressed the committee. Sea Appendix.] 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. · 

The motion was agread tb. 
The committee accordingly rose; and 1\fr. CONNOLLY having 

resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, .Mr. LACEY, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 110~2, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MARSH. :Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
And accorilingly (at 11 o'clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House 

adjonrned. 

EXECUTIVE COl\fl\-IUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clauee 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive and other 

communications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

- A letter from the receiver of the Capital Railway Company, trans
mitting · the statement of that company for the year 1808-to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from tho Secretary of the Navy, submitting 
certatn estimates for the navy-yards at Washington and League 
Island-to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of the 
leases granted during the calendar year 1808-to the Committee on 
MHitary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from. the Secretary of State, transmitting a copy of the 
preliminary report of Mr. E. L. Corthell, representative of the 
Uni~d States at the Seventh International Congress of Naviga
tion at Brussels-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secreta.ry of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, copy of a report containing estimate 
of the cost of improvement of Mystic River-to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, ti·ansmitting a draft 
of a bHI to extend t.he operation of "An act to provide for the ex
amination and classification of certain mineral lands in the States 
of Montana and ldaho"-to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, billB and resolutions of the follow
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, an<i refe.rred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: . 

Mr. MILLS, frqm the Committee on the Public L::mds, to which 

was ref erred the bill of tho House ( H . R. 10831) for the relief of 
certain homestead settlers in Florida, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1838); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUl\IMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.11256) to provide for the 
erection of a memorial to the soldiers of the Second United States 
Volunteer Cavalry killed in a railroad accident at Tupelo, Miss., 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1850); which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of tho 
following titles were severally reported from committees, doliv
erecl to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse, as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senat-0 (S. 42-16) grant
ing an increase of pension to Margaret Love Skerrett, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1829); which said bill .and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6810) for tho re
lief of Mary Luella Steele, reported the same- with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1830); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10013) 
to increase the pension of Joseph H. McGee. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1931); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8610) granting a 
pension to Minnie B. Titus, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 183,2); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the rnme committee, to which was refe1Ted the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to Sarah A. Luke, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1833); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

l\fr. CASTLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (R.R. 11017) to restore Jesse 
Everly to the pension roll of the United State3, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1834); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R . 5805) for the re
lief of Col. George G. Pride, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1835); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10417) for the relief of James H. Nichols, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1836); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal
endar. 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (IT. R. 571)6) granting 

' a pension of 550 per month to Capt. Peter E. Shipler, . late of 
Company G, Tenth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1887); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2720) 
granting a pension to Lydia E. Bowers, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 183D); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R . 2122) increasing the pension of William 
R. Christy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1840); ~ich said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R . 8445) 
granting a pension to Joseph N. Harmon, of West Union, Ohio, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1841); which said bill and report were refened to the Pri-
vate Calendar. · 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R . 204) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooley, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1842); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri
vate Calendar. 
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Mr. BREWSTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill cf the House (H. R. 8055) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard M. Hussey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompaniecl by a report (No. 1843) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to tho Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4622) grant
ing an increase of pension to John S. Beaty, reported tho same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1844); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9415) granting 
an increase of pension to Dr. Henry Bullen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1845); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar . . 

Mr. BOTKIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4324) granting a pension 
to Martha Allen, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1846); which said bill and report were ref erred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1675) for the benefit of 
Alice Smith, of NeWJ>ort, Ky., reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1847); which said bill and 
i·eport were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ho also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10345) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram 0. Kindy, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1848 ); which. said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Hol.1se (H. R . 9350) to pension Charles H. Barber, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report; (No. 
1840); which saicl bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee.on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 5278, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(House Res. No. 370) to refer the claim of Hamlin Caldwell to the 
Court of Claims, accompanied by a report (No. 1851); which said 
resolution and r eport were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referrecl the bill of the Senate (S. 383) granting an increase 
of pension to William W . Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla., re
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No.1852); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. · 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2!)0) granting a pension to Charlotte Poe, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1853); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

l\1r. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4871) granting an in
crease of pension to Eleazer Smith, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1854); which said bill 
and report were referred to tlie Private Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2786) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Huddleston, reported the same witbout 'amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1855); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

