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By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Personal Liberty League, of
Reockford, I1l., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the
tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. JACK: Petition of Loecal Union No. 1384, of Punxsu-
tawney, Pa., favoring an educational test for restriction of immi-
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of W. L. Jones, favor-
ing the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to use
only American-built vessels in the transportation of Government
supplies to the Philippines—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the drug trade section of the
New Yo:#z Board of Trade and Transportation, allowing the pay-
ment of a drawback in cases where certain imported materials
can not be positively identified, as shown in House bill 11308—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of the Board of Trade and citizens
of Chicago, Ill., in support of House bill 3057, for the enactment
Ef igigation legislation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid

ands.

Also, resolutions of National Encampment Service Men of the
Spanish War, of Chicago, Ill., favoring the Bell bill, allowing
- travel pay to volunteers from Manila, P. I., to San Francisco,
Cal.—to tie Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petitions of St. Adolbert’s Society and the Polish Roman
Catholic Clergy Society, of Chicago, Ill., favoring the erection of
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Wash-
ington—to the Committee on the Library.

v Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolution of the New York Board of
Trade and Transportation, in favor of House bill No. 11308—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill
granting an increase of pension to Harvey Miller—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Resolutions of the Chamber of
Commerce of Astoria, Oreg., urging the passage of House bill 163,
to pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’
Union No. 198, of Seelyville, Ind., favoring the restriction of the
immigration of cheap labor from the sonth and east of Enrope—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of common council of Milwaukee,
Wis., against the beef trust—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

Bry Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the drug trade section of
the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the
enactment of House bill 11308—to the Committee on Ways and

Means.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’
Exchange, approving the reorganization of the consular service—
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SIMS: Resolutions of Forked Deer Lodge, No. 72, Jack-
son, Tenn., for more rigid restriction of immigration—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill 14377, grant-
ing a pension to Josephine Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade
and Transportation, in favor of House bill 11308—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of J. W. Hood, of Fayetteville,
N. C., and others, favoring Senate bill 5002 and House bill 12940,
designated as the inquiry commission bill—to the Committee on
Labor.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, May 15, 1902.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsURN, D. D,

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Journal
will stand approved.

SAC AND FOX AGENCY, IOWA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting an
item to be incorporated in the general deficiency afpmpriation
bill for the payment of indebtedness incurred by the Indian agent
of the Sac and Fox Agency, Iowa, amounting to $2,143.05; which,
with the accompanying &'»a.per, was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 13996) making appropriations for the diplomatic and
consular service in the Republic of Cuba.

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13895) makin
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fise
year ending June 30, 1903, asks a conference with the Serate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
%}inted Mr. WapsworTH, Mr, HuNxrRY of Connecticut, and Mr.

1LLIAMS of M’ssissippi managers at the conference on the part
of the House.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of Lodge No. 125,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Jamestown, N. Dak., and
a petition of Local Division No. 178, Order of Railway Conduct-
ors, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word
‘‘ conspiracy ’ and the use of “restraining orders and injunc-
tions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passa,
ofbslmy substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of Flour Packers and Millers’
Protective Union No. 7548, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the
enactment of legislation %oviding an educational test for immi-
fmnt_s to this country; which was referred to the Committee on

mmigration.
Mr. ELKINS presented petitions of Local Division No. 448,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Bluefield; of Lodge No.

236, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Benwood Junction;
of Lodge No. 236, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Hin-
ton; of Local Division No. 284, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi-
neers, of Grafton; of Local Division No. 190, Brotherhood of
Locomotive Engineers, of Huntington, and of Colonel A. Howard
Fleming Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Fair-
mont, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the

of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of
the word * conspiracy ’* and the use of * restraining orders and
injunctions ”’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas-
sa%ie of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the
table

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the American Federa-
tion of Labor, of Pittsburg, ., praying for the enactment
of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to
this country; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra-
tion.

He also presented petitions of Tip Top Lodge, No. 396, Brother-
hood of Locomotive %?}am en, of Goodland; of Osawatomie Lodge,
No. 65, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Osawatomie;
of Walnut Valley Lodge, No. 354, Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men, of Arkansas City; of Carver Division, No. 28, Order of Rail-
waﬁaCtmductora, of Atchison; of Local Division No. 161, Order
of ilway Conductors, of Parsons; of Herington Division, No.
261, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Herington; of

al Division No. 368, Order of Railway Conductors, of Argen-
tine; of Cherokee Lodge, No. 370, Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men, of Parsons: of Lodge No. 96, Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men, of Dodge City; of al Division No. 179, Order of Railway
Conductors, of Topeka: of Local Division No. 137, Order of Rail-.
way Conductors, of Osawatomie; of Lodge No. 564, Brother-
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Hoisington; of Local Division No.
81, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Kansas City, and of
Kaw Valley Lodge, No. 313, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen,
all in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the so-called
Hoar anfi-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word *‘ con-
spiracy’’ and the use of ** restraining orders and injunctions®
in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of any
substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. LODGE. I present a resolution adopted by the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, relative to the building of war vessels
in the navy-yards of the country. I ask that the resolution be
Rréni_;ed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Naval

airs.

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows:
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1902. Resolutions relative to

the building of war vessels in navy-yards of the United States.

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in
the Congress of the United States are requested to use all reasonable efforts
to secure the passage of the naval ap riation bill now pending in such
form as shall anthorize the construction the United States Government
iniaiits ow;t t?jn‘;; -yards of some of the war vessels to be built under the pro-

ons o
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Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to each
of the Benators and Kepresentatives from Massachusetts in Congress.
SENATE, May 1, 1002,

HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk.
HoUsE OoF REPRESENTATIVES, May 7, 1902,

JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk.

HENRY D. COOLIDGE,
Clerk of the Senate.

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the reorganization of the consular
gervice; which was ordered to lie on the table, .

Mr. PENROSE ﬁresented petitions of Brotherhood of Railroad
Trainmen, Lodge No. 43, of Sunbury: of Monroe Curtis Lodge,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Susquehanna; of Brother-
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Tyrone; of Division No. 168, of
Vilas; of Just in Time Lodge, No. 346, of Bethlehem; of Quaker
City Lodge, No. 149, of Philadelphia; of Pioneer Lodge, No. 153,
of Wilkesbarre; of Snsquehanna Lodge, No. 444, of Williamsport;
of A. L. Dunbar Lodge, No. 142, of Meadville; of Order of Rail-
way Conductors, Oil City Division, No. 163; of Brotherhood of
Locomotive Engineers, Division No. 45, of Philadelphia; of G. W.
Childs Division, No. 343, of Philadelphia; of West Philadelphia
Division, No. 1620, of Philadelphia; of Quaker City Division, No.
204, of Philadelphia; of Kensing Lodge, No. 113, of Philadelphia;
of Mantua Lodge, No. 160, of PhﬂadelFMa: of Southwark Lodge,
No. 363, of Philadelphia; of Liberty Bell Lodge, No. 587, of Philadel-

hia; of Wall Lodge, No. 439, of Pitcairn; of Captain S. S. Brown
Bivision, No. 370, of Pittsburg; of Andrew Carnegie Division,
No. 825, of Pittsburg; of Glenwood Division, No. 281, of Pitts-
burg; of Ormsby Lodge. No. 7, of Pittsburg: of Iron City Lodge,
No. 179, of Pittsburg; of Glenwood Lodge, No. 244, of Pittsburg:
of Pottsville Division, No. 590, of Pottsville; of Mahoning Lodge,
No. 462, of Punxsutawney; of Reading Division, No. 75, of Read-
ing; of Nicolls Division, No. 229, of ing; of William Penn
Lodge, No. 172, of Reading; of Renovo Division, No. 833, of
Renovo; of Southern Tier Division, No. 10, of Sayre; of Lodge
No. 337, of Sayre: of Division No. 454, of Scottdale; of Lacka-
wanna Division, No. 12, of Scranton; of Lodge No. 95, of Scranton;
of H. A. Mace Lodge, No. 157, of Scranton; of Shamokin Lodge,
No. 541, of Shamokin; of Sunbury Division, No. 187, of Sunbury,
all of the State of Pennsylvania; of* Local Division No. 57, of
Providence; of Local Division No. 870, of Providence; of Provi-
dence Lodge, No. 66, of Providence; of Brotherhood of Railroad
Trainmen, Lodge No. 390, of Providence, all of the State of Rhode
Island; of Local Division No. 883, of Algiers; of Division No. 426,
of New Orleans; of Crescent City Division, No. 108, of New
Orleans; of Lodge No. 214, all of the State of Louisiana; of
Local Division No. 281, of Vicksburg; of Lodge No. 331, of Wa-
ter Valley; of J. T. Jones Division, No. 552, Brotherhood of Loco-
motive Engineers, of Gulf Port; of Queen and Crescent Lodge, No.
873, of Meridian; of J. C. Clark Division No. 537, of Meridian;
of Pearl Lodge, No. 264, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. of
MecComb, all of the State of Mississippi; of Huron Division, No.
121, of Huron, S. Dak.; of Huron Division, No. 218, of Huron;
of Lodge No. 253, of Aberdeen, all of the State of South Dakota;
of Palmetto Division, No. 208, of Charleston; of Division No.
265, of Florence; of Division No. 198, of Charleston, all of the
State of South Carolina; of Lookout Division, of Chattanooga;
of Division No. 149, of Jackson; of Holston Division, No. 239,
of Knoxville; of Stanton Division No. 139, of Knoxville: of Rock
City Division, No. 185, of Nashville, all of the State of Tennessee;
of Guadalupe Division, No. 275, of Yoakum; of W. H. Reilly
Division, No. 427, of Yoakum; of Tyler Division, No. 116, of
Tyler: of Interstate Lodge, No. 248, of Texarkana; of Neil Sulli-
van Loﬂfe, No. 206, of Temple; of Bogart Lodge, No. 294, of
Smithville; of Davy Crockett Lodge, No. 869, of San Antonio;
of Division No. 184, of Palestine; of Garfield Division, No. 219, of
Marshall: of Longview Division, No. 396, of Longview; of Lone
Star Lodge, No. 431, of Longview: of Laredo Division, No. 399,
all of the State of Texas; of Tub Molders’ Helpers' Union No.
7452, of New Brighton, Pa.; of Robert Andrews Division, No.
817, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Alexandria; of
Bristol Lodge, No. 556, of Bristol; of Railroad Telegraphers’ Di-
vision No. 14, of Cloverdale; of Division No. 201, of Crewe; of
0ld Virginia Lodge, No. 492, of Roanoke; of Order of Railroad
Conductors of Roanoke; of Old Dominion Lodge, No. 389, of
Richmond; of Richmond Division, No. 26, of Richmond; of R. E.
Lee Division, No. 205, of Portsmouth; of Lodge No. 550, of Norfolk;
of Crewe Division, No. 349, of Crewe, all of the State of Virginia;
of Ohio Valley Lodge, No. 13, of Benwood; of N. H. Smith Di-
vision, No. 448, of Bluefield: of Bluefield Lodge, No. 19, of Blue-
field; of Order of Railroad Conductors No. 324, of Bluefield; of
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Division No. 284, of Graf-
ton; of Grafton Division, No. 190, of Grafton; of W. B. Ryder
Lodge, No. 232, of Hinton; of Ashton Division, No. 136, of Hunt-

Adopted. Sent down for concurrence.

Adopted, in concurrence.
A true copy. Attest:

ingdon; of Lodge No. 530, of Kenova; of Parkersburg Division,
No. 369, of Parkersburg; of Lewis Weitzel Lodge, No. 855, of
Parkersburg; of Division No. 12, of Parkersburg; of Lodge No.
110, of Wheeling; of Division No. 211, of Abbotsford; of Chip-
pewa Lodge, No. 410, of Wheeling, all of the State of West Vir-
ginia; of Castle Gate Lodge, No. 613, of Helper; of Division No.
124, of Ogden; of Ogden Lodge, No. 68, of Ogden; of Green
Mountains Lodge, No. 533, of St. Albans, allin the State of Utah; of
Continental Divide Lodge, No. 601, of Rawlins; of Cheyenne Divi-
sion, No. 115, of Cheyenne, Wyo.; of Division No. 899, of Seattle; of
Lodge No. 307, of Spokane; of Local Division No. 238, of Tacoma;
of Order of Railroad Conductors, Division No. 249, of Tacoma;
of Mount Tacoma Lodge, No. 403, of Tacoma, all of the State of
‘Washington; of Local Division No. 9, of Houston; of San Jacinto
Division, No. 366, of Houston; of Hillshoro Lodge, No. 616, of
Hillsboro; of Evergreen Lodge, No. 81, of Fort Worth; of Engi-
neer Division, No. 57, of Fort Worth; of H. G. Waynes Lodge,
No. 716, of Ennis; of Division No. 88, of Ennis; of Division Igg.
242, of Ennis: of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of El Paso;
of El Paso Division, No. 69, of El Paso; of Gate Cit{)QLodge, No.
15, of Gate City; of Dennison Division, No. 177. of Dennison; of
C. 0. Wheeler Lodge, No. 409, of Cleburne; of Bigspring Lodge,
No. 58, all of the State of Texas, praying for the enactment of
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this
country; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port-
land, Me., praying for the establishment of lobster hatcheries on,
the coast of Maine; which was referred to the Committee on
Fisheries.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chickasha,
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for
the union of Oklahoma and Indian Territories as one Territory
or State on equal terms; which was referred to the Committee
on Territories.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 4995) to establish an additional life-sav-
ing station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts, reported it with-
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles;

and
= A bill (H. R. 7401) granting an increase of pension to William

TOWI.

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

6 allilnl?nm (H. R. 9437) granting an increase of pension to Elias A,
83 -

A bill (H. R. 1129) granting an increase of pension to William

H. Shaffer; and : ¢ i

A bill (H. R. 307) granting an increase of pension to John L.
Branson.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 8617) granting a pension to Leonora V.
Eﬁacy, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.

He also, from the same committes, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and
submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 3202) granting an increase of pension to Arthur
H. Perkins;

HAJ})IHI (H. R. 671) granting an increase of pension to Orra H.
eath;

A bill (H. R. 11921) granting an increase of pension to Georga
W. De Graw;

A bill (H. R. 12780) granting an increase of pension to Williaaa
H. Wheeler; and

A bill (H. R. 11343) granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry.

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1156) for the relief of
John C. Ray, assignee of John Gafford, of Arkansas, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon,

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension
to Henry I. Smith, reported it with an amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 6750) granting an increase of pension to William H.
goxie, reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.

]f&'[r;:([‘lti:llfli.]!\'gll{li ér%%nlgljle Contl’mitbee on lf'enséom]is}ﬁto wAhom was
referr. e . granting a pension en A Sagar,
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to Henry E.
Eem'phy, Tepo it withont amendment, and submitted a report

Teomn.

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 959) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Green, reported it with an amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 4515) granting an increase of pension to Alfred O. Blood,

it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

. 8COTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 10731) ting an increase of pension to
Samuel P. Milburn, reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

CONFERENCES AND CONFERENCE REPORTS,

Mr, ALLISON, From the Committee on Aggropriaﬁoma, I
sent a report in response to a resolution passed during last -
gress directing that committee to cause to be prepared for the use
of the Senate a manual of the law and practice in regard to con-
ferences and conference reports. It was not pre until after
the close of the Congress. It relates to a matter which was dis-
cussed somewhat geaterda.y. I ask that the report may be printed
as a document and lie on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa, from
the Committee on Appropriations, submits a report which he de-

*gires to have printed as a document.

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would do no harm to print it in the
REecorp, although it is perhaps too long for that purpose. I ask
to have it printed as a document.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed as a docu-

ment.

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent
that an order may be made to print, for the use of the Senate,
1,000 extra copies of the report I made this morning.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks
unanimous consent that 1,000 additional copies of the report made
by him this mom.'in% from the Committee on Appropriations be

rinted for the use of the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair
ears none, and it is so ordered.

The Cheair will inquire if the Senator desires the copies to be
bound or to have paper covers?

Mr. ALLISON. do not desire to have it bound at all. I
merely desire to have the print made in the ordinary way.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions:

Re bill (S. 5846) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G.
F .

orrester;

Dtﬁtcl?in (8. 5847) granting an increase of pension to Henry W.
ett; :

A 1}1111 (S. 5848) granting an increase of pension to Smith H.
Priddy;

A bill (S. 5849) granting an increase of pemnsion to Albert
Haynes; an

A Dbill (8. 5850) granting an increase of pension to Herbert
Whitworth.