M:r. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on P~nsions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3002) to pension 
William Russell for services in Oregon Indian wars, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1856); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
· Mr. SAl\1UEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen

sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2002) grant
ing an increase of pension to Byron R. Pierce, reported the same 
with an amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1857); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CASTLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6876) to increase 
the pension of George Alexander, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1858) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\fr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 304) granting a pension to 
Henry Farmer, reported the same with an amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 18GO); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 285) granting a pension to Mary L. Roderick, 
reported the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1860); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. -

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Iiouse (H. R . 1417) for the relief 

of Thomas Mullen, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No.1861); which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XX.II, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduceU. and severally r eferred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DA VIS: A bill (H. R. 11812) providing for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Gainesville, Fla., and for other 
purposes-to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By .Mr. LESTER (by request): A bill (H. R . 11813) to establish 
a system of Indian medical service, and for other purposes-to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 11814) to encourage the 
holding of an American fair in conjunction with the Ohio Cen
tennial and Northwest Territory Exposition at the city of Toledo, 
Ohio-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11815) to provide for taking 
the Twelfth and subsequent censuses-to the Committee on the 
Twelfth Census. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H~ R. 11816) to authorize and 
encourage the holding of a Pan-American Exposition. on the Niag
ara frontier, within the county of Erie or Niagara, in the State 
of New York, in the year 1001-to the Committee on Ways and 
l\Ieans. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A joint memorial from the California legis
lature. requesting the completion of Port San Luis Breakwater, in 
the State of California-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XX.II, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 11817) granting a pension to 
:Mary A. McGowen-to the Committee on Invl!lid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 11818) granting an increase of pen, 
sion to Jesse Snyder-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (II. R. 1181!)) to remove tho charge of desertion 
against Peter Mott-to the Committee on :Military Affairi:;. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 11820) granting a pension to 
Taylor Hux-to the Committee on Invalid Pensi.ons. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 11821) for the relief of W. L. 
Kinsey, of Catoosa County, Ga.-to the Committeo on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11822) for the relief of C. J. Shelverton, of 
Austell, Ga.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11823) for the relief of S. H. Martin, of 
Catoosa County. Ga.--=-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R.11824:) granting a pension to 
Smith Jewell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R . 11825) correcting the military 
record of Z. A. Cornell-to the Committee on Military Affafrs. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 11826) for the relief of George S. 
Day & Bro.-to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1t1r. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 11827) increasing pension of 
Albert Morrison-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11828) S'ranting a pension to Alsey E. Potts
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11820) increasing the pension of Levi 
Wright-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11830) increasing pension of Henry Staff-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 11831) for the relief of Kate 
Winter-to the Committee on tho District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A resolution (House Res. No. 379) to refer 
the claim of Hamlin Caldwell to the Court of Claims-to the 
Private Calendar. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XX.II, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's de!;k and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Claysville (Pa.) Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, to prohibit the sale of liquor in 
canteens and in immigrant stations and Government buildings
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the State Association of Retail 
Grocers, at Reading, Pa., January 11 and 12, 189!), favoring the 
passage of the Brosius pure food and drug bill-to the Commit· 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of Companies B, D, E, and H, Flirst 
Infantry, National Guard of Colorado, for an increase in the ap· 
propriation for the maintenance of the National Guard-to .t.ha 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By 1\1.r. BURLEIGH: Petitions of J. A. Adams and 75 citizens 
of Unifa, Me., favoring the establishment of postal savings 
banks-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union of Middletown, Pa. , and Methodist Episcopal Church 
and Friends' Meeting of Lansdowne, Pa., to prohibit the sale of in
toxicating liquors in canteens and in immigrant stations and in 
Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 10972, 
to increase the pension of Marie L. Apgar-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of Cigar Makers' Union No. 94, 
of Pawtucket, R. I., against the acquisition of the Philippines
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petitions of G. M. Boynton, M. D .. 
and 205 citizens of Swift, Tex., favoring the establishment of 
postal savings banks-to the Committee on the Post·Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of lumber dealers and other firms in the vicinity 
of Orange; pilots, merchants, and others, of Sabine Pass; and 
lumbermen, mill owners, and others, of Beaumont and vicinity, 
all in the State of Texas, asking for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1114, for the establishment of a light-house and fog signal at Sa
bine Pass, Tex.-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of William Gleason and 17 citi
zens of Rochester, N. Y., for equal political rights to the women 
of Hawaii-to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. D • .\.LZELL: Resolutions of the Fourth Avenue Baptist 
Church, of Pittsburg, l'a., against the seating of a polygamist-to 
the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, in favor 
of the passage of House bill No. 10524, relating to the organiza
tion of the consular service-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By :M:r. DA VIS: Petition of Mrs. Anna E. Rainey and 27 citi
zens of St. Augustine, Fla., to prohibit the sale of liquor in can
teens and in immigrant stations and Government buildings-to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. EDDY: Petitions of John Foltz and 202 citizens of St. 
Lawrence, Minn., favoring the establishment of postal savings 
banks-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Mrs. Winthrop Cowdin, 
and many other women, committee, favoring the employment of 
graduate women nurses in the hospital service of the United States 
Army-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petitions of citizens of Montezuma, Terre 
Haute, Joseph, Jackson, Rockville, Poland, BrazH, Dana, Mar
shall, and Tilden, in the State of Indiana, to prohibit the sale of 
liquor in canteens and in immigrant stations and Government 
buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By l\fr. FLEMING: Petitions of S. W . Whitfield and 89 citizens 
of Powells, Ga., in favor of the establishment of postal savings 
banks-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey: Remonstrance of ladies of 
the Home Mission Society of the Central Baptist Church, of Eliza
beth, N. J., against the seating of Brigham H . Roberts as a Rep
resentative from Utah-to the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Elizabeth, N. J . , favor
ing the enactment of laws to regulate express companies-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the mayor and council of the borough of 
Undercliff, N. J., favoring a naval station on the banks of the 
Hudson River-to the Committ.ee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the State Association of Retail 
Grocers, held at Reading, Pa., January 11 and 12, 1899, C. E. 
Woods, secretary, urging the enactment of the Brosius bill to 
prevent the adulteration of food-to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Colnmerce of the State of 
New York, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10524, relat
ing to the reorganization of the consular service-to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers' Associa
tion of California, praying for the establishment of cable com
municai;;on between San Francisco and the Orient, and also that 
the cable used in its construction shall be made in the United 
States and by American manufacturers-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petitions of C. 0. Platt and 39 citizens of 
Manchester, A. S. Deputy and 51 citizens of Paris Crossing, PaulM. 
Greider and 4.8 citizens of Hope, D. A. West and 30 citizens of De
catur County, in the State of Indiana, favoring legislation to pro
hibit the sale of liquor in canteens and in immigrant stations and 
Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. · 