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 5851) granting a pension to
Julius Felix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 5852) granting a pension to Robert
P. McRae; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac-
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (8. 5853) for the relief of James
C. Bacon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 5854) granting an increase
of pension to Allen B. Evans; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. :

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 5853) to amend section 6
of chapter 541, United States Statutes; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. TALTAFERRO introduced a bill (8. 5856) granting an in-
crease of pension to Elizabeth A. Turner; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 5857) granting an increase
of pension to Daniel B. Bailey; which was read twice by itstitle,
am?,e with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 5858) to reimburse J. E. Turner
for excess interest paid on the purchase price of certain lands;
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (for Mr. MoNEY) introduced a
bill (8. 5859) for the relief of the estate of David R. Hubbard, de-
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 5860) granting an increase
of pension to Katharine Rains Paul; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. CLARK of Wyominilintrcduced a bill (8. 5861) for the
relief of James Graham; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

_Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5862) conferring jurisdic-
tion u}ion the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of
the Colville Indians in the State of Washington; which was read
twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (8. 5863) granting a pen-
sion to John D. Evans; which wasread twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Peusions,

He also introduced a bill (8. 5864) granting a pension to Samuel
B. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MASON (by request) introduced a bill (8. 5865) providing
for the drainage of Lake Traverse,lying on and along the bound-
ary line between the States of Minnesota and South Dakota, and
to prevent the overflow of the waters of the Red River of the
North; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5866) to regulate the pro-
duction and sale of milk and cream in and for the District of
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS,

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro-

%F'ls]n]te $13,500 to grade and macadamize New Hampshire avenue,

itney avenue (Jackson street) to Seventh street (Brightwood
avenue), intended to be proposed by him to the District of Colum-
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to_the Committee on
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. DANTEL submitted an amendment proposing to appropri-
ate $1,500 for grading Messmore street from Columbia street to
Erie street, intended to be pro; by him to the District of Co-
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. E submitted an amendment proposing to appropri-
ate §25,000 for the purpose of preparing and printing a new edi-
tion of the charters, constitutions, and organic laws of all the
States, Territories, and colonies now or heretofore forming the
United States, and any acts of Congress relating thereto, intended
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and or-
O oo otesittod dment ing to iat

e also submi an amendment proposing appropriate
$3,000 for the salary of a superintendent of heating antf ventila-
tion, whose duty it shall be to plan and suvervise the construe-
tion and management, under the direction of the Commissioners
of the District of Columbia, of the heating and ventilating struc-
tures and apparatus of all municipal buildings under their con-
trol, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co-
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to a&propﬁ.ate
$4,000 for grading and izing Eighth street NW., Pet-
worth, from Savammah street to Utica street, intended to be pro-
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill;
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. GALEINGER submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the appropriation for the purchase of text-books and school
supplies for use of pupils of the first eight grades, etec., from
$45,000 to $52,500, intended to be proposed by him to the District
of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. PENROSE submitted amendments in-
tended to befproposed by them to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the
purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes;
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, and ordered to be printed.

ISTHMIAN CANAL REPORTS.

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that an order be made fo reprint some
documents which are not now available in the Document Room.

The order was read and agreed to, as follows:

Ordercc‘li, That the following documents, heretofore printed, be reprinted
and bound in one document for the use of the Senate, namely:

1. Téaiexraport of the Nicaragua Canal Commission of May 9, 1809, without
appendixes,
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heg» H&Jl}ag&term of the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission of Novem- | Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). I have

3. The letter of Maj. E. C. Dutton of June 22, 1801, printed in Report No.
2186, made to the House of Representatives, first slésaim Fifty-fourth Con-

greaa.

4. And the chapters on "Ear‘lhqunkes.‘l'agages 182 to 136, and on ** Seismic
records of the canal region,” 136 to of Appendix 2 of the report of
E. 8. Wheeler, chief engineer of the Nicaragna Canal Commission.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS,

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F.
Barxgs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
on the 14th instant approved and signed the following acts:

An act (S. 2632) to amend an act entitled ** An act granting to
the Clearwater Valley Railroad Company a right of way through
the Nez Perces Indian land in Idaho;

An act (S. 4992) to provide an American register for the bark
Otto Gildemeister; and

An act (S. 5387) to change the terms of the cirenit courts of the
United States within the first circuit.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION EILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives di ing to the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18895) making appropriations for
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1003, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon.

. PROCTOR. I movethat the Senate insistupon its amend-
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to
the conference asked for by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author-
ized to apﬁnt the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr.
ProcTor, Mr. HANSEROUGH, and Mr. BATE were appointed.

UNION RAILROAD STATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning businessis closed,
;;311(11 the Chair lays before the Senate the union railroad station

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4825) to
provide for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia,
and for othglilg%lrmees. :

The PRE rp'ro tempore. The question before the Senate
is on the motion of the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK] to
recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered. )

Mr. T. Ishonld like to ask one question before I vote on
the motion. If my memory is not incorrect, I think the senior
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] stated yesterday
that the proposed tunnel through Capitol Hill will run 175 feet,
surface measurement, from the Lib: building. I should like
to ask him in what direction from the Library building it runs,

from the east or the north?

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if it is proper, I will an-
gwer the guestion.

The PR. ENT pro tempore. unanimous consent, the

Chair thinks the Senator may answer it.

Mr, GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that the Fg;:-
pose% tunnel is to run north and south, on the west side of First
street.

Mr. VEST. On the west side?

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
roll on the motion of the Senator from Montana . CLARK] to
recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMiLLAN] and I with-
hold my vote in his absence. ;

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). In the absence of
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Snnoxs], I with-
hold my vote. -

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY], who is
not present. If I had the privilege of voting, I should vote ** nay.””
As he is not present I withhold my vote.

Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). I am
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY].
were present, I should vote “ nay.”

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a general

ir with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Krarxg], and with-

old my vote.

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr, QuAY’s name was called). My col-
league [Mr. QUAY] is absent. If he were present, he would vote
““nay.” He ispaired, however, with the senior Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. MoRGAN].

The ro]l call was concluded.

paired
If he

& general pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CaArMACK],
I do not know that this is absolutely a y question, but it seems
to me pretty near it. I prefer, therefore, to observe the pair. I
withdraw my vote.

Mr, BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). I suggest
to the Senator from Wisconsin that I am paired with the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. I did not notice at the time
that he is absent, and I have voted. If the Senator desires, we
can transfer our pairs, and he can vote.

Mr. SPOONER. Verywell,then. The pairsmay be considered
transferred, and I will allow my vote to stand.

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina. Ihavea general pair with
the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircEARD], and I
withhold my vote.

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Ishouldlike toinquireif the junior
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER] has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair isinformed that he
has not voted.

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I have a general pair with that
Senator, and will withhold my vote in his absence.

_Mr. BURROWS. My co]lea.ﬁue [Mr. McMILLAN] is necessa-
rily absent from the city. If he were present, he wonld vote
‘“‘nay.” He is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BLACKBURN].

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Loui-
siana [Mr. McENERY] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
DryDEN], and vote ‘‘ nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 43; as follows:

YEAS—-23,
Bacon, 4 McLa Miss, Teller,
Bailey, Daniel, iy T
= T T G
s ns]
Clark, Mont. Harris 3 Rawlins, Wellington.
Clay, Heitfeld, Taliaferro,
NAYS—43,
Aldrich, Depew. Hoar, Perki
Allison, Dietric\l, Jones, Nev, Platt,
Bard, Kean, Platt, N. Y,
Beveridge, Kittredge, Proctor,
Burnham, Foraker, Lodge, gﬂﬂa,
Burrows, Foster, Wash. Martin, tt,
E% 3 Ms gimon.
Cockrell,” - Gamble, ' Mitchell, Warren,
Cullom, Hale, Nelson, Wetmore.
Deboe, Penrose,
NOT VOTING—22.
Blackburn, Foster, La McCumber, Pritchard,
Carmack, Gibson, McEnery, gmy,
Hawley, McLaurin, 8.C
Dolliver, Jones, Ark, Stewart.
%dan. Kearns, Money,
banks, McComas, M

organ,
So the Senate refused to recommit the bill.

" Mr. BACON. Imove toamend the bill by striking out, on page
14, lines 11 to 23, inclusive, til::]fmovis'inn which makes the Dis-
triet of Columbia liable for of the damages. I ask that it
may be read, in order that the Senate may see what it is.

Mr. BERRY. That leaves the Government to pay it all?

Mr. BACON. It does not make any provision about it. That
is to be made afterwards.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Georgia will be read.

The SECRETARY. On page 14 it is proposed to strike out from
line 11 to line 23, igclusive, in the following words:

DAMAGES,
da acen i

SRt D Skt s T praies oF i e dllCen S O
this act shall be borne, paid for, and defrayed by the Distriet of Colum’
and shall berecoverable by action of law against the said District on the pa:
of the owners of the prope so damaged. Fifty per cent of the amounts
g0 recovered shall be refunded to the said District by the United States:

Provided, That in determining the damages as herein provided the j
shall take into consideration any beneflits that may have accerned br ot 4

reason
of the location of said station in proximity to the property allegad!';:o have
been damaged.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
té) the ?.menc]meut proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr,

ACON].

Mr, BACON. On that I ask for the yveas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McConmas].

Mr. CLAPP (when i]is name was called). In the absence of
the junior Senator from North Caroling [Mr. Snnons], I with-
hold my vote.

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY] to the Senator
from New Jersey [Mr, DRYDEN] and vote “ nay.™’
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Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). I renew the an-
nouncement of my pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. MoNEY].

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). Inthe
absence of the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCouM-
Bni?r. I withhold my vote.

. GIBSON (when his name was called).
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KeArNs].

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced—
yeas 17, nays 43, as follows:

I am paired with

YEAB—1T.
Clay, Mallory, Turner,
Bailey, Du‘goia. Patterson, Wellington.,
Bate, Hansbrough, - Taliaferro,
Heitfeld, Teller,
Clark, Mont. McLaurin, Miss. Tillman,
NAYS—43.

Aldri Depew., Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn.
ﬁ.?”s,"% gﬁ%ﬁa Kean, Platt, N. Y.
T I, ittredge, Proctor,

Beveridge, Elkins, gu&r
- dgle, Fora?;er. Martin, f}w'
Burrows, e, Mason, Simon,
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger, Mitchell, Spooner,
Cockrell, Gamble, Nelson, =
Cullom, Hale, Penrose, Vest,
Daniel, Harris, Perkins, Wetmore
Deboe, Hoar, Pettus,
NOT VOTING—28.
burn, Fopar Ta K“c:: %onrgﬁey'
, La. cComas, organ,
i Etimster. ‘Wash, ﬁc%mbﬂr, Pritc '
hson, C 9:z| g:ﬂ{.
Dolliver, ' Hawley, (it Mk s
ver, wley, ¢ n, mmons,
Dryden, Jones, Ark. rd, Warren.

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected.

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

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 19, strike out all after the word
¢ States’ down to and including the word * damaged ” in line
‘23 on the same page. Strike out the proviso.

Mr. GALL G%R. Read it.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proviso in the
following words:

i That in dete ing the da: es a8 herein provided the jury
mmm wnsidemm beneﬂt:‘tﬁnt may have accrued by reason
of theaslncatio&a of said station in proximity to the property alleged to have
been damaged.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ageeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr,
MALIJJRB

Mr. MALLORY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read.
Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the amendment be rereported.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again

read.
The Secretary again read the proviso, on page 14, beginning in
i 9

line 19.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to strike
out those words. The Secretary will call the roll on agreeing to
the amendment.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BERRY (when his name was calledi. I am paired with
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McCoxmas

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). In
the absence of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCUMBER],
with whom I am paired, I withhold my vote.

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KEARNsS].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Loui-
siana [Mr. MCENERY] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Dry-

DEN] and vote *‘ nay.”
e result was announced—yeas 14, nays 48; as follows:
YEABS—14.
Bacon, Dubois, Mallory, Turner,
Bate, Hansbrough, Pettus, Wellington.
Carmack, Heitfeld, Rawlins,
Clark, Mont. McLaurin, Miss, Teller,
NAYS—48.
Aldrich, Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn,
o0 Depew Jones, Nev, Platt, N. Y.
Bailey, Dietrich, Kean, Proctor,
Beveridge, Elk;nsg, X gf-lmaga‘ mlas' '
Burnham, Foraker, Hnr%i‘ﬁ. Simon,
Burrows, Frye, - Mason, Spooner,
Burton, G T, Mitchell, Stewart,
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Nelson, Tillman,
Cockrell, Hale, Patterson, Vest,
4 Hanna, Penrose, Warren,
Daniel, Harris, Perkins, ‘Wetmore.

NOT VOTING—26.

Bm'r]'{ Fairbanks, MecComas, Morgan,
Blac! Burn. Foster, La. McCumber, Pritchard,
Clapp, Foster, Wash. McEnery, uay,
Clay, Gibson, McLa B0 immons,
Cul Hawley, o n, Taliaferro
Dolliver, Jones, Ark. Millard,

Dryden, Kearns, Money,

So Mr. MAaLLORY'S amendment was rejected.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment to come in after
line 12, on page 17. It is to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That the payments by the United States Government and the
Distriet of Columbia to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad for the elimination
of %lrade cr shall not exceed 40 per cent of the total cost of such work,
Snc mg?a?f ascertained by the Becretary of War, who shall report to Con-
gress .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da-
kota offers an amendment, which will be read.

The Secretary read the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on aireeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr.
HANSBROUGH]. :

Mr. HANSBROUGH. On this amendment I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment be again read.

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to have the section read as it
would stand if amended.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

LIMIT OF TIME FOR COMPLETION.

BEc. 8. That of the works herein described, the lines of railroad leading
northward and sonthward from the passengerstation and terminal con-
necting the same with lines of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and
lines of the ore and Potomac Railroad Company, respectively, shall
be completed, and the main passenger station and terminals shall be read
for occupnncg.owithin_ﬂve years from the date of the passﬂﬁe of this act.
The construction of said passenger station and terminal and viaduct by said
terminal company, in accordance with the provisions of this act, shall be
deemed and taken to be a full com by the Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road Company with the uirements in that regard of the said act relating
to it, n}:pmvad February 12, 1901, and the respective periods of five and six

ears from the passage of said act, as mentioned in section 8 thereof. are

arebE extended ct.ivel&for five and six years from the passage of this
act. Exceptas mod?ﬂad by this act, all the provisions of said act relating to
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, approved February 12, 19.11:%311
be and remain in full force and effect: Provided, That the gm. ments by the
United States Government and the District of Columbia to the Baltimore and
Ohio Railroad for the elimination of grade crossings shall not_exceed 40 per
cent of the total cost of such work, such cost to be ascertained by the Secre-
tary of War, who shall report to Congress in detail.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
roll on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH].

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FOSTER of Lonisiana (when his name was called). I
withhold my vote on account of the absence of the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. McCumBER], with whom I am paired.

Mr. GIBSON (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the
Senator from Utah [Mr. KeAr~ns]and therefore withhold my vote,

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILLAN'S name was called).
My colleague [Mr. McMiLLax], who is necessarily absent, is
paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN].

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced—
yeas 14, nays 48; as follows:

YEAS—14.
Bacon, Clark, Mont. Hansbrough, Teller,
Bate, Clay, Heitfeld, Turner.
! Daniel, McLaurin, Miss,
Carmack, Dubois, Taliaferro,
NAYS—48,

Aldrich, Dillingham, Lodge, Proctor,
Allison, Elkins, Mallory, g:urlea,
Bailey, Foraker, Martin, wlins,
Bard, y m, Scott,
Beveridge, Galli T, Mitchell, Simon,

urnham, Gamble, Ne Spooner,
Burrow: Hale, Patterson, Stewart,
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Penrose, Tillman,
Cockre Harris, Perkins, Vest,
Cullom, Hoar, Pettus, Warren.
Deboe, Kean, Platt, Conn. Wellington,
Depew, Kittredge, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore.

NOT VOTING—26.
Blackburn, Fairbanks, Kearns, Money,
Burton, Foster, La. McComas, Morgan,
Clapp, Foster, Wash. McCumber, Pritchard,
(&) TSOn, Gibson, McEnery, gpny,
Dietrich, Hawley, McLaurin, 8. C. immons
Dollivgr, Jones, Ark. MeMillan,
Jones, Nev. Millard,

So Mr. HANSBROUGH'S amendment was rejected.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I now offer an amendment to come in
in section 8, e 18, line 14, after the word ‘‘ use,” to insert “a
portion of Garfield Park and;” so as to read:

And in consideration thereof, and of the relingnishment and surrender b

gaid Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Co:ag:ny of its right to occupy ang
use a portion of Garfleld Park and the por of the Mall.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend-
ments to the bill, the substitute proposed by the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] is now in order. If has been
read to the Senate. The question is on agreeing to that amend-
ment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the *‘ noes ” have it.

Mr. SBROUGH. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered. :
Mr. EA’I‘E. I ask that the amendment may be read, Mr. Presi-
dent, unless it is very long.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If is very long.

Mr. BATE. Very well, then, I withdraw the request for the
reading,

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. !

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. If he were present,
I should vote *‘ nay.”

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KearNs], and therefore with-
hold my vote.

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. In his ab-
sence I withhold my vote.

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced—
yeas 4, nays 51; as follows:

YEAB—4.
Hansbrough, Heitfeld, Patterson Turner.
NAYS-51.

Aldrich, Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y.

Depew, Kean, Proctor,
Bacon, Dietrich, Kittredge, Scott,
Bailey, Dillingham, Lodge, Simon,
Bate, Duhoﬁ, Mallory, Spooner,
Burnham, Elkins, rtin, Btewart,
Burrows, Foraker, s Taliaferro,
Carmack, e, Mitchell, Teller,
Clark, Mont nger, Nelson, Tillman,
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Penrose, Vest,
Cockrell, le, Perkins, Warrer,
Cullem, Pettus. Wetmore.
Daniel, Harris, Platt, Conn, 5

NOT VOTING—33.

Bard, Dryden, MeComas, Pritchard,
Be Fairbanks, McCumber, rles,
'Bovar{dge. Foster, La. McEnery, m{i
Blackburn, Foster, Wesh, McLaurin, Miss, iawlins,
Burton, Gibson, McLanrin, 8, C.  Simmons,
Clapp, Hawley, McMillan, Wellington.
Cla?’. Jones, Ark. Millard,
Culberson, Jones, Nev, Money,
Dolliver, Kearns, Morgan,

So Mr. HanseroUGH'S amendment was rejected.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the
bill pass? .
bilIli[r. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I have arranged
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] to trans-
fer our pairs so that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]
will stand paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Mc-
ENERY], and I vote *‘ nay.”’

Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). The Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY], with whom I am paired, is absent.
If ke were present, I should vote *‘yea.”

Mr. FOS}J}ER of Lonisiana (when his name was called). In
the absence of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCUMBER],
with whom I am paired, I withhold my vote. If he were present,
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce
my pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. KEARNS].

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILLAN'S name was called).
My colleague [Mr. McMirLAN], who, as I have said, is unavoida-
bly absent, is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacCk-
BURN]. If present, my colleagne would vote ** yea.”

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name wascalled). My col-
league [Mr. QuAY], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGax]. If present, my
colleague would vote ** yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sena-
tor from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY] to the Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr, HawLEY |, which will enable me to vote. Ivote *yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 24; as follows:
YEAS—45.

Aldrich, Depew Jones, Nev, Platt, N. ¥.
Allison, Dietrich, Kean, Proctor,
Bard, Dillingham, Kittredge, &mﬂeﬂ.
Beveridge, Dolliver, Lodge, ott,
Burnham, Elkins, Martin, Simon,
Burrows, Foraker, Mason Sg)oner.
B n, Fr{]e. rﬂ. Stewart,
Clapp, Gallinger, Mitchell, Warren,
Clar]'[c), Wro. Gamb elaon, Wetmore,
ggl:l:lh‘e Hale, ?rom.
(o) Tnn, m
Del 1::'1. T, Platt, Conn.
NAYS—24.
Bacon, Clay, Heitfel: Simmons,
Bailey, Culgarson. cLau.&n, Miss, Taliaferro,
Bate, Daniel, Mallory, Teller,
= Dubois, Patterson,
Carmack, Hansbrough, ttus, Turner,
Clark, Mont. i Rawlins, Vest.
NOT VOTING—I19.
Blackburn, Gibeon, McCumber, Morgan,
Dr;dan. Hawley, McEnery, Pritchard,
Fairbanks, Jones, Ark. McLaurin, 8. C. %m Ty
Foster, La. Kearns, MecMillan, olingtm.
Foster, Wash. McComas, Money, .
So the bill was passed.

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimons consent that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 133592 making appropria-
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma-
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial
and service, and for other purgosw.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending ques-
tion being on the amendment offered by Mr. PROCTOR, to insert
at the end of line 2, on page 6, the following:

Provided, That no part of the a&}gopﬂat;on made by this act shall be
used for constructing or procuring ppearing carriages, emplacements, or
magazines therefor.

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator from California to yield to
me that I may submit a conference report.

Mr. PERKINS. I yield for that purpose.

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL.

Mr. WARREN. I submit a conference report on the omnibus
claims bill, which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under
the visions of the act approved March 8, 1883, and commonly known as
the Bowmsn Act, having met, after a conference have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment
numbered 2, and to the same.

That thlal committee report a disagreement to the Senate amendment

numbe
F. E. WARREN,
WILLIAM E. MASON,
H. M. TELLER,
2anagers on the part of the Senate.

THAD. M. MAHON,
HENRY R. G N,
T. W. BIMS

Managers on the pa;rt of the House,

Mr. COCKRELL. What isthe effect of the conference report?
I should like to have an explanation of it.

Mr. WARREN. For the information of the Senator from
Missouri I will say that the amendments made by the Senate to
the House bill were two. One of them was virtually to strike
ouf the entire bill and to insert new and old matter together as a
substitate, so that amendment numbered 1 really covers all the
items that the Senate proposed in the bill.

Amendment numbered 2 related to thetitleonly. Thetitle of the
bill when it came to us was, ‘“A bill for the allowance of certain
claims for stores and suﬂpliea reported by the Court of Claims
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com-
monly known as the Bowman Act,”” and nothing else. We
amended it by adding the words *‘ and for other p 22

The real disagreement is not as to all the items in amendment
numbered 1, but is becanse of the fact that the House conferees
received instructions from the House not to agree to certain claims
called the Selfridge board claims. Asa matter of fact, I will say,
for the information of Senators, that the conferees are practi-
cally agreed upon all matters except as to one State claim, the
differences as to which do not appear tome to be formidable. And
as to the so-called Selfridge board claims I think I may say,
without divulging any confidences which I ought not to, that two
of the House conferees have felt that the Selfridge board claims
shounld be paid in full, and the third one, although not favoring
those claims, has suggested on one or two occasions that they
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should be cut down to the same percentage of the total claims
that similar claims were cut down to—and about as many and
for nearly as large an amount in Selfridge board claims—as were
allowed in the omnibus claims bill last passed; in other words, in
the last omnibus claims bill there was a cut of 20 per cent off
from all the so-called Selfridge board claims, and I think the
same percentage from a large number of the largest of the so-
called Bowman claims.

I will refer to the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]
and ask him if I am not correct in that statement?

Mr. TELLER. I understand that is precisely the sitmation,
Mr. President.

Mr. WARREN. The conferees on the part of the House, feel-
ing bound by their instructions, have desired to report their dis-

eement in order that they may further test the sense of the
g}ruse upon the matters contained in this bill.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the last remark of the Senator from
Wyoming discloses the real situation. I suppose what will hap-
pen in the other branch will be a motion to recede from the so-
called Selfridge board awards. If the House does not recede from
its position and insists upon the attitnde taken when it i
its conferees, the matter will then go into another conference, and
when reported here, althongh in the present form as one amend-
ment, I suppose the Senator expects and realizes that opportunity
will be presented to move that the Senate recede from its attitude
with reference to the Selfridge claims, in order that the whole
bill may not be put in 1penl by reason of those claims. I do mot
interpose it now, but 1 myself feel that whenever it next comes
before this body the attitude of the Senate may as well be taken
npon these claims, in addition to the attitude that the House has

en. I should not want to see the bill fail, because it has very
valuable matter upon it aside from the award of the Selfridge
board, and clearly, unless the House recedes, that question will
have to be, at no far distant date, presented to the Senate.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think I ought fo say, after
the remarks by the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], that
there is a little more to the situation as we get it unofficially from
the cloakrooms and from members of the House. That is, that
there is a serious—I think I may say very serious—resistance on

the part of a great many members of the House to another class
of claims in that measure—yes, two others, the Bowman claims
and spoliation claims—and such members have felt that as these

two of claims have passed through the Court of Claims,
and that court had cut them down and made findings, they could
perhaps afford to put behind them each one his own opinion that
such claims were perhaps unworthy and should not be paid, if
in doing that thegec;uld wi;&gnt and do away with certain other
claims that had long ore Congress and which also were
findi of official boards of United States officers.

Mr. ident, I want to say just one word in regard to the
Selfridge board claims, becaunse I have heard or overheard Sena-
tors, or at least one or two Senators, in private conversation say
that they were rotten, that they onght not to be paid, ete. Of
course ﬂgm has not been publicly stated upon the floor, or I would

robably have resented and replied to it. The history of the
gelfridge board claims, briefly told, is simply this: A certain class
of men who were then engaged in shjﬂhuﬂdjng and machine
building were approached in the time of the great civil war, when
this country was in dire peril, and were asked to build certain
vessels upon plans which were not yet completed.

The larger ones of those institutions were approached first with
these half and less than half matured plans, and were asgked to
make bids upon them on grounds approximately as follows: ** We
want this boat built, and it will not cost more than, say, the Paul
Jones, That was, say, $80,000. You must bid $80,000. We will
complete these plans and we will see you through.” In one case
it was represented that the machinery shounld weigh a certain
amount, and consequently cost a certain mumber of dollars,
when, as a matter of fact, after the vessel was finally built and
the machinery completed, according to later plans, it weighed
several times as much and cost immensely more than the boat
referred to.

The Government having taken that position with regard to the
contracts, these parties were forced to do the work—and I say
“ forced,” because we have the record showing that the Govern-
ment, with its strong hand, approached the shipowners and said,
** Either you will take this price and enter into contract to build
these ships or the Government will take possession of your works
and build them.” With such shipowners or machine builders
discretion was the better part of valor. and they entered into the
contracts practically under duress. The plans were not com-
plete. They were changed from time to time. Some of them
were changed before the keel of the vessel was laid. The first
vessel built nunder the first plan went down a mile from shore
because the plans for the vessel were of such a nature that the
carrying of them out produced a structure that would not float.

There was delay for from a few months in some cases to years in
other cases, nor did they ever have plans complete. The evidence
shows that these men asked, yes pleaded again and again, for com-
pleted plans. The Department had to wait for ideas for plans
until certain experiments had been carried out, or until certain
vessels had been floated, or until they had been put into the water
to see if they would float.

Now, having built these vessels, the price of material having
risen in some cases 100 per cent, and labor the same—we all re-
member the rapid inflation of prices during that period—the
builders came to the Department and asked for pay, upon the
basis of what these vessels had actually cost—nothing more and
nothing less. The accounting officers of the Treasury and of the
Navy departments who were to pay these accounts were bound,
of course, so far as they were concerned, under their bonds, by
the text of each contract as it read, and could not afford the nec-
essary relief. Hence there was an equity that must be in some
wa[f settled. Congressevaded it for a time, asitevadesall claims,
and has done from time immemorial. Finally there was a re-

uest, too strong to be longer denied, for some tribunal. The

overnmentitself selected its own tribunal, judge and jury. That
tribunal (the Selfridge board, made up of distinguished officers)
made these findings—so many dollars extra cost for this builder,
on this ship, or on its fittings of engines and machinery, and so
many dollars extra cost for the other. And that finding has
remained a matter of record all these years.

The Senate and House have repeatedly had these claims under
consideration. They have Evaid many of them in separate and
individual bills and in omnibus bills. I think more than half of
them, or about half of them, have been paid, and some of them
have been sent to the Court of Claims, and in each instance, so
far as I know, the finding of the Court of Claims has been for
more money than was allowed under the Government board find-
ings. Now has come the time when your committee, after dig-
ging through these claims day after day, night after night, and
month after month, have concluded that there ought to be an
end and a final settlement; that there ought to be a cleaning up
of what is left, and in one bill, to avoid wasting further time of
the Senate and House over the individual amounts. It is not fair
to those who have not been paid that their neighbors should have
been paid, since the claims are all on the same footing, all alike,
on all fours together, It is not fair that this money which is due
them should remain longer unpaid. In fact, the main opposition
in the House to-day is that the claims are thirty or forty
old. But the claimants have never lagged and are not gui{t‘;fag
laches. has been too busy some sessions and too par-
simonious in some others to do its d%maby these claimants. But

et several Congresses have passed bills in relief, and about one-
have been passed, as I have already stated.

Here we are, Mr. President, confronted with the findings of
our own officers, our own courts, and the acts of former Con-
gresses, ill we pay the balance of these claims, or will we say
that they are rotten, and that the members of the Claims Com-
mittee are corrupt, because there has been an ountrageous attack,
throngh a nondescript falsification publication, secretly circu-
lated in the Honse at the last moment, signed by a man who has
been repudiated by the House and the Government on account of
his bad habits and morals, and lying, and vicious * cussedness?”’
Are we going to allow ourselves tosay that we will recede from
these claims because he says they arerotten? Itakeitnot. Buton
the other hand, Mr. President, it is always within the purview of
a conference committee to cut out acknowledged g items and
measures if it becomes necessary. I find there are men in the
House who know all about these claims who feel that they would
rather see the whole bill fail than have these claims cut out. I
find there are others who feel that if this class of claims goes out
certain other classes should go out as well.

So I think it would be unsafe at this time and now for the Sen-
ate to move to recede from any one of the claims which we have
in the bill, althongh—and I agree with the Senator from Maine—
that time may come; I do not think the time has yet arrived.

Mr. HALE., Mr. President, I did not, in what I said, mean in
any gay to enter into the merits of the award of the Selfridge

ard.

Mr. WARREN. I understood that.

Mr. HALE. I was only calling attention to the fact that we
may be again confronted with the action of the House voting
squarely, as it has done twice, against these claims and insisting
upon its attitude. However good they may be, I do not think the
Senate could long continue the controversy, when there are so
many other items in the bill. All Iintended was to call the atten-
tion of the Senate to that fact. The House, I suppose, will to-day
consider the subject and take its attitude. If it recedes, that ends
the whole matter most happily. If, on the other hand, it maintains
the position it has already taken in two votes, the Senate being the
moving party in putting these claims on, sooner or later, as I
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have said, we shall be met with a motion to recede. I think the
Senator is right in not making it now.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
conference report?
The conference report was agreed to.
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations for
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv-
ice, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. It
will be read.

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, after the word ** dollars,”
insert the following proviso:

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this act shall be
used for constructing or procuring disappearing carriages, emplacements
or magazines therefor. '

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from
California [Mr. PEREINS] if he doesnot think it would be unwise
to expend more money on the manufacture of these carriages,
which have already cost so many millions and will cost many
millions more if this scheme is carried out, until there has been
a full, perfect test under service conditions?

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, when the amendment was
offered yesterday by my friend from Vermont [Mr. ProcTor], I
should have then stated that the committee had considered thi
matter during the past few years and were willing at any time,
and anxious, to refer it to a competent board to again pass upon
this whole question.

The amount involved yesterday was a very small sum, not one-
half what has been estimated for by the Secretary of War, and
is in the Book of Estimates. I did not make that statement at
the time because at the proper time I trusted and hoped that the
Senator wounld withdraw his amendment and either offer one in
the line I have suggested or permit your committee to present
one which expressed their view.

That which I did object to on behalf of your committee is that
Congress has not proved to be a success as experts in building
gun carriages, in manufacturiug guns, or in passing upon the
qualities of high-explosive powder. The Senate is competent, if
it had the time, or individual members of it perhaps are, but
. we have not the time to give it the consideration that those who
have made a special study of the subject bestow upon it.

This morning I am in receipt of a letter from the Secretary of
‘War relative to the subject-matter to which the Senator from
Vermont refers. If he will withdraw his amendment offered
yesterday and present an amendment which he has formulated, I
think I will be justified, after having the letter read which has
been sent me by the Secretary of 'War, in accepting the same, if
thptx;e be no objection on the part of my associates upon the com-
mittee.

Mr. PROCTOR. I therefore offer a modification of my amend-
}nent'te t:f»f first part of it being precisely the same and providing

or a ‘

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont
modifies his amendment. As modified it will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Provided, That no money a}i)ﬂpwpriated by this bill shall be expended for
dimgl)%mnng carriages or emplacements or magazines therefor until a thor-
oungh test has been made by a disinterested board of officers of high rank
and at least one mechanica qrtfineer of high standing, with not less than 80
ehots from a 10-inch gun, with full charges of smokeless powder and full
weight of shot, under all the conditions of actual service, the whole time
elapsing between the ing of the first shot and the firing of the last shot
being reported, and also the time elapsing between the firing of each shot in
succession, the cost of such test to be paid out of this appropriation.

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of War
be read in connection with this proposed amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield for that purpose?

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. I was merely about to say that I
drew this amendment and snbmitted it to the Secretary of War
last night, and had a note from him saying thatit is satisfactory

to him.
3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
etter.
The Secretary read as follows:
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 15, 1902,
My DEAR SENATOR PERKINS: Ihave just received from Senator PROCTOR
t‘h: i.ct:mlm'bill. drgft of glgj:mgndmethnt whiﬁ‘i he; EI ) to offer to the fort.iﬂé
Ca ns an TOV, or n OTOH a8 =Y TINg Cca , BRI
he asks me tocommp unim%atngou my :ﬁaws regardin p?i?“ I Lﬁinkmmd-
B i (e sy bk TME Tew wme ALt e ey
W Te| 0 W
s:‘trter very full ool:mldmt.i.on, both by the Ordnance Depantggnt:gg
E Board of Ordnance and Fortification, under the direction of officers of
e highest rank and authority, such as General Schofield General Ab-
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and

Will the Senate agree to the

bott, and there has never been in my mind any sufficient und established
for reversing the conclusions reached by those officers. e raising of the
question, however, makes it very tgm‘per. and I think it is very desirable that
1o pains sho to test the question, in every way possible, whether
the established policy of the Government in regard to these carriages should
be reversed.

Very sincerely, yours,

Hon. GEoRGE C. PERKINS, United Stales Senate.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the amendment of the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PrRocTOR] is a very proper one, and
I am very glad it has the approval of the Depariment. I myself
gave a good deal of attention to this question of disappearing gun
carriages some years ago, and I confess to have had some preju-
dice against the t Buffington-Crozier carriage. I have not
believed and do not now believe that it is yef such a carriage as
we ought to have, but it is undoubtedly the best carriage now in
existence. A better one, in m Jg:dgment, can be arranged.
There are some defects in it to which the attention of the Depart-
ment has been called from time to time, but the policy of the De-
partment has been for many years to receive no suggestions from
outside people.

The Senator from Vermont spoke of the Board of Ordnance and
Fortifieation. I had something to do with the creation of that
board, as did some other Senators who are here, for the purpose
of getting into the Department a board that would accept from
the best engineers of the conntry suggestions on questions of this
kind. I am sorry to say I think the way that board has been con-
stituted most of the time it was nof atgznireat improvement on
the former conditions. This trial, I think, ought to show that
there are some defects which can be obviated in the present car-

ELIHU ROOT.

riage. I know they have been pointed out by some very able en-
gineers. I think perhaps the carriage can be made to be a very
valuable one for some places, but only for some places. The idea

that it shall be put everywhere is simply absurd, but there are
places where a disappearing carriage is almost a necessity.