By Mr. HAGER: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Sunday school and Epworth League of the Methodist Episcopal 

Church of Little Siou.."'C, Iowa, in favor of House bill No. 7937, for 
the abolition of the canteen system in the United States Army, 
Government buildings, etc.-tothe Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. · 

By l\Ir. HILBORN: Resolutions of the Mechanics' Institute, of 
San Francisco, Cal., favoring a submarine cable from San Fran· 
cisco to Honolulu, Japan, and the Philippines-to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Petitions of the Willard Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, Pilgrim Congregational Church, and the 
North Park Congregational Church, all of Des Moines, Iowa; 
Baptist Church of Riceville, Iowa, and Presbyterian Church of 
East Des Moines, Iowa, to prohibit the sale of liquor in canteens 
and in immigrant stations and Government buildings-to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of the Willard Womans Christian Temperance 
Union, Pilgrim Congregational Church, and Nor th Park Congrega
tional Church, of Des Moines, Iowa, and the Presbyterian Church 
of East Des Moines, Iowa, for the maintenance of prohibition in 
Alaska-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petitions of citizens of Shelby· 
ville and other towns in the State of Indiana, to prohibit sale 
of intoxicating liquors in canteens, in immigrant stations, and in 
Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Charles 0 . Noble ancl 201 citizens 
of Woburn, Mass., favoring postal savings banks-to the Commit-
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By l\fr. LACEY: Paper to accompany House bill r elatmg to the 
pension claim of R . Taylor Hux, helpless child of John Rux-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. LANDIS: Petition of citizens of Ladoga, Ind., and 
Prairie Center Christian Endeavor Society, of Frankfort, Ind. , to 
prohibit the sale of liquor in canteens, in immigrant stations, and 
in Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the executive officers of the mis
sionary so9ieties of the Baptist, Congr egational, Episcopal, Meth· 
odist, Presbyterian, and Reformed ohurches, against the seating 
of Representative-elect B. H. Roberts, of Utah-to the Committee 
on Elections No. 1. 