Mr. COCKRELL. On low land.

Mr. TELLER. The Department, I understand, is going upon
the theory that they are not to be put up in every place, because
they are a rather expensive machine. There are places where I
believe a much cheaper carriage would be very much more valu-
able than the disappearing carriage. Then there are other places
again where it is almost a necessity that we shall have some kind

of a dl:a’@lsﬁmnng carriage.

Sol be very glad myself to vote for this compromise, hoping
that the trial, which seems to be a Mﬁ one, will brin%ahout
what we all desire, the securing of the t gun mount there is,

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President,I aﬁﬁe with the general propo-
sition of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELrnER]. I do not be-
lieve the Senator from Colorado would wish to be understood as
saying that the Department has refused to entertain propositions
gﬂ investigation into gun carriages other than the Buffington-

zier,

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President,if the Senator willallow me, Iam
not talking about the present board as now constituted, but the
board of some years ago. It was utterly useless for anybody who
was not an Army officer within the circle of their acquaintance
to go and suggest anything in the line of gun carriage or almost
anything else. As now constituted, I know nothing about it. I
have not given any attention to it for a number of years.

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, without taking issue
with the Senator, because he and I can not differ npon that point
he will remember that we have done something along the line of
investigation in diaa.ppearinngun carriages. It has not been en-
tirely along the line of the Buffington-Crozier, because we have
in this bill that is now before ns a settlement with an-
other company which had been employed by the ernment to
construct a type of disappearing carriage.

Representatives of that contractor were before the subcommit-
tee and stated very frankly that they had failed to bring out as
good a carriage as they expected, and furthermore that the Buffing-
ton-Crozier carriage was a much better one, and therefore they
desired to settle with the Government without further perfecting
their type of gun carriage.

Further than that, we have appropriated quite lately some
$180,000 altogether for an ountside Inventor to use in inventing
and constructing a of disappearing carriage. There are
some fifty-odd thousand dollars standing now to the credit of that
inventor, or that carritﬁe, so that we have not had a change of
heart upon the desirabilify of disappearing carriages.

Mr, President, it may be useless for me to prolong my remarks,
since I have no objection to the amendment as proposed, but Ido
feel that since the subject was brought up in the manner it was
and the record made up as it is, there are some facts which I
ought to put in the record.

The amendment as first proposed by the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. ProcToR] was an attempt to take away arbitrarily from
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the Secretary of War, an officer in whom we have the ntmost con-
fidence as to ability, fidelity, and honesty of purpose, all discre-
tion, and it was to take power away from our Army boards; to
leave onr engineers, our artillerymen, and our ordnance officers
all bound hand and foot as to the construction of gun carriages.
The amendment as now proposed opens it to an investigation
which is of course proper and to which no one objects.

But, Mr. President, yesterday a record was attempted to be
made by the Senator from Vermont that the present Chief of Ord-
nance was the patentee of the gun carriage in use; that he had
sold to a company the rights to the patent for foreign countries.
The intimation is clear, in reading the statement as made, that
the Senator means to charge that this wounld probably unduly in-
fluence the Ordnance Department; and following the inference
farther, the snspicion would arise that the Senator intimated that
an inferior carriage might be accepted becanse of personal interest.

Mr. President, I fail to see where any special personal interest
arises. The patent, when it was issued, was free for the use of
the United States and it is so stated in the patent itself. There
is not a possible benefit that can come to either General Buffing-
ton or General Crozier by the use of that carriage in the United
States. There is no incentive, in my judgment, for the Board of
Ordnance to feel that they have any interest whatever in that
particular carriage, except the loyal one of best serving the in-
terests of the United States.

‘What is the history? The history is not that Messrs. Buffing-
ton and Crozier first applied for a patent and then came before
the United States to sell it, or that they started in for the secure-
ment of a patent to make money out of for themselves. Con-
gress created the Endicott board to take np the whole matter of
our fortifications and coast defenses. Almost the first expression
of that board was regarding the necessity of having some kind of
a disappearing carriage.

The War Department was appealed to and sent men abroad to
examine all the disap ing carriages in use abroad as well as at
home. It happened to fall to Captain Crozier to be selected one
of those upon whom was charged the responsibility of finding a good
disappearing carriage, if any existed, and if not, to develop one.
After looking the entire field over he came to the conclusion that
none was up to the desired standard, but he discovered, however,
that a ﬁatent had been issued to General Buffington a long time
ago. He appealed to General Buffington to go on and complete
and improve his patent, asking for a further patent, if he desired,
Genera? Crozier still not desiring to enter the field himself.

General Buffington refused to have anything to do with the
further study of perfecting it. Captain Crozier started to work
along other lines to see what other carriage, if any, would do,
but his final conclusion was that, taking the principle of the Buf-
fington carriage and adding the product of his own inventive
genius, he could evolve a carriage which he believed would
answer. Time passed. Crozier completed his plan and type,and,
after laborions and continuous application, he reported to the
War Department. The War Department—and I will put it in
the REcorp—considered it of importance, sufficiently so that the
then Secretary of War in his annual report complimented the
country and complimented the Department upon having evolved
the best carriage in the world.

The Secretary of War, in his annual report for the year 1804,
writes as follows:

The establishment of type disa ring gun carriages for 8-inch and 10-
inch guns, invented by officers of the Ordnance Corps, and believed to be
urequaled for rapidity and simplicity of action by any carriage elsewhere
in use, is & nothJla achievement of the year. This problem solved, the
armialaauﬁant of our harbors may now be prosecuted as rapidly as means are
ava £,

At the date of the last annual report of the Department a eelection of a
t carriage for 8 and 10 inch guns was expected within a few months.

nce then the 8-inch Buffington-Crozier ﬂ.l.s)fl.‘})pe&ﬂng' carriage has been tried,
with results, as stated by the Board of Ordnance, exceeding for rapidity
and smoothness of operafion the most sangunine expectations of this board.”
The carriage is the combined invention of Colonel Buffington and Captain
Crozier, of the Ordnance Department, and reflects credit on the inventive
gkill of American officers. X i

It is a satisfactory solution of one of the most difficult problems which has
confronted military science. I concur in the recommendation that liberal
appropriations be made for the manufacture of these carriages for service,
80 that expenditures for guns of caliber and emplacements prepared for
them may speedily be utilized.

The President of the United States considered the achievement
important enough to merit a mention in his annual message. I
ask to put the langunage in the RECORD.

The annual message of the President to Congress of December
7, 1896, makes the following reference:

During the same year, immediately preceding the message referred to,
the filrst modern gun carriage had been cm(:a):rp eted and 11 more were in
E‘Wh hof constrnct.ion.t Alchbut. t‘;ma were of the nondisa t.hfamg 1

ese, however, were not such as to secure necessary cover for a
gunners ngniM the intense fire of modern machine, rapid-fire, and high-

FThe faventive genius of ordnance and civilian experts has been taxed in

des%nln carriages that would obviate this fault, resulting, it is believed,
in the solution !ﬁthis difficult problem.

It was brought to the notice of those abroad, and was compli-
mented there by very many, from Krupp, the great gun maker,
down; and still Mr. Crozier had no patent and asked for none.
He agked for no inferest and expected no benefits. But, Mr.
President, at the suggestion of higher officers of the United States
he dpplied for a patent, and was impelled, because he had used
Buffington’s patent as a foundation, to preserve in the patent
Buffington’s name. Therefore the patent came out in the name
of Buffington and Crozier.

But there was no interest, there was nothing in common be-
tween Generals Buffington and Crozier in any way except as they
were necessarily thrown together in this one connection. I do
not understand that they have been in entire harmony all of the
time upon all matters. Finally. the United States %eit that it
desired to protect itself against foreign countries. It conld not
patent the device at home or abroad and so Captain Crozier was
appealed to to take out and secure the benefit of a patent to pro-
tect the United States, and he did so.

All of this to show you that it could not have been Crozier's
original or later intention to make money upon his patent.

About this time Crozier was appointed a professor in the West
Point Military Academy, and his commission was issued and sent to
him. Hewasthena junior captain. Hiscommission carried with
it the pay and allowances of alieutenant-colonel. It wasalife posi-
tion and one that after ten years gave him a colonel’s position, with
all its perquisites and with all the rights of retirement, but such
was his love for his chosen work that he declined the promotion.

Now, for a small sum, and that only to cover expenses, ete., the
rights abroad were sold to the Bethlehem Company. Why? To
make money for the patentees? Not any more than to protect the
United States. If the United States had a patent that it thought
was better than any for a similar purpose in other countries, it
was to its interest to protect itself with the patent rights, so that
if other countries of the world should desire to use our type of
carriage they should be compelled to pay a royalty charge for it,
and citizens in this nation should get the benefit of it.

We had a duly organized Board of Ordnance and Fortification.
This invention was under examination from time to time, and it
is a curious fact, but a fact nevertheless, that the first four re-
ports—and I will ask to insert them—were all of them, as I am
informed, unanimously in favor of this particular gun carriage.

General Schofield was the chairman of the board at its first meet-
ings, and joined in the favorable reports. At that time neither
Crozier nor Buffington was a member of the board; in fact, there
never has been at any one time but one member from the Ordnance
Department.

And with all the changes on that board, the first four reports
are unanimously in favor of this particular gun carriage. Upon
the fifth and last report out of the 5 votes 3 voted against and 2
voted for a large and continued use of the Crozier carriage,
and. curiously enough, that was the first board upon which either
of the patentees had served.

I submit herewith the five reports referred to:

EXPRESSIONS OF THE BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION IN REGARD

TO THE DISAPPEARING CARRIAGE.
[Rﬂmrt for period from date of organization of the board to October 24, 1891:
{aj. Gen. J. M. Bchofield, president; Col. Heg;{ L. Abbott, Corps of En-

i{meers; Col. Henry W. Closson, Fourth Uni Btates Artillery; Col. A.

ordecai, Ordnance !:gzﬁnrtment, United States Army,and Mr. Byron M.

Cutcheon, members, 1891.]

In these daysof naval range finders, machine guns, small arms of won-
derful precision, and smokeless powders, the handling of hea monnted
upon ordinary barbette mrriu}ges on low sites, is certain wvge productive of
such destructive results as to forbid its being attempted.

[Report of board for year endingo()ctober 81, 184: Maj. Gen. J. M, Schofield,
president: Col. Henry L. Abbott, Corps of Enginneers; Col. Henry W.
Closson, Fourth United Statas.é.rtlllardy: Maj. Frank H. Phipps, Ordnance

Izugfm‘tment-, United States Army, and Mr. Byron M. Cutcheon, members,

The B-inch carriage of this type had been received at the proving ground
fhrxi&r dtno t;ha last annual report, and was being assembled and mounted on

Since then it has a most satisfactory test at the hands of the Ord-
nance Board, exceeding for mpid;i“tiy and smoothness of operation the most
sanguine expectations of this board. This is an absolutely new tyim of dis-
appearing carriage, the result of the combined inventions of Colonel Buffing-
ton, United States Ordnance Department, and Captain Crosier, Ordnance
Department. Itisa stnctlg American invention. _Although of an entirely
novel type, never before subjected to trial, it passed successfully through its
test without so much as the breakage of a bolt, or any accident whatever.
Only slight alterntions in the recoil mechanism were m(%:jred The board
e this as a remarkable record. This is a front pintle carriage and
trs.vasses thrtmg} mdegre::a s b "

*®

The board recommends that liberal appropriations be made, so that the
expenditure for guns of this caliber emplacements therefor, already
made, may be speedily ntilized.

Ten-inch Crozier-Buffington disa ing carriage: This carriage, which
was in ?rocesa of fabrication at the date of last report, has been completed,
nﬁae?éb ed on its platform at Sandy Hook, and fully tested and accepted dur-

© year.

ﬁ‘he carriage does not materially differ, except in ions, from the
8inch camm Onlfv siight cations were requ especially in the
hydraulie c& ders for checking recoil, in order to make it work satisfacto-

{. Like the &-inch carriage of thistype, the test has been completed with-
out accident and to the entire satisfa of the board.
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[Report of board for year ending October 31, 1897: Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles,
gremd_ont_: Col. Royal T. Frank, First United States Artillery; Col. Peter
. Hains, Corps of Engineers, United States Army; Maj. Frank H. Phipipﬂ..
Onluggﬂce ]IZ)a ]r'l.m‘ ent, United States Army; and Mr. Joseph H. Onthwaite.
mem 3, £
The test of thiscnrrhﬁqe 12-inch) is nearly comple and it has proven
an ungualified success. ht(a development this I:'.n e, is considepr?a by
the board as a decided advance, as it enables the Government to mount its
heaviest guns under cover without resorting to such expensive devices as the
un-lift battery and armored turrets, which were considered the only solu-
on of the problem a few years ago.
[Report of board for year ending October 81,1888 Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles,
gresident: Col. Royal T. Frank, First United States Artillery; Col. Peter
. Hains, Corps of eers, United States Armi, Maj. Frank H. Phip"ﬁ:
Ordnance Dapa:ulrmwu , United States Army,and Mr. Joseph H. Outhwai

members, 15893,
This carriage (12-inch) was completed at the Watertown Arsenal May 6,
1897, It has since d a very satisfactory test at the proving ground, and

has been issued to the service.

[Report of board for year ending October 81, 1809; members as above.]

* * * For the G-inch, the Chief of Ordnance proposed two mounts, a dis-
appearing earriage of the Crozier-Buffington system and a pillar mount sim-
ilar to that for the 5-inch, with a preference in favor of the former. Asthe
Sﬂlsr-mount system will be thoroughly tested with the 5-inch gun, the board

ecided to test the Crozier-Buffington with the 6-inch.

If sufficient rapidity of fire can be obtained with this design, its advan-

es are obvious. he pillar mount, though under cover the parapet
when not firing, is n ¥ ex in action. The gun detachment is
somew hat protected by the ‘glzn shield, but this is, of course, inadequate
ng:im:t large-caliber gns ith the disappearing system the gun is only
above the parapet at the instant of firing and the gun detachment is com-
pletely protected, with the exception of the gun layer, whose head only is
o in sighting. The si_silét 18 Eiaced upon the carriage instead of npon
the gun, and the gun can be laid while being loaded. It remains to be seen,
when the two are tested, whether or not the pillar mount will show

any marked superiority in rapidity of aimed fire.
A,

rt of hoard for year ending October 81, 1900: Lieut. Gen. Nelson
es, president; Brig. Gen. John M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, United
States Army; Brig. . A. R. Buffington, Ordnance artment, United
States Armﬁ: Col. John I. Rodgers, Fifth United States Artillery, and Mr.
enderson, members, 1900.]

Thomas J.
The 6-inch rapid-fire gun on Buffington-Crozier mount (disappearing).—The
tests of this gun and carriage have%een completed d e year at the
proving ground at Sandy Hook, N.J. As the result of these tests the board,
at its meeting on Oectober 5, 1900, took the following action:
le the mechanical operation of the carriage is satisfactory, it is the
opinion of the board that, in the interests of economy in the construction of
carriage and emplacements and of the general efficiency of the service, this
carriage should not be adopted as a ,and it is recommended that no
additional carriages of this type shall hereafter be procured for rapid-fire

After vinﬁ the question of nondisap ing and d.!mg})sarin% A es
for 4, 10, 12, and 16 inch ]J.i,gh-?owar ns for coast fortifications and the opin-
ions of artillery officers careful deration, itisthe ju entof the Board
of Ordnance and Fortification that it would be unwise and injudicious to lo-
cate any more guns on disappearing carriages than those now under process
of construction on high or medium sites, and no more should beplaced (than
those now under ess of construction) on low sitesuntil the proportion of
those to be p insuch fortifications shall have been limited to one-third
of the total number to be so locatad.

Vote on above resolution of president of the board (proceedings of October
B, 1900): Aves—General Miles, General gers, General Henderson; noes—
General Wilson, General Buffington.

The present Board of Ordnance and Fortification are in favor
of the uffington-Crozier disappearing gun carriages for certain

gites.
Now, Mr. President, the engineers have charge of the new em-
lacements and of the selection of gun i therefor. There
Eaa been no evidence introduced here that the engineer force of
the United States is opposed to disappearing gun carriages or dis- |
approves of them. Certain officers of the artillery department who
have the matter of the guns, when constructed, in charge were
called upon by the Secretary of War for opinions and criticisms.
Some 90 have expressed their opinion.
1t will be observed that the questions were peculiarly worded,
and were evidently made with a view of inviting criticism. They
were made with a view of getting at the facts, not as to whether
the gun carriages as then constructed were properly constructed,
but, if not, in what respect were they not, and how could they be
improved upon. I have gone through all of the letters written

by those officers. ) L
Mr. PROCTOR. The Department succeeded in getting criti-

3 |
cism.
Mr. WARREN. They did. I should be very sorry to see this |
country ever arrive at a stage when its scientists and its experts |
should all agree, because whenever there is perfect agreement
there is stagmation, and whenever stagnation comes the nation
dies; we have no competition and no progress. s

But, Mr. President, are we to follow the minority or are we
to follow the majority? It has never been claimed that a disap-
pearing carriage always is the thinIg. for all sites and under all
circnmstances. I do not elaim it; I'do not think the Department
claims it.

When we look through these guestions, which invited criti-
cism as to all sites, we find that quite a large majority is against
the disappearing gun carriage as to high sites. We find, on the
other side, that a very larga mzlt;ority is for these i‘m carriages
upon all low sites. Therefore, if we are going to take the weight
of evidence of our .experts, from whom we have invited criti-
cisms and answers, we are going to decide that the gun car-

riage is not always useful upon high sites, but that it is intensely
useful upon low sites.

In arranging the names of the responding artillery officers ac-
cording to the measure of their approbation or disapprobation, I
have here a list in which I have the entire 91 answers, some of
which were noncommittal. In arranging them according to the
measure of their approbation it is safe to say that if you go down
the list to the fortieth and forty-fifth or fiftieth, or more than
half way down, and find them complimentari, then the majority
is in favor of the carriage upon some site, either high or low.

_The result of this computation Iwill ask to put in the RECORD,
since the Senator from Vermont has put in his synopsis. I askto
put into the RECORD a summing up which will show for itself
whether it is correct or incorrect, as all the names are given.
REPLIES OF ARTILLERY OFFICERS TO THE QUESTION, “IN YOUR JUDG-

MENT, ARE THE DISAPPEARING CARRIAGES NOW MOUNTED IN MODERN

WORKS BATISFACTORY OR UNSATISFACTORY!"

No ssion inion.—Randolph, Marsh, R Rumbough, Stt
Vomden Dauss: Horre, Rake, Uos, Kad Eoattar- 1t o o oovuity Sete

Satisfactory —Kinzie, Lancaster, Myrick, Woodruft, Bailey, Blunt, Chase,
Cronkite, Captain Harris, Hills, Hoyle, Hubbell, Leary, Pratt, McClellan,
Walker, Wisser, Campbell, Chamberlain, Davis, Hnins?&ayden. Hero, Hub-
bard, Johnston, McNair, Martin, Winston, Fergusson—29.
w_g;zttgi% satisfactory.—A Califf, Conklin, Newcomb, Townsley, and

{;{gs type satisfactory.—Hasbrouck, Homer, Treat, Van Deusen, and Sker-
rett—5.
Satisfactory if we must have one—Haskin—1.

Partially satisfactory.—McCrea, Major Strong, Alexander, Hamilton, Lun-
deen, Patterson, Captain Strong, Weaver, Arnold, Hunter, Gatchell, Gatley,
Landon, and Snow—14.

Machinery too complicated —Burbank, Van Ness, and Whistler—3.

Not unsatisfactory per se; weakness lies in the animate artillery.—Captain

1.
Unsatisfactory ung‘g existing conditions of numerical strength and pay of
ette.

mgmt’?'}:éf_ And Applewhite, Brown, Day, Harlow, First Li
nsatis —. erson, Applew! own, £ w, eu-
tenant Hsrﬁs?'ﬁosklns. Ke 4 mn.ia: Morris, Rl’tri ¥, Pence, Ruck-
man, Schenck, Spinks, Stewart, and Walfe, and Col. J. 1. Rogers—18.

Umti:sl{u:ctoﬂ t?m s})me tiegree.— tlet:

Best at use on all sites.—Todd.
SUMMARY.
Noexpression of OpINIoN . .o oo oo oo mecas ema e e sen e e m—an
Unsatisfactory u ;

Machinery too complicated
Unsatisfactory

In looking over the synopsis and letters I do not find that the
majority of evidence is against the disappearing carriage exceph
on high sites. On the contrary, the evidence is very strongly in
favor of disappearing carriages on all low sites,

I have information before me regarding opinions abroad of
disappearing carriages, and I come to the conclusion from read-
ing this information and from all the information I can get that
all countries are interested in disappearing gun carriages, but a
country which has its emplacements and guns all in position is

| not as anxious to change and put in disappearing carriages, even

though it b2 an improvement, as a country which is e i
building new fortifications. ; = fieed 11

I do not believe any other country has as vigorously pursued the
problem of coast defenses and fortifications of late years as has
the United States. This country long neglected its coasts, but
finally, and I think very properly, took up vigorously the matter
of its coast defenses and fortifications. It had a clear field, and it -
very properly went the world over to see if the desire expressed
on every hand and in every country for a disappearing carriage
was well founded in desirability or necessity, and to see if the
proper carriage existed, and if snch a carriage did not exist to
tfm toona or to try to invent and build one which wonld be satis-

actory.

_ I presume the present carriage may not be as complete and sat-
isfactory as we may yet see. This is an age of progress. We
may find something which will be far better. But I do not be-
lieve there is necessity for condemning both the present carriage
and the people who invented it until we find something better,
or until we find some reason for such condemnation.

There have been letters and papers introduced here from those
who extremely disapprove of the disappearing gun. One officer,
Ruckman, who writes a letter which covers some eight pages of
closely. printed matter in Senate Doc. No. 838, this session, was
quoted yesterday by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ProcTor],
and his letter went in the RECORD. As against that I desire fo
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offer three letters—the

are not long ones—from three distin-
guished officers who

e an opposite view. The three letters
taken together will not require as much space as Ruckman’s
occupied in the RECORD. of these officers are peculiarly quali-
fied, through experience, to pass judgment.

No. 1L

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA,

ARTILLERY INSPECTOR,

San Francisco,

* * * L Ed - L

In the first place, I think I have had as much tical experience with

both cnrrigges as any other officer of artillery. At the breaking out of the

war with Spain my battery was assigned to the five 10-inch B. L. rifles,

mounted on disappearing carriages at Fort Winfield Scott, S8an Francisco.

Three of these carriages were model 18M, two of model 1 We were in

camp just in rear of the guns for eight months, serving them four hours

daily, except Sundays. Most of this time I was in command of a battalion of

artillery sarﬁngthe ontire armament at Fort Scott, and thus had experience

with the 12-inch B. L. rifles mounted on barbette carriages. During the

g&l"ioﬂ mentioned the 10-inch guns were tre%uently fired. At target prac-

ce I have witnessed the firing of the 12-inch guns on barbette carriages.

gorttgggtaft six months my battery has had charge of the entire armament of
or i

As a result of this experience I am totally in favor of the disappearing

i for all sites=low, medium,la.nﬂ high

irited naval an

Ca .
In an action witha nist I am confident the fire of the

barbette will soon be silenced or kept down by the secondary armament

of the ghips, while the disappearing gun will continue its fire undisturbed.

%‘Ta‘:‘rbow;:itu ialds afford sufficient protection to prevent the silencing of the
e

ns,

As to tgg “mechanical complication* of the disappearing carriage as com-
pared with the barbette carriage, this is not to my mind and in m'i experi-
ence what others allege.  When the latter carriage is supplied with retrac-
tion gearing, as contemplated, it will, to a novice, appear much more com-
plicated. The prin difference then between it and the former carriage
will be the gun levers and counterweights, which in themselves are very
simple and positive in their action, requiring no attention.

Gpuns mounted on the disa; ring carriage are more rapidly fired than
when mounnted on the barbette carriage, caliber for caliber. Moreover, the
personnel serving the latter will become played out from fatigne much
?oomihethan will be the case with those serving the disappearing gun, caliber

or r,

The barbette carriage certainly requires less attention in its care and
preservation. This cuts no figure, however, for my battery, with 20 men
short (on the average), takes care of five 10-inch rifles (disappearing), three
12-inch rifles (disappearing), five 10-inch rifles (barbette), three &- rifles
(disappearing), three 15-inch pneumatic guns -two 12-inch mortars,
two t-inch disappearing carriages, k all of the emplacements, drains,
roadways, slopes, ete., in perfect order, drills twice a week at infantry drill,
f es the guard for the entire armament, and prepared this entire
armament and furnished the manning details for same in the recent test by

you. : .
In my experience I have met with no difficulty in serving the disappear-
ca.rmgx ﬁ' To one who has had little or nothing to do wxgh it the carriage
1 complicated. S i e
wl consider the di.aappearmgacarﬂage a gimctmal, serviceable mounting,
not too complicated or delicate to be maintained in working order and not
requiring more expenditure of labor or greater skill in serving it than can
reasonably be expected of the personnel we are liable to have in the artillery

Y S ours, very truly, SEDGWICK PRATT.

No. 2.
ON BoARD U. 8. ARMY TRANSPORT MEADE,
At Sea, December 26, 1899,
- L ® * = * L ]
I was on duty at Fort Wadsworth, N. Y., in 1806, when the first five of the
iages, model 189{4. é]or &inih uns wm m&unted, slnd though Itmm no&
d‘rec*ﬁ in charge o e work of mounting the g ass in An
II.; the&n{ Were th% first mounted in service, so far as I knew, naturally took
great interest in all stages of the work.

After these guns were mounted I was detailed as president of a board of
officers, consisting of Lieut. F. 8. Harlow, Fimst Artillery; Lieut. I. N. Lewis,
Second Artillery, and myself, to graduate the a!evatinticircies of these guns
and to report u?on the condition and serviceability of the mounting. Tothe
best of my recollection the board found all but one of the guns in practicable
working order, except in regard to a few minor details. The unservice-
ability of this gun was due to defects in the platform.

. * * * . . *

- ?huring the sm‘:n:triler DB{ 1808 T was on duty atr'gtest West, Fla., ul:im? ﬁiaadsmg
& mounting wo B-inch gunson disappea ngmnﬂaﬁ.m e an

three 10-inch guns on carriage model 1596, B;dea a num of mortars and

rapid-fire guns. The work of the mounting was in direct chargﬁsot Caapt.
O. H. McKinstry, Engineer Corps, who had as an assistant a Mr. Raybold, a
machinist who had mounted a number of at

on disa; X carriages
other places. Under the supervision of mybﬂl{i %ﬁiﬁgulty Was ex-
perienced in assembling the carriages, and from what I thus saw and had
already seen at Fort Wadsworth, of snch work, I have not the slightest hesi-
tation in stating that all necessary information for mounﬂn% guns on these
carriages can be obtained from the p:%liets of instruction ed bﬁ:he
Ordnance Department, when the ry mechanical knowledge which
every officer of artillery should possess is considered.
& ® * £

L * =

Regarding the working condition of these carriages, so far as they alone
were concarged. this wasgémmd to be tg:ncﬁmll{ﬁrfmt after they hg:i been
thng:'oughly Elganted antl1 oﬂega !With ! tglldal L sor&e little diffi-
C was at first experienced in cansing the guns to rise from their loading
to thye firing tion, necessita the use of a lever to start them; but after
the bad been cleaned and oiled and counter-weight was adju.smd no
further trouble of any kind was had with these and I was simply
delighted with the working of this model, which appeared to me to be as
nearly a perfect piece of mechanism as human ingenuity could devise.

The carriages of both models were under mgi;:ham for about six weeks

after they had been assembled. and during this time were o‘iemted daily,
Bundays exce No difficulty whatever was experienced in keeping them
in proper wor condition, and as the ca: more

became more a:
. ha the gun down to its
position, became more and

clean, the ns of traversing, eleva
lmdlngpm“mnaingittoﬁwto its
more easy.

ding the graduation of the circles, I was unable to test that on the
elevating circle for lack of proper facilities; that on theazimuth circle I tested
with great care by means of a transit set up under the gun in its firing posi-
tion with the model 1894 carriages, and u the gun with the 1806 carriages,
and found the graduation pmtlmlély perfect, though the arcs of the traverse
circles of the model 1896 were slightly out of their true position. * & * No
difficulty was found in adjusting the index of the elevating circle. This was
done by placing a steel straightedge in the bore and using the machinist level.
L ] * L - » L] =
The gun batteries where this work was done were located on & sandy point
near the water's edge. Theairin thatlocality was constantly saturated with
salt-water spray; high winds, g dust and sand into every crack and
crevice, prevailed almost daily, a.nE heavy rains wereof frequent vecurrence,
The guns no protection whatever from the weather at any time, and the
batteries could not have well been more e to deteriorafing influences.
From the experience gained from caring for these guns and their carriages
under such circumstances, I am perfectly confident that such carriages can
be kept in perfect working condition at all times by not more than one-half
an hour's work of their permanent detachments per day.
L] * &® * *® - *
From my experience, as given above, I would therefore say that to keep
the Bu.?gﬁgun rozier disappearing carriages at a garrisoned Fmt in perfect
order, ¥ for immediate use, it would be simply necessary for a post com-
mander to assign the batteries to particular and direct the battery
commanders to keep these guns in perfect order, and then make himsolf at
least semiweekly inspections to see that his orders are being carried out.
That to preserve guns at places where they are not in constant use, a detach-
ment of about 10 men under charge of a lientenant, or possibly a reliable non-
commissioned officer, would be sufficient. Witha view to ascertaining if the
guns and carriages are kept in Fropur condition, Department inspectors of
artillery should make uent inspections and at unexpected times.
From what I have hereinstatedit will beseen thatIregard the Buffington-
Crozier disa ng carriages as perf seryiceable, and I believe that to
keep them in proper condition at all times and places it will only be neces-

eary for the T3 ble for th to perform their duti
scribed in the Drill r.i,onsaror m&%m?uunary T T
Very respectfully,
ARTHUR MURRAY.
No. 8.
SAN FERNANDO DE LA Uxt0N, Luzon, P. L, July 15, 1900,
* * * * » * *

You send me two newspaper clippings rting to give the views on (1
the broad subject of disap ing m%gor th% oogzlt ery, and 52;
certain all defects in the Buflington. er carriage, the only ppear-
_carriage adopted in our service; and hecause of my rather more than
[ ary acquaintance with this e you ask for my *‘opinion as to
whether or not it is a practicable not beyond the capacity of the
artillery to use and care for.” .

Now, I have very decided opinions as to the merits of the particular car-
riage in question and equally pronounced views on the general subject, pro-
vided the dis ty in cost of mstallation of the two systems is, as a matter
of fact, .as several engineer and ordnance officgrs have assured me
that it 8. This feature, however, is a matter of simple arithmetic, and with
an engineer construction report at hand could be settled, if not quieted, ina
very few minutes.

It is also true that I have had nota little experience with our disappearing
carringes, having mounted the first four at Fort Monroe (one 8inch and three
10-inch), and also written a drill for these guns. Moreover, when, in March,
1898, 1 was detailed to duty with the Secretary of War, he immediatel sent
me to inspect and report upon all our modern or high-power and mor-
tars on the Southern and tern coasts, in pursuance of which order I thor-
ougiEJLmeected every such 'Fm and mortar then installed or in process of
installation from Galveston, Tex., to Portland Head, Me. (from March 26 to
M:E ?'i_lmclnsive yand I assume that the reports of these inspections are now
fil th some bureau of the War tment. I ought, therefore, to be
able to give you a reasonably well-informed opinion on the question pro-
posed, and 1

* * -

so frankly and gladly.
= - - *
The programme I invariably followed in inspecting these disappearin
carriages is too long to i rate here, but if you should desire it ﬂ is ﬁles
with one of my first reports, I think, submitted about the end of March, 1598,
It is enough to say that it tested the tem searchingly in every respect, in-
deed, except as to rapidity of fire. The instructions under which I made the
i tions did not cnntem&l«to or permit of my actually firing the é’:u.uu
ith.m was reserved for you to do), thongh, of course, I have at other times

B

uently witnessed such firing.

'o mention but a few of the points of inspection, each piece was let up
into the firing position and re: to the loading position and the times
taken; the carriage traversed through its full horizontal are and timed, and
the elevating apparatus operated and timed, and mean error taken. The
score or more of other ** 5" had to do mainly with the degree of euccess
of the anix:aeer work immediately affecting the carriage, the accuracy with
which it been installed or mounted, and the measure of care bestowed
on carriage, piece, ete., by the artillery troop charged with such care.

These tests showed the system, as a whole, to be, in m: jndgnent, as near
perfection as could be devised. It is solid, strong, and m%:n.u‘a. adapted to
the ends in view, and in mind what it accomplishes and how uner-
ringly and even gracefully it does it, it is seen to be “a practicable machine,”
not only “not beyond the capacity of the artillery to use and care for,” but
of astonishing simplicity and at the same time of striking ingenuity.

With but two exceptions, every case observed by me of even sluggish action
of the system in any direction—vertical, horizontal, or inclined, or of * stiff-
ening of it, joints" (geared or sliding surfaces, etc.)—every such slightest in-
ertness witnessed on the whole long tour of testing—from Texas to Maine—
wad with two exceptions obviously due to some fault of installation, or more
often to neglect or to lack of information on the part of the arti troops
in charge. The first of the two exceptions noted was a carriage at Fort
Schuyler, which, despite its being everywhere in admirable condition as to
cleaniinass, lubrication, ete., and properly counterpoised, would not begin
the rise into battery without help, thongh one man with a short handspike
started it with one hand, and the rest of the rise was accomplished perfectly.

This peculiar behavior was exhibited over and over again, and I after-
wards that it was due to a faunlt of construction. The other exception
was a carriage I saw belng tested at SBandy Hook. In this the top-carriage
was “ cranky,” wounld not recoil properly, but I did not, during my brief
stay, learn the reason. But this carriage, remember, was under test—had
not yet been issued to the service—and knowing as well as I do the thorough-
ness, conscientiousness, and esprit de corps, of our ordnance officers. it seems
almost superfluous to add that unless the i ection of this particular top-
imwed. was discovered under test and then that carriage never was
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Your use of the word “machine" means much in this connection. Every
hjghﬁwer gun carriage is strictly a * machine™ and needs at least a few
machinists to groom it and feed it and run it. Itmndlrty.glmﬂgavile-
emelling machine (yet beautiful withal), and whether because of the dap
prggggﬁea exhibited (and to their credit) by {ounfer officers or due to the
co’ ed and indurated (dried-lacquer) habits of those of us no longer
younﬁcartain it is that there is or wasup to thesummer of 1898a very general
reluctance (or let us say omission) on the part of artillery officers to care for
their guns as these should and must be for—yes, even though we may
actually have reverted to those early conditions mentioned by General Hunt
in one of his sketches when because of his dirty mechanical calling the artil-
leryman had no caste among la militaire.

* * * * * * »

It would seem that the relative numbers of disappearing and barbette
guns for our tlamﬁem; armament had long since passed the stage of discus-
sion, for was this not decided upon some years ago by the board or boards
which devised and matured the plans for seacoast defense! And then, too,
is it not largely a matter of site?! In future allotments, apportioning the

ns (barbette and disappearing) for schemes of defense not already per-

ected and entered upon, the one sole question in the general discussion
would be that of cost. "

If the d ty in cost of emplacement is really small, then, in my judg-
ment, our ppearing system should be greatly preferred; but if the engi-
neers’ figures are largely in favor of the barbette, it might at once become a
live gquestion as to the desirability of a materially increased number of guns
for the eame money, even with a greater loss of men due to absence of pro-
tection, and a distinctly great loss in raﬁidlty of fire in the individual guns,
for from the vargenntm'e of the case the Buffington-Crozier system is far
ahead of the barbette in rapidity of fire, since in the first the gun crouches
down like a camel fo receive its burden, while in the second both men and
smmunition must be lifted up to the gun like chm‘bmg] the lasdder to the
main deck of an elephant. Bo much for relative rapidity; as to absolute
mﬁdity. our disapmn carriage is capable of fire abundantly rapid.

England has di ed any disappearing carriage, it was probably the
fault of the particular model tried. * * *

To resume. The Buffington-Crozier carri is_the very reverse of com-
pmor its purposes, being simplicity itself, and I am convinced will give
a um of efficiency with & minimum * butcher’s bill.” Moreover, I be-
lieve it to be well within “the capacity of the artillery to use and care for.”

W.P. DUYALL.

Mr. President, we all know what the name of Krupp means
with reference to fortifications or guns for fortifications. Of
course, we can not accuse Erupp of being unduly partial to any
carriage. He ought not to be. His business is to muanufacture
guns. Hereis what Krupp says:

Yes, you may say that we have heard of the discussion in your coun
about ppearing carriages, and that some of your officers are dissatisfi
with them and think that they are not suitable for seacoast defense. Wedo
not share in this opinion. If there is any difficulty it must be in the con-
gtruction of the ecarriages. It is not in the principle. We have a disa -
gleﬁicarriagve which we think is superior to any that has ever been e, and

eve that it fulfills all the requirements, especially for heavy guns.

Mr. PROCTOR. Does the Senator understand that the Ger-
man Government has adopted or used that carriage?

Mr. WARREN. Idonotsounderstand. AsIremarked yester-
day, the German Government is erecting its guns for very expen-
give emplacements, and guns erected with turret cupolas and
armored machinery, Their guns and mountings cost many hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars apiece.

It is not at all strange that Germany, slow but sure, with her
seacoast all covered with a style of gun very much larger than
ours, and therefore requiring a different kind of mrn'.z%e, should
hesitate to doaway with her present armament and to adopt ours.
But we find the German Government interested in it. We find
the German Government complimenting us upon this iage.
We find them entirely alive and acute to the situation as to the
matter of disappearing gun carriages.

Of course I do not cim‘m that this disappearing gun carriage is
the only one that may challenge the attention of Germany, but
I am ready to assert that it more nearly meets the view of Ger-
many, as they express it and as their officers express it, than does
any other carriage.

Mr. President, I know the Senator from Vermont would not
willingly place anything in the RECORD that is not correct, and
upon one matter I am going to ask whether he is correct or not.

esterday, in speaking of the board as constituted, he first claimed
that Colonel Rodgers had been removed, but that, of course, he
corrected and stated that Rodgers had not been taken off the
board. He stated also that Colonel Story was taken off the board
because he was against this gun carriage.

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I beg pardon. I stated that
he wasnot in favor of this gun carriage, but was still on the board.

Mr. WARREN. So far as Mr, Story is concerned he has never
made any report that I kmow of. He has never written a letter
that I know of. He has never anthorized, that I know of, any
expression against the disappearing carriage, and, unless the Sen-
ator has some evidence of that nature, I feel it safe to say that
Colonel Story does not oppose the disappearing gun carriage, and
that he has not so expressed himself.

I wish to say further that, even if there should be any intima-
tion that Story was taken off because he was against the car-
riage, it seems to me the force of the argument or the assertion
that the Department has been unduly anxious to use this car-
riage and has sha the board accordingly falls to the gound
in tﬁ:a light of the fact that Colonel Rogers, who has been against
it, has remained upon the board and is now upon it, and when,

as a matter of fact, nobody has been taken off that board who,
so far as we know, is opposed to the Crozier carriage.

I do not think Colonel Story is to the disa Ting
carriage, and I do not think he will so state to-day. If the Sena-
tor has other information I challenge and am willing it shall go
into the REcorp. Certainly his removal from that board, cer-
tainly the removal from that board of General Crozier was not in
the interest of shaping the board so that it would be in favor of
this carriage.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, KEAN in the chair). Will
the Senator from Wyoming suspend for a moment? The hour of
2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un-
finished business, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A bill (8. 2205) temporarily to provide for
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Phil-
ippine Islands, and for other purposes.

. LODGE. I ask that the unfinished business may be tem-
porarily laid aside, becanse I hope the bill just under considera-
tion will not take very much longer, and I want to go on with
the Philippine government bill this afternoon.

Mr. WARREN. I shall not ocenpy much more time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Semator from Massachu-
setts asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside.
Is thére objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.
The Senator from Wyoming will proceed.

Mr. WARREN. There have been charges made, and oftener
made outside of this Chamber than in, that the Ordnance Depart-
ment is a little ring within itself; that it is illiberal as to any in-
ventions made outside of its Department, and that the common
people have been illiberally treated. Now, there are two sides to
this question. If the Ordnance Department had put up money
every time they were asked to develop some scheme or some pat-
ent, the country would have been bankrupt long ago.

‘We should have little respect indeed for an ordnance depart-
ment that allowed itself to lend hand and money to every kind of
a proposed invention, no matter by whom made, and I am ready
to state, and to challenge contradiction of the statement, that the
records of that department and the records of the Government
will show that we have already authorized the building of tipeﬂ
where the men themselves have seemed too radical for us, as bus-
ness men, to believe that they were entirely right on general
principles.

‘We have put money in oftentimes when it was more to give
benefit of the doubt than that we had any confidence in the pro-
posed invention. So I am prepared to say that I believe the De-
%ment has been as liberal in that respect as the interests of the

nited States and good economic government required. ‘

Now, Mr. President, I yield the floor, as I do not wish to fur-
ther exhaust the time of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont as modified.

Mr. PERKINS. The committee has accepted it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be treated as an amend-
ment to the amendment of the committee, changing the total,
&hi%}: t;;as passed over. The amendment of the committee will

s .

The SECRETARY. On the top of e 6, after the word ** arse-
nals,” strike out * two hun an ﬁ%ty” and insert “ four hun-
dred and six;’’ so as to make the total read ** four hundred and
six thousand dollars.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to. _

Mr. PROCTOR. I offer an amendment and ask to have it read
for information.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The SECRETARY. In line 6, on page 1, strike out *‘namely”
and insert:

e T gl g g e e e e R P
Secretary of War and subject to his supervision and econtrol in all res
and shall have power to provide suitable regulations for the inspection o
guns and materials at all stages of manufacture to the extent necessary to
protect fully the interests of the United States, and generally to provide
such regulations concerning matters within said board’s operations as shall
be necessary to carry out to the best advantage all duties committed to its
charge: Provided, t subject to the foregoing provisions the expenditure
made by the several bureaus of the War Department having juris-
diction of the same under existing law: Provided further, That hereafter
the said Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall have exclusive supervision
and direct control, under the Secretary of War, of all experiments and tests,
whether at the established proving grounds or elsewhere under military
authority, conducted for the p of improving t of war material in
service or for W of developing or estnblﬁh&?new of guns,
gun mounts, arms, ammunition, projectiles, fuses, explosives, sub-
marine mines, torpedoes, armor plates, and all other implements and engines
of war for the military service: And ‘pmt-:‘ded Sfurther, That hereafter only
S T e e
oﬁg en ;'l?éssgf v?:rus?;h&]lhfvobeen ru?:‘omg:; Bdtgtgr?:ﬁaoby%a ml;i‘!dBoar‘g

of Ordnance Fortification shall be ased or manufactured for use in

purch
the military service of the United States, except in such cases in which Con-
gress by specific enactment shall have designated the particular article and
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gpe to be purchased or manufactured: 4nd 7 rther, That hereafter
he Board of Ordnanceand Fortification shall consist of seven—the Command-
ing General of the Army, four Army officers, either on the active or re

list, not belo of brigadier general, and two civilians, one of whom

W
shall be an expet];f gextl:khanical engineer of well-known reputation.

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it was not my purpose to take
any time with this amendment or to ask for a vote uponit. I
merely wanted to call the attention of the Senate to this matter
of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification.

The first part of my amendment is a copy of the act of 1888
which established the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and
apparently gave it some power. All that power has been practi-
cally taken away, and as it is now constituted it is a very useless
expense and a source of controversy. I believe it wonld be for
the interest of the country to have the board reestablished, com-
posed of officers of high rank. In the Army bill, which we re-
cently passed, there is a provision anthorizing the Secretary to
detail officers of high rank. It had better be so constituted as to
have some authority and amount to something, or it should be
dispensed with.

1 merely offered the amendment to call attention to the matter,
and I will now withdraw it.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in. .

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid-
eration of the bill (8. 2205) temporarily to provide for the admin-
istration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Is-
lands, and for other purposes.

Mr. LODGE. I think before going on with the unfinished busi-
ness there ought to be a quornm present. I make the point of no
quornm.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll.
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Aldrich, Proctor,

Allison, Cullom, Kean, uarles,
Baco, Daniel, Kittredge, wlins,
Bard Dillingha e, fas
ingham, m mon,
Bate, Dolliver, McLaurin, Miss, er,
Berry. s Mallory, Taliaferro,
Bever%dge. Foraker, artin Teller,
Blackburn, Foster, La. Mitchell, Tillman,
arnham, Foster, Wash, Nelson, Vest,
Burton, Fr{q. Perkins, Warren,
Carmack, Ga imﬁer, Pettus, We 1,
Clﬂ.pg, Gamble, Platt, Conn Wetmore.
Clark, Wyo. le, Platt, N. Y
Cla; Hansbrough, Pritchard

¥, k

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-eight Senators have re-
sponded to their names. A quornm is present. I

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President. I want very much to go on with
the Philippine bill this afternoon; and if no Senator is ready to
proceed with the debate, we can take up the amendments. |

Before we proceed to do that, however, I shonld like to ask if
some agreement can not be made in regard to the time of voting,
and we can then have debate here every day. Iam not unreason-
able in pressing for an agreement to fix the time for a vote, but
on Monday we stop at half past 3 o'clock, after a speech of the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], as nobody else was ready to
proceed on the other side. We stopped again at half past 3 on
Tuesday; and nobody was ready to proceed yesterday, when I
yielded, as I was glad to do, in order that the Senate might pro-
ceed with the consideration of an appropriation bill and get that
important measure out of the way.

But I do not think, Mr. President, that it is gunite fair to refuse
to fix a date when we can take a vote, and at the same time we
find ourselves on one afternoon after another with no Senator in
readiness to continue the debate. 1 do think if Senators want to
debate this bill they ought to debate if, or else not put objection
in the way of fixing a reasonable time for a vote, which will give
every Senator who desires to speak a chance to speak.

Mr. CARMACEK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly,

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not know what right the Senator has
to say that nobddy is ready to go on with the debate.

Mr. LODGE. did not say that nobody was ready to go on
with it. I was speaking of the past, when nobody was ready to

on. If anySenator is ready to go on now, I shall be delighted.

Mr. CARMACK. I believe there has been but one day when
no one was ready to go on.

Mr. LODGE. There was no one ready to proceed on Monday,
Tuesday, or Wednesday. I was indulging in the hope that Sen-
ators wonld be willing to fix a time to take the vote. If they are

not, I will ask the Senate to take up the bill after the morni
hour each day and remain in session until the debate is exhausted.

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield?

Mr. LODGE. With great pleasure,

Mr. DUBOIS. I know the Senator from Massachusetts means
to be entirely fair. We could not very well dispiace the confer-
ence report which was presented, and the appropriation bills
which were pressing, in order to go on with the Philippine bill.
The time which the Senator ks of, unless it has been ocenpied
in debate on the Philippine biIE, has been occupied in the consider-
ation of a%progriatiorl ills and conference reports.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator forgets. I have every day inquired
if any Senator was ready to go on, and these other bills were only
taken up when it was made clear that no one was ready to pro-
ceed on the Philippine bill. Besides making that public state-
ment every day, I made private inguiries on both sides of the
Chamber. I shall be glad if Senators on the other side will them-
selves agree to name a time when they will be ready to take a
vote. It does seem asif there ought to be some time when it will
be possible to conclude the debate, and I shall be glad if they will
name the day.

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator’s attention was called the other
day to the fact that this debafe had been almost continuous, in-
cluding Saturdays. I do not recall any time in my experience in
the Senate when a bill has been kept so constantly before the Sen-
ate as this bill has been, to the exclusion of almost everything
else. It has been somewhat difficult for Senators, under these
circumstances, to prepare themselves.. There are Senators on this
side of the Chamber, at any rate, who desire to speak, and I think
there are some on the other side. On account of the Iull in the
consideration of the Philippine bill while the appropriation bills
were being considered, Senators have, I suppose, had an oppor-
tunity to prepare themselves. This is a very great question. I
know how I feel abont it. I would not like to stand before the
Senate and the people of the United States and make a speech on
a bill of this importance unless I had given some preparation to it;
and I am inclined to think that the debate will proceed steadily. as
it has in the past. I have not much sympathy with the disposition
to force ununsnal hours upon the Senate, in view of the fact that
every Senator recognizes that the Philippine bill has been before
the Senate almost constantly.

Mr. LODGE. It had been before the Senate almost constantly
for some days, and then the debate Btofpped and for three days no
Senator has been ready to go on. Of course if I can not get a
time fixed for taking the vote, I am powerless. I only ask for it
becanse I think it is but fair that we should dispose of the bill.
This is the third week of this debate—or the fourth week, as the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me—certainly
three weeks have been consumed in its discussion, and it seems to
me it is certainly not unreasonable to ask that a time be fixed for
a vote. If that is refused, under those circumstances of course I
shall be obliged to keep the bill before the Senate and to ask for
continuous debate upon it.

I have made these requests and these statements with a view of

accommodating the Senate, not, of course, with any view of dis-
commoding any Senator. .
“ Mr. HALE. DMry. President, I can hardly imagine any situation
more nncomfortable than thatof the Senator from husetts
[Mr. LopGge]. He is in charge of a most important bill, which
everybody understands will be fully debated, and yet he knows
that there are other matters of importance that ought to receive
the consideration of the Senate before we adjourn. He is nat-
urally desirous of fixing a time when this debate shall end and a
vote shall be taken on the measure. I think he has been very
faithful in keeping the bill before the Senate, in pushing it, and
in asking for a limitation of debate. On the other hand, I donot
discern, Mr. President, any fixed purpose, or any purpose, on the
other side to delay this bill for the sake of delay.

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such purpose under any con-
tingency.

Mr. HALE. The Senators upon the other side, representing -
their party, feel that this is a most important measure that is to
enter largely into the controversies that will arise in the coming
elections, and I have felt all the while that they are entitled to
ample time to present their side of the case., I do not find now
that the hesitation and the nnwillingness and the nnreadiness to
continue the debate constantly every day is entirely on the other
side, but it is also upon this side. lgenators upon this side who
propose to speak upon this subject, and who will speak most
lluminatingly, are not ready to speak to-day. I do mnot know
that they will be ready to speak to-morrow. The Senator from

husetts is confronted with that situation. The Senators
upon this side and upon the other side are not yet quite ready.

I believe, Mr. President—and I have some reason for stating
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my belief—that during the days of this week and next week the
biﬁ will be wound up, a vote will be taken upon it, and the bill
will be out of the way. I do not think the Senators upon the
other side will, for the sake of delay, hinder that result. I think
we shall reach an agreement.

If I had my way, Mr. President, I would, either now or some
days later, fix a time when the general debate, the long speeches,
delightful as they are, should cease, and that we should then have
two or three days for the fifteen-minute debate npon the bill or
upon amendments to be %ropoaed. Certainly nothing could give
ample opportunity for debate better than that, and Senators upon
the other side are as much interested as are we on this side in main-
taining the dignity of the Senate and the reputation that the Sen-
ate has to-day of always passing bills that the majority desire.
Nobody upon this side has been heard urging the previous ques-
tion, or any measure that shall cut off debate; but we all of us
have a common pride in the attitude this body presents to the
country, after full debate, of coming to a conclusion and voting,
and the minority assent to take their chance.

I think, Mr. President, we shall arrive at that conclusion within
a few days. I look to see this bill entirely out of the way and
other measures up here during some time next week, and I hope the
Senator from Massachusetts, who hasshown great wisdom in con-
ducting this bill, will realize that, and that we shall have that result.

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the
statement made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is cor-
rect, and I am very glad he has made the statement he has, that
there is no disposition here to delay for mere delay’s sake. No
Senator on this side asks for anything but a full and fair chance
for deliberation.

As I understand, there are Senators on both sides who yet de-
sire to be heard, and the debate will go on jnst as rapidly as pos-
sible. Nobody has any interest in delaying the bill. Delay can
be of no political advantage to either party, and neither party, I
think, desires delay for mere delay’s sake. There is a Senator
who is now prepared to go on with the discussion, and it will go
on just as rapidly as Senators can make their speeches. Some-
times it is not convenient for two or three Senators to speak npon
the same day, and it is not always convenient for a Senator to
commence his speech and not be able to finish it the same day.
If we follow the usnal course we shall have no trouble at all in
coming to a final vote on this question.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if there is nobody ready to go
on———

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc-
LAvriN] has been waitin%efor half an hour to get the floor.

Mr, BAILEY. I shall beglad tohearhim. I was simply going
to suggest that if there was nobody ready to proceed on the pend-
ing bill, there is another matter on the table—

Mr. LODGE. Ihavenot been asking whether anybody is ready
to proceed to-day. Imnow understand the Senator from Mississippi
‘[Nﬂi'.dMLLAURIN} is ready to proceed, and, in that case, I hope he
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After what has been said, I am entirely satisfied. I merely de-
gired to give notice—and I think I was entirely justified in doing
so—that I shall ask the Senate to deal with this bill continuounsly
until it is disposed of; and I shall move to-morrow to take ig up
immediately after the rontine morning business.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, as has be
very properly said, there is mo disposition on this side of the
Chamber to delay the discussion of this bill. When the discus-
sion commenced it was not my intention to say anything at all in
reference to the bill or to the questions which it brings up. On
the 22d of February last, when the Philippine tariff bill was before
the Senate, I then gave expression to my ideas with reference
to the policy that had been pursued and the prospective policy in
the Philippine Islands, and I contented myself with what I said
on that occasion: but some things have transpired during this
debate, to which I have listened with a great deal of interest, that
prompt me to submit'some observations to the Senate which have
occurred to me during the progress of the debate, and I have
waited for an opportunity, when no other Senator desired the
floor, to do so.

The Secretary of War had said that it was very important that
the charges which were made, and which were probably some of
them true, of improper conduct on the part of some of our officers
in the Philippine Islands should be thoroughly investigated. That
kind of sentiment—one which I think is proper—seems to prevail
with the Philipépines Committee, because they very properly under-
took to get before them witnesses who could give to them, and
through them to the Senate, and through the Senate to the country,
something of the proceedings in that distant province, which now
becomes a part of the empire of this country. Because there was
an effort made, eﬁgecially by the minority of the Committee on
the Philippines, and because the result of that effort was being
presented to the Senate by the members of that committee, who

were interested in developing the true condition of affairs in the
Army and in the provinces of which we have taken possession;
because they presented facts to the Senate and to the country
just exactly as they are, the effort to defend that policy is made

v Senators on the opposite side of this Chamber by charging that
the Democratic minority in this body are guilty of wholesgale
slander of the Army. len-ey take up, then, the gauntlet, and un-
dertake to defend the Army against the imaginary slanders and
assaults made by the minority in this Chamber.

If it is a fact that because tors on this side are undertaking
to uncover the transactions in the distant Philippine Islands to
the Senate, that the Senate may intelligently act upon this ques-
tion and upon this policy—the policy that has been adopted by
the Administration and the policy which it is intended to follow
further by this bill now before the Senate for discussion—I say
if, because these Senators have undertaken to uncover what is
being done with a view, if it is wrong, to gutting an end to if,
they are guilty of slandering the Army; andif Senators who have
on this floor protested against the course that has been pursued,
not by the Army of the United States, but by some of its officers
and men, the regulations for whose conduct it is the duty of the
Congress of the United States to make, have thereby slandered
the Army, then I say the Secretary of Waris equally guilty with
the minority of the Philippine Committee and with the minority
who have spoken on this question in the Senate.

Here is what the Secretary of War says with reference to that:

But the fact that any such acts of cruelty anda barbarity a) to have
been done indicates the necessity of a most thorough, searc
haustive investigation under the eral charges pmi‘amd by Governor
Gardener, and you will spare no effort, in the investigation already ordered
under these charges, to uncover every such case which may have occurred
and bring the offenders to justice.

And if the President desires to kmow, may not the Senate desire
to know? Isit a fact that the Senate of the United States does
not desire to know? Is it a fact that the only members of the
Senate who desire to know are the minority of the Philippines
Committee and the minority in this Chamber? But listen:

The Preaident desires to know in the fullest and most circumstantial man-
ner all the facts, nothing being concealed, and no man being for any reason
favored or shielded. For the very reason that the President intends to back
u}: the Army in the heartiest fashion in every lawful and legitimate method
of doing its work, he also intends to see that the most rzfomus care is exer-
cised to detect and prevent ana cruelty or brutality, and that men who are
guilty thereof are ?lmished. reat as the provocs{mn' has been in dealing
with foes who habitually resort to treachery, murder, and torture against
our men, nothing can justify, or will be held to justify, the use of torture or
inhunman conduct of any kind on th%pa‘rt of the American Army,

By direction of the Secretary of War:

H. C. CORBIN,
Adjutant-General, Major-General, United States Army.

That is an order which was issued on the 15th of April, 1902,
to General Chaffee at Manila., Mark you—

The President intends to back up the Army.

For that very reason he desires to know the status of affairs in
the Philippine Islands. The Congress of the United States is pre-
sumed to make appropriations for the support of the Army and to
make rules and regulations for the Army, and for the very reason
that Congress intends to make appropriations to support the

v, to make rules and regulations for the government of the

v, it is important that the Congress of the United States
should know and should understand exactly the status of affairs
in the Philippines, just as much as it is that the President of the
United States should know this status.

I repeat, that if it be trne that becanse Senators desire to make
an investigation into this matter and to ascertain the true facts
in reference to affairs in the Philippines they are guilty of slan-
dering the Army, then it must be true that the Adjutant-General
and the Secretary of War, by whose order and direction the
Arlif'iutant-General made this order, and even the President him-
self, are guilty of slandering the Army, by directing an investi-
gation of the status of affairsin the Philippines, in order that they
may discharge the duties devolved upon them in their great offices.
The truth is, no Democratic Senator has slandered the Army or
charged anything that is not frue against anyone in the Army,
and I defy contradiction.

Now, we are met by several different propositions from Senators
on the other side of this question and Senators who are support-
ing the policy of the Administration in the Philippine Islands.
One Senator, the Senator in charge of this bill, the junior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], tells us that we have not at-
tacked the private soldiers in the American Army in the Philip-
pines for the reason that the private soldiers have more votes,
there being a hundred thousand of them, and that their families
have more votes than have the officers and their families, and
that, therefore, we have confined ourselves to an attack npon the
officers of the American Armgi

The junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] charged
us with wholesale slander of officers, noncommissioned officers,
and privates without distinction.
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I find in the remarks of the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr.
BurTox] that he charges wholesale slander of the American
Army by Senators on this side of the Chamber. He goes further
than anybody else, and charges that we not only slander the
American Army, but that we are guilty of taking sides with the
Filipino insurrectionists i e American Army and virtu-
ally against the American Government., This is what the Sena-
tor from Kansas says:

‘We are standing for the American soldier. You are for the insurgents.

It has been said by several Senators on the opposite side of the
Chamber in this debate that no sympathy has been ressed by
us on this side for the American soldier, but that all our sym-
pathy has been expressed for the Filipino insurgents.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KeAN in the chair). Does
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr, BEVERIDGE, I should like to ask the Senator a ques-
tion. He has read a quotation from the speech of the junior Sen-
ator from Kansas [Mr. BurTox] aligning the Senator’s side of the
Chamber with the insurgents and our side with the reverse.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to know of the honorable
Senator whether he disavows championing the cause of the in-
surgents? Are you with them or are you not?

Mr, McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr, President, as I have said,
I have spoken on this question, and, in answer to the Senator, I
will read what I have said on that point on February 22, 1902:

As long as there is a fight between the United States and the Filipinos my
loyalty is to the United States and my sympathies are with the Americans,
re of causes that produced the strife, But this does not prevent my
desire to get out of the strife without inflicting wrong upon friend or foe.

That is the language I used. I hope that is satisfactory to the
Senator and that he regards that as an answer to his question.

It has been said that we have expressed sympathy time and
again with the Filipinos, but that we have never expressed ang
sympathy with our soldiers. I will read again from what I sai
in the humble speech which I made upon the Philippine tariff.

In that speech I was discussing a Senate document, from which
I will read again presently, in which the Secretary of War sent
certain documents selected by him to make out the case that there
wereno ‘ water cures ’’ administered to the Filipinos in the Philip-
pine Islands. He took nﬁ a number of cases where American
soldiers were writing to their mothers or brothers or fathers or
some kindred at home and where they had given accounts of
transactions that were not considered by the Secretary of War,
if he clearly expressed himself in the order from which I have
read to General Chaffee of the 15th of April, to reflect any credit
upon our Government.

In this document the Secretary of War calls attention to a
number of soldiers who had explained or qualified or modified
the letters which they had written home to their friends and the
statements they had made in regard to the conduct of our officials
in the Philippine Islands; and I noticed this, which seemed to me
to be a remarkable coincidence, that in every case where the
American soldier was still in the Philippine ds or was still
in the American Army and the officers could if they saw proper
bring to bear nupon him the power and authority which an officer
in the Army can exercise over a private soldier, these modifica-
tions, gualifications, and retractions came. I say where the
American soldier was still in the Armiﬂthat is what :
‘but where the American soldier’s term had expired and he was
mustered out of the service and had returned to the United States
there was not an instance found where there was any modi
tion, qualification, or retraction of what had been said by the
American soldier.

It was a singular thing to me, and in respect to that I said this:

1 do not charge any officer with obtaining those modifications and expla-
nations by duress, but the practical unaninimity with which they come from
soldiers still in the service and with which they do not come from any out of
the service is calculated to create a suspicion £ the soldier did not feel as
free to act when he was writing the guasi retraxit as he did when he was
writing to his mother. I will say, however, that if any officer did use his
rank to extort from a soldier such an exlilamtion or modification, he was
guilty of infamous conduct. I go further; I recognize that in order to have
an army evegyiasoldjar or officer must yield implicit obedience to every law-

ful order of superior officer, but the officer, I do not care what his rank,

who uses the opportunities afforded by his tion to compel a private sol-

dier to do menial service or to obey any order not necessary to proper disci-

line is a living, animate mass of infamy. The soldier who endures all the

gardships of camp life and the dangers of the field in the service of his coun-

gﬂis entitled to the respect due to a gentleman as long as he conducts him-
as a gentleman.

I said that in view of the fact that these soldiers ought not to
have been subjected to anything except legitimate orders, neces-
gary for the preservation of proper discipline and necessary for
the performance of the duties that devolve upon a soldier and
upon the Army composed of soldiers, I condemned them and I

condemn now, and deprecate any act of any officer that requires

a private soldier to do menial service or to obey any order not
necessary for proper discipline.

If the Senators who engage in the most eulogistic panegyrics
upon the officers of the Army, and defending the officers of the
Army against imaginary slander against them, would take some
little time in speaking for the private soldier, who does the
drudgery of camp work, who goes in the forefront, in the immi-
nent deadly breach, who is more than the generals, as a
rule, to the dangers of battle, if they would defend and protect
him against, not the proper discipline of the Army, but inst;
the mastery of the officers who command him, they would do a
great service to the American Army and a service which would
be appreciated more by the common soldiers in the Army than
the eulogiums that are pronounced in defense of imaginary slan-
ders against the Army.

It is not a slander of the American Army to point out the
wm?ﬁ: thatare done by specific officers and their commands or by

cific soldiers, as shown by the facts, and undertake to prevent
the red]?tlt-‘lon of such ontrages. Itis nota slander of the Army
to undertake to correct these any more than it is a slander of the
country to punish the man who in civil life is guilty of violation
of the law.

But“there have been wholesale slanders of the soldiers in the
Army; slanders that I call upon Senators on the other side of this
Chamber to refute or to give us their judgment in respect to
them. There have beenslanders against the soldiers of the Army
that ought not to have been uttered, and these slanders are made
by those who are enabled by the bravery, the drudgery, the hard-
slnpu.l t%t{:}s courage, and the patriotism of the soldiers to wear their
epanlettes.

Now, let me read you something and see what Senators have to
say withreference toit. Iam nothere toattack General Funston.
I am here to deny the charge that he makes against the soldiers.
It was charged that there had been water cures practiced; that
there had been tortures practiced in the Philippine Islands, from
which some of the Filipinos had died. It was denied by the Sec-
retary of War, and denied upon the testimony that he selected
from all the documents he had and sent to the chairman of the
Committee on the Phﬂi%ines, who had the information published
as a public document. , the Secretary of War, selected his evi-
dence. The rule of law is that when you select a witness and put
him upon the stand you vouch for his veracity; that when you
select a document and send it before the courts and before the
jury, you vouch for its accuracy and youn adopt it as your own.

Here is the document that was selected by the Secretary of War.
Here are the writings that were selected by him and sent here as
a part of his case; indeed, as his whole case.

And I want to say while it is in my mind just now, that it does
not matter so far as the responsibility is concerned whether they
are crimes inflicted by the Filipinos or crimes inflicted by the
natives upon our soldiers, the policy of the Republican party is
responsible for it. When the policy of the Republican party
consisted in embgrkingh:pon empire, when t.he{ started upon an
imperialistic policy, whatever that policy involved, they are re-
sgonmble for and they can not shift it before the people, before
the country, and before their Maker. There seems to be some
question upon the evidence as to how O’Hearn was killed, by

om he was killed, whether he was tortured or not. The evi-
ce was not sufficient for the Philippine government to put
upon trial for four or five or six months the natives charged with
Einé.Mer, until they conld escape, those of them who were not
e

I say there is some difference of opinion as to how he was killed,
but whether it was by treacher{é whether it was by torture, or
however it was, the policy of the Republican Erty. as adopted
in this ug t:ialjgtic system upon which they have embarked, is

e for it.

If there was a young soldier from Tennessee barbarously or in
any other way klﬁed by the Filipinos, as stated by the chairman
of the committee who has this bill in charge, the policy of the
Republican party is responsible for it. If at Balangiga our sol-
diers took possession of the town and, having taken possession of
the town, took 90 natives at one time and 75 at another and put
them under duress and compelled them to do work for the sol-
diers or for the Government, and those natives afterwards arose
when they had an opportunity and massacred those who had
them in custody, the imperialistic }f}o].icy of the Republican party is
responsible for it, and the blood of our massacred soldiers is npon
that policy. If our people, in return, being exasperated to des-
peration over the massacre of their comrades, turned and burned
the town and tortured the natives, gmilty and innocent alike,
i‘.}lluﬂ.ll; thptimperialisﬁc policy of the Republican party is responsi-

e for it.

As was said by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopgE]
when he was discussing this bill, and he was speaking of retalia-
tion and extenuation in the tortures that were inflicted npon the
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Filipinos because they had inflicted torture npon some of our sol-
diers, I can understand how there was human nature sufficient to
make them resent it and to inflict torture for torture. I sympa-
thize with the expression of the Senmator from Massachusetts
when he said that there is human nature in soldiers just like
there is in anyhodgv else; and hereafter when our ple are de-
nounced because of lynching, which we deprecate, I entreat you
to remember that wherever you find human beings you will find
human nature.

I remember in the State of Mississippi, in Lawrence County,
some four or five or six years ago, a farmer who had finished
working his crop, and, before harvest time came, went four or
five miles and worked in a sawmill to supplement his crop. He
worked until Saturday night and when he came home he saw no
light in his house—a log house with two rooms and a hall between
them. When he went in he struck a light and his little 5-year-
old girl, under the cover, seeing that there was a light in the
room, raised the cover and said, *‘ Papa, is them niggers gone?”’
He says, ** What niggers?”’ She said, *‘ Them that killed mamma
and the chil A

He went out in the hall and found his wife and four or five
of his children dead, and one, an infant 10 or 12 months old,
lying dead on the mother's breast. The little girl showed the
bloody stick with which her mother and brothers and sisters
had been killed and told the names of the men who had killed
them; and when the neighbors went and found blood on the men
and brought them back and she identified them and they con-
fessed it, those neighbors took out, not some of the race, notsome
of the kindred, but took out the cruel assassins of the wife and
children of their neighbor, a farmer in that neighborhood, and
strung them up. It is to be deprecated. We all deprecate it,
but can there not be some allowance for human nature in the
bosoms of the farmersin the neighborhood who have seen the ef-
fects of this cruel murder of their neighbor’s wife and children?
Can there not be some allowance made for human nature in the
breasts of these farmers? Yet in some quarters, because of that
lynching, the entire people of the State of Mississippi were de-
nounced as bloodthirsty savages.

I say I can understand how it is that there is human nature in
our soldiers seven or eight thousand miles from home who see
some of their comrades slaughtered treacherously without an
opportunity to protect themselves, at a time when they are prob-
ably naked of arms and defenseless, and how they may take, not
the guilty parties, but if they can not find the guilty, some of
their kindred, and if they can not find their kindred, some of
their race, and torture them. If it is human nature to take some
of the race and torture them in that case, there certainly should
be some allowance for human nature in the neighbors taking out
the assassins themselves who perpetrate the cruel deed.

Pardon this digression from the slander of our American troops.
Listen to what General Funston says:

Statements of this kind made by returned soldiers are simply braggadocio
and a desire to attract attention to themselves.

Of course, it is only the soldiers who are guilty of any bragga-
docio. Thereis no braggadocio on the part of the man who wants
to hang hundreds of people because they differ from him. There
is no braggadocio on the part of the man who would shut up the
mouth of every American citizen who does not take the same
opinion he takes in reference to the Philippine policy or the policy
of empire. If others think it would have been better never to
have embarked upon this policy of empire; if others think that
having embarked upon the imperialistic policy it would now be
better to withdraw before more of our soldiers shall be slain, they
are told they can not utter such an opinion against the opinion of
the man who swam a river—the man who took Aguninaldo. That
is no braggadocio when he returns to this country and gives out
a written statement of his exploits; but whenever the returned
American soldier makes a statement of this kind, which has since
proved to be true, it is ** simply braggadocio and a desire to attract
attention to themselves.*’

But that is not all. Let us go a little further and see what
another soldier said; and this is a part of the case that is sent in
by the Secretary of War. Hereis what the Secretary of War says:

Yom will perceive that in substantially every case the rt has proved
to be either unfounded or grossly exaggerated. The particular which

was called to the attention of the Senate last week, viz, that the “‘water
cure” isthe favorite torture of the American,and es

I the A s ially of the Macabebe
scouts, to force the natives to give information, and that a soldier who was
with (teneral Funston had stated that he helped to administer the

“water cure’' to 160 natives, all but 26 of whom died, was already under in-
vestigation, which is still in .

Iinclose a cop&of aletter received from General Funston, dated February
2, 1902, in which he declares the statement to be an ‘‘atrocious lie without
the slightest foundation in fact;’ and a letter from Lieutenant Batson, the
commander of the Macabebe scouts, to the same effect.

There is more of this that I will not take the time to read.
Let us see what another soldier, another general, General Otis,
says about our troops. Understand, it is all right as long as the

officer is not affected, as long as nothing is said that reflects nupon
an officer in the Army. It is all right to say anythngfgou please
against a private soldier. Mark {ou, thisis what the officer whose
epaulets are worn because the soldiers, who, with pay altogether
out of proportion, do the drudgery of camp life, are ready to risk
their lives at any time in defense of their country, and do so, says:
‘While there is little truth in letters written by soldiers to their homes—

‘Who isslandering the American Army? Thatmust be certainly
oneof the minority of this Philippine Committee, one would say,
from all we have heard about the slanders of the American Army.
But, no; it is General Otis, L .

This is May 29, 1899, and here is his entire letter:

The inclosed ne clipping professes to report actions of the Wash-

n volunteers, le there is very little truth in letters written by
soldiers to their homes, especially—

He emphasizes—
by those who wish to impress their friends by their individual prowess—the
conduct of the Washington volunteers has been the subject of special inves-
tigations for some time. The den& wanton burning and cruelties, and still
there are strong indications that they prac ose infractions to some
extent. However, the number of prisoners captured on February 5and dur-
ing later engagements and the care they have received from the United
States anthorities show that the Army is practi humane sentiments, We
still hold a large number of p ers and are releasing them ually as
their friends and acquaintances vouch for their future good conduct. Those
now captured are turned loose unless they be officers of rank ﬁn{é igﬁg‘m.

Mujor General, U. 8. V., ﬁ‘mmnding.

That emphasizes a certain set of soldiers, but it takes in all the
soldiers in the American Army who write home to their mothers,
their brothers, their friends, their kindred of any kind. They
were not writing letters home for publication to create political
effect. They were writing letters home to their kindred, and here
is a major-general, who wears his epaulets, as I have said before,
because of these very soldiers, who speaks in these terms:

‘While there is little truth in letters written by soldiers to their homes—

Not letters written for political effect to newspapers or to news-
Eaper correspondents, but letfers written soldiers to their

omes—taking in all the of soldiers. He makes no excep-
tion. It is true that in his desire to use strong lang'uage he em-
phasizes certain soldiers, but he makes no exception. He applies
it to all soldiers writing ‘* letters to their homes."”

Now, who is slandering the American Army? Who, I say? Is
it the American Senator who rises in his seat and calls the atten-
tion of the Senate to the facts which he has ascertained in the
committee room when witness after witness has been examined
for the purpose of throwing light upon the question upon which
it is their business and their duty to have li% t and the business
and duty of every Semator to have light? Is he the slanderer?
No. Here is the man who slanders the entire Army, or at least
all the soldiers of the Army; and he is a generalin the Army, and
his slander is sent to the chairman by the Secretary of War to
prove that the water cure has not been practiced.

‘What effect has that had upon our soldiers in the Army? Why,
an officer, I am told, can e a private soldier black his shoes,
rub his sword, catch his horse and saddle it, or do any other
menial service. The Army regulations onght to be made so that
no such requirements can be made of a soldier. He does not go
to war to be a servant. He goes to war to fight in defense of his
country, impelled thereto by patriotism.

Letusseesome of theeffects of thiskind of anideanpon the Army.
Letussee who has an idea of protecting the Army and who has not.

I find here in a document which was sent to the Senate some
days ago and published—I believe it is in the testimony that was
taken by the Philippine Committee—an account of a number of
trials that are given by courts-martial in the Philippine Islands.
I am just going to rea& the first two cases. Let us see how
the officers are treated when they are tried and how the American
soldier is treated when he is tried. Here comes an officer. This
is Greneral Orders, No. 12, on page 2097 of the testimony that is
taken on affairs in the Philippine Islands:

GENERAL Onnnns.} HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY,
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
£ it neral court-martial, which Wmt;.l mtg;ganﬂa,n‘ Feb;ualry e \]
ore a w. ven! it 1
to Speoial No. 178, Department of Southern Luzon, June 2. 1001

rders,
and of which Lieut. Col. Louis H. Rucker, Sixth Cavalry, was president, an:
Capt. er lgd Pi nth Infantry, was judge-advocate, was ar-

erce,
mﬁ:‘td and tried—
Lient. Preston Brown, Second United States Infantry,
Here is the charge: '

CHARGE.—'' Murder, in violation of the fifty-eighth article of war.” ,
cification.—* In that First Lieut. Preston Brown, Second Infantrf, did
ully, felonionsly, and with malice aforethought, murder and )'gl!l by
shooting with a pistol an unarmed, unresisting native Filipino, name un-
known, & prisoner of war in his charge, and as a result of said shooting, the
native did then and there die. Thisata time of insurrection in the Philip-
ine Islands, under the military government of the United States, at or near

?ngg?nﬁl. E;fhnta l;rownea, IE?;M&, P.IL,on NI"‘ ?rgglifhg%cam‘ber 22, 1900,
owhich chargean ification the accused, . Preston Brown,
Second United States Intantry, as follows:

To the cation, “Not ty.”
To the mﬁﬂe, “Roig'uﬂty. '
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Of the specification, * Guilty, except the words, ‘feloniousl d with
malice aforeth(mqht murder ani 'm%e’ér t.hg exce tedv?ords :otyg:iln i

the?r th?l charge. 'Gﬁﬂety;. e;:ggg the word ‘:la oter,‘ ﬁ‘;”“‘%‘“}"h‘h"i’ﬁ""
word * bt r;’ of excepted word n ilt; t ti-
tuted word guilty.” "' : i By it
Let us see what the sentence was:
BENTENCE.

And the court does therefore sentence him, First Lieut. Preston Brown,
Becond United States Infantry, **To be dismissed from the service of the
United States and then to be confined at hard labor in the United States pen
itentiary as the reviewing anthority may direct for the period of five years."

The record of the proceedings of the general court-martial in the forego-
ing case of First Lieut. Preston Brown, nd United States Infantry, hav-
ing been submitted to the President, the following are his orders thereon:

‘WHITE HOUSE, January 27, 1502,

So much of the sentence in this case as imposes imprisonment is disap-
proved, and so much of the sentence as imposes dismissal is confirmed and
commauted toa reduction of thirty files in lineal rank on the list of first lieuten-
ants of infantry and a forfeiture of one-half of the officer's monthly pay for

.a period of nine months,
F THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

By direction of the Secretary of War, First Lieut. Preston Brown, Second
United States Infantry, will be released from arrest and restored to daty.
By command of Lieutenant-General Miles: O GORB0E

Adjutant-Gengeral, Ma_}g::—(:'cm-ml U8 A

Now, let us see of what they convicted him. Mark yon, they
did not convict him of the entire specification. They did not con-
vict him of the charge.. The charge was murder. They struck
that out. They acquitted him of murder. They inserted ** man-
slaughter”’ and convicted him of manslaughter; and then the
sentence that was imposed nupon him was commuted. He was
reduced some thirty files in rank and then released from arrest
and restored to his command as a first lientenant in the Army.

Let us see of what they did convict him. Striking out that which
was stricken out of the specification, here is that of which they
convicted him:

Did willfully kill—

Listen—

b . - 3 o
ngk%c?gg?g %n%rp&tga:‘}n“hia (-Jf;it:g%, and &:E r’é.?fﬁ?afi a&%@oﬂaﬁﬁg
the native did then and there die.

Here is a man charged with murder, and they find that he will-
fully shot and killed a prisoner of war, who was unarmed and
unresisting at the time.

I will put the question to any man who knows anything in
the world abont criminal law and can take the definition in
any law volume of criminal law, how on earth can you say
a man-is not guilty of murder when he willfully kills an un-
resisting prisoner, unarmed, by shooting him? If it had been
said that he accidentally killed {ﬁm, that the man was guilty of
some criminal conduct and he killed him, or that, not taking all
the precaution and care he could have taken, he was only guilty
of death by reason of his negligence, that might have been man-
slaughter, but when he willfully killed him, willfully killed him
when he was unarmed, willfully killed him when he was unre-
gisting, and willfully killed him when he was a prisoner, how can
it be said that such a man is not guilty of murder?

I shonld not probably find any fault with that, becanse that
seems to be a part of the necessities of the imperialistic policy that
is being pursued by the Republicans, and I wish to say just here
that all that has been done, I am going to assume for the purpose
of this argument, was necessary; that the Smith burning order
was necessary; that the Bell order was necessary, and that the
killing of the natives at Balangiga was necessary.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is just a small inaccuracy. It was
not the natives who were killed at Balangiga; it was American
soldiers who were killed.

Mzr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The inaccuracy is on the part
of the Senator from Indiana.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi.
soldiers?

Mr. BEVERIDGE., Yes.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi.
killed the natives for it.

Now. I am going to assume that all that was done in the killing
of Filipinos and in the torturing of Filipinos was necessary and

roper for the American officers to command to be done; that it
is a part of the Philippine policy; that it is a part of this im-
perialistic policy, and it is a part of the policy for which the Re-
g:tblican Administration is responsible. That can not be denied.

it possible that you can avoid assuming a respongibility of that
kind? You can not evade it, I say; and what awful, heart-sicken-
ing necessities they are. ;

% robably would not have found any fault with this if it had
not %een for the very next court-martial. Iwish to call attention
to the discrimination which was made between the court-martial
and the conduct of the court-martial I have just read, in the case

The natives massacred the

And then the Americans

of an officer, and the result of the court-martial of a private
soldier. Listen to this. Here is General Orders, No. 105:
GENERAL ORDERS, HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY,
} ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
No. 105. Washington, August 7, 1901.
Before a general court-martial which convened at Cebu, Cebn, P. L, pur-

suant to Special Orders, No. 2, Department of the Visayas, April 20, 1900, and
of which . John G. fe, Nineteenth Infantry, was rem%aut-. and éa‘pt
Edward A, Stoart, adjutant Forty-fourth Infantry, U’:)aited States Volun-

teers, was i’ugd&udromte, was arraigned and tried

Private Phineas Foutz, Company K, Nineteenth United States Infantry.

Let us see what became of him:

CHARGE—* Murder, in violation of the fifty-eighth article of war.”

Specification.—"* In that private Phineas Foutz, Company K, Nineteenth
Infantry, did enter the house of one Florentina Cenza, a native, and did then
and there willfully, felonionsly, and with malice aforet'}nought killand murder
Geneviva Torres, a native girl, by stabbing the said Geneviva Torres witha
sword cane held in the handsof the said Phineas Foutz, private, Company K,
Nineteenth Infantry, inflicting wounds whereof the said Geneviva T'orres
then and there died. This in the house of the aforesaid Florentina Cenza,at

daue, province of Cebu, P. L, about 5.50 p. m., November 15, 1000, then
as now a time of insurrection against the United States.”

Notice the character of the crimes. One is the willful killing of
an unarmed man, who was a prisoner, unresisting, heifless, and
defenseless, and the other is the murder of a woman. I admit it
would be as bad to kill a woman who was not a prisoner as to kill
a man who was a prisoner, and who was unarmed and unresist-
ing. Here is the plea:

PLEA.

To the ification: “ Not guilty.”

To the charge: * Not guilty.”

FINDING.

f the speci tion: * Guilty.”

3! the egea?gﬁ::n“(iuﬂtg“ =

There is no evasion about the finding as to this private soldier.
Every lawyer who is entitled to his license to practice law in the
civil courts of the country knows that upon the findings of fact
in the case of the officer he was guilty of murder anywhere in this
country. But they found this soldier guilty. There was no sub-
terfuge about that. There was no amelioration for this private,
but he was found gnuilty. .
BENTEXCE.

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Phineas Foutz, Com-
pany K, Nineteenth Infantry, *To be hanged by the neck until he is dead,
at such time and place as the proper authority may direct, two-thirds of the
members of the court concurring therein.”

The sentenze in the romgoinge%nse of Private Phineas Foutz, Company K,
Nineteenth Infaztry, having n approved by the proper reviewing au-
thority and the record of the proceedings forwarded to the President, the

following are his orders thereon:
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 30, 1901,
In the foregoing case of Private Phineas Foutz, Comr%a:g K, Nineteenth

Infantry, the sentence is confirmed and will be duly ea: into execution
at such time and place as may be t_ieﬂignted by commanding-general,
Department of the Visayas, Philippine Islands.

WILLIAM McKINLEY.

THOMAS WARD,
Acting Adjutant-General.

This doctrine that there seems to be such a distinction made
between the officers of the American Army and the soldiers of
the American Army is not only found in the Senate of the United
States, but it is found in the conrts-martial; and I defyany man,
I do not care whom, so that he is a fair and candid man, to say
that it is right and just that such a distinetion as that should be
made between two men who were equally guilty. No man can
say that that lieutenant was any less gnilty of felonious murder
than was the private soldier. One is released from arrest, with
the penalty put upon him of a reduction of 30 files in rank, his
sword and commission are put back into his possession, and he goes
forth nnwhipped of justice; while the other, a private soldier, is
executed for a crime of exactly the same kind, not one whit more
revolting in its details than the crime of which the officer was
convicted.

Now, that is not the only result of this policy. I hear Repub-
lican Senators say that a Senator is im hing and slandering
the American Army simply because he invokes the power of the
Senate and the power of Congress and the power of the execn-
tive department of the Government for the protection of the
American Army against such imputations as come not as whis-
pering, not as slander, not as aspersions upon the Army, but as
come from the sworn testimony of soldiers themselves who have
served in the Army and have seen these things.

Ah, Mr. President, it is the intention of the American people
to force the probing of this matter to the very bottom. I do not
charge Senators, but it will not do for anybody in authority to
undertake to shield and shelter the facts from the people. We
want an investigation, whether it may be done by bringing wit-
nesses from the Philippine Islands to the American continent
before the Committee on the Philippines, or whether it must be
done by sending an impartial committee to the Philippine Islands,
where they can get the people of all classes and shades and dis-
tinctions before them and get their testimony, so that we can pass
upon it, whether it be goog or bad. It will not do for us to shut

By command of Lieutenant-General Miles:




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2483

out an investigation. I have always understood that when nen
inside begin to down the curtains and plt;ﬁ up the keyholes
there is some di ition to shut out from the outside world
transactions within. There must be no disposition to shut ouf
the light from the Senate of the United States and from the peo-
ple of America npon these transactions. ¢

But let us see what is said of an American soldier. It is an out-
come of this very doctrine. It is the outcome of the doctrine that
the American soldier is entitled to no consideration, to no respect.
to no regard, but that whenever you say anything against an
American officer or whenever you bring to light the conduct of
an American officer, whether you say anything against him or
not, if you putit before the world yon are guilty of slandering the
Army. Here is a dispatch from New York dated March 29, 1802:

New YORK, March 29, 1002,

The following account of the death of Private Edward Richter in the Phil-
ippines while undergoing punishment is taken from the Manila American of
lgg.wrum 13. ;

You must remember that the Manila American is a paper that
Bu%ports the Administration. It supports the Administration
and is ready to make ani allowance in the world for the Admin-
istration. It hardly makes any difference what the Administra-
tion does, the Manila American is ready to uphold it. Indeed,
under the censorship which I understand is there, it would be
difficult for it to do anything else, and under the law, which, as
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] said, would
not allow the reading of the Declaration of Independence there
on the Fourth of July, they would not dare to say anything in
derogation of the Administration. Here is what the Manila
American says:

Private Edward Richter was in the guardhouse awaiting trial for some
petty infraction of Army regulations. The men in the guardhouse were
nolsy, and a few minutes after taps eounded a lieutenant of the Twenty-
eighth Infantry went to the guardhouse and ordered the men to keep quiet.

For the time being the order was obeyed, but almost as soon as he?e t the
room several of the men began talking, though they did not raise their voices
above an ordinary tone.

ICE WATER TORTURE.

‘When the officer heard the men talking and nized Richter’s voice he
ordered the guard to bring the arch offender outside. He then ordered the
sergeant of the guard to tie the priscmer’s hands and legs