Also, petition of the executive officers of the missionary socie· 
ties of the Baptist Church and others, against sectarian appropri· 
ations-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN.: Petitions of the boards of supervisors of the 
counties of Yazoo, Amite, and Simpson, State of l\Iississippi, for 
the improvement of the harbor at Gulfport, Miss.-to the Com· 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of the Presbyterian Church of Alex
andria, Pa., and theMethodistEpiscopalandPresbyterianchurches 
and Woman's Christian Temperance Union of East Waterford, 
Pa., praying for the abolition of the canteen system in the United 
States Army, Government buildings, etc.-to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By l\fr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: P etitions of the Third Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Mulberry Street Methodist Episco
pal Church, East End Baptist Church, Prohibition League, and 
three Woman's Christian Temperance unions, all of Williamsport, 
Pa.; Presbyterian, Methodist, Lutheran, and Baptist churches of 
Muncy, Pa., and Stillman Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
of Eulalia, Pa., to prohibit the sale of liquor in canteens and in 
immigrant stations and Government buildings-to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Dy .l\fr. RAY of New York: Petitions of the First Baptist 
Church, State Street Methodist Episcopal Church, and First Con· 
gregational Church, of Ithaca, N . Y.; Baptist Church of Newark 
Valley, and union meeting of Methodist and Congregational 
churches of Newark Valley, N. Y., to prohibit the sale of liquor 
in Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By .1\fr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Mary E. Winn, now Rich
ards, of Rapides Parish, La., praying reference of her war claim 
to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George Meek, of Alcorn County, Miss., praying 
reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims-to the C<Jm· 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petitionofD. W. F . Peoples, of Washington County, Tenn., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of 114 citizens of Lincoln, Va., to pro· 
hibit the sale of liquor in canteens and in immigrant stations and 
Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Maple 
Grove, Lal?l·ange County, Ind., to prohibit the sale of liquor in can· 
teens and m immigrant stations and Government buildings-to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of citizens of Millersburg and Plym

outh Ind., to prohibit the sale of liquor in canteens, in immi
grant stations, and in Government buildings-to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of Clinton Grange, No. 30, in 
reference to restoring ocean carrying trade in vessels sailing under 
the American flag-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal, Bap
tist, and Cumberland Presbyterian churches and Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union of Mayfield, Kans., to prohibit the sale of 
liquor in Government buildings, etc.-to the Committee on Alco
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
certain churches of :Mayfield, Kans., to forbiu the transmission of 
lottery messages by telegraph-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Wright Chapter, Epworth 
League, and the Monroe Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of To
ledo, Ohio, asking for the passage of the Ellis bill to forbid the 
sale of intoxicating beverages in Government buildings, etc.-to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Epworth League of the :Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Toledo, Ohio, to forbid the transmission of lottery 
messages by telegraph-to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany Senate bill No. 5090, to 
authorize Victor Vifquain, colonel of the Third Nebraska Volun
teer Infantry, to accept the decoration of the Order of the Double 
Dragon from the Emperor of China-to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petitions of Charles Davis and 40 citizens, 
George Washington and 45 citizens, all of Marion, Ind. ; Christian 
Endeavor Society, George R . Hollingsworth, and 35 citizens, of 
Kokomo; R. F. Schuler and 65 members of the Christian Endeavor 
Society, J.M. Lowman and 26 members of the Christian Endeavor 
Society, all of Roann, Ind. ; A . J. Wilson and 100 citizens of Fair
mont; William Hale and 44 citizens of Fairfi.eld; George W. Ly
brook and 29 citizens of Honey Creek; George A. Yopst and 50 
others, of the Christian Church of Huntington, Ind., to prohibit 
the sale of liquor in canteens, in immigrant stations, and in Gov
ernment buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: Petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and Methodist Episcopal Church of McLane, 
Pa., and the Young People's Society of Christain Endeavor of 
Erie, Pa., to prohibit the sale of liquor in canteens and in immi
grant stations and Government buildings-to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. · . 

By l\fr. SULLOWAY: Petition of the Congregational Church 
of Gilmanton Iron Works, N . H ., praying for legislation to pro
hibit the sale of liquor in canteens of the Army and Navy and of 
Soldiers' Homes, and in immigrant stations and Government 
buildings-to tho Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, J am-uary 27, 1899. 

Prayer by Rev. STOWF.LL L . BRYANT, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on motion of 1\1r. ALLISON and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

CONTRACTS FOR ARMY SUPPLIES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica

tion from the Secretary of 'Var, transmitting a letter from the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army calling attention to the ne
cessity for continuing the suspension of the provisions of the act 
of June 7, 181)8, entitled "An act to suspend the operations of cer
tain provisions of law relating to the ·war Department, and for 
other purp::>ses;" which, with the accompanying papers, was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

S. BOLTON & SONS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica

tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a r esolution of the 25th instant, the opinion of the Attorney
General in the case of S. Bolton & Sons, made in reference to an 
appropriation in the sundry civil appropriation act approved July 
1, 1898; which, with the accompanying papers , was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CITY AND SUBURBA~ RAILWAY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laitl before the Senate the annual re

port of the City and Suburban Rail way, of the District of Colum
bia, for the year ended December 81, 1898; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

:MESSAGE FROM THE HOuSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 

OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate 
to the concurrent resolution of the House relating to the furnish· 
ing of one complete set of the Official Records of the Union and 
Confederate Armies to each Senator and Representative and Del
egate of the Fifty-fifth Congress not already entitled by law to 
receive the same. 

E1'"ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 

signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 8882) for the establishmefit and reconstruction of 
a light-house at or near the mouth of Salem Creek, New Jersoy ; 
and . 

A bill (H. R. 10459) to amend section 5 of the act approved June 
10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
without appraisement. 

PETITIONS A..~D :MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the trustees of 

the Public Library of Boston, l\lass., praying that an ap11ropria
tion be made for the Royal Society index of scientific publica
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the pas
sage of the Navy personnel bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table . 

.Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Grange 
No. 214, Patrons of Husbandry, of Marion, N . Y . , praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase American shipping; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union of Perry, N . Y., praying for the enactment of legis
lation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, t elephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee o~ the Judiciary. 

He also presented· petitions of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Lockport, of the Woman's Chris· 
tian Temperance Union Of Lockport, and of the Woman's Chris· 
tiall Temperance Union of Perry, all in -the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
liquor in canteens of the Anny and Navy and of Soldiers' Homes, 
and in immigrant stations and Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Auburn. N. Y., praying for the maintenance 
of the prohibition law in the Tetritory of Alaska; whioh were re
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Building Trades Council of 
Rochester, N. Y ., praying for the passage of the eight-hour bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

l\1r. PENROSE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 295, 
Cigar Makers' International Union, of Scranton, Pa. , remonstrat. 
ing against the annexation of the Philippine Islands; which was 
r eferred to the Committee on Foreign R elations. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People's Temperance 
Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Germantown, 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro
hibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pictures 
or descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People's Temperance 
Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Germantown, 
Philadelphia, P a. , praying for the maintenance of the prohibition 
laws in Alaska, the Indian Territory, and to extend it to the new 
possessions of the United St.ates; which was referred to tho Com
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of Phila· 
delphia; of sundry business men of Philadelphia, and of the Gro
cers and Importers' Exchange of Philadelphia, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying that an appropriation be made to provide 
for the continuance of the pneumatic-tube system in that city; 
which were r eferred to the Committee on Post-Officas and Post· 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Agricultural Society of Perry 
County; of the Pennsylvania Retail Jewelers' Association; of the 
American Association of Flint and Lime Glass Manufacturers of 
Pittsburg, and of the Commercial Club of Patton, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to in
crease American shipping; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Williamsport; of the Young People's Temper· 
ance Society of the First :Methodist Epi~copal;Church of German
town, Philadelphia; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Canton; of the Young People's Society of Christian Endeavor 
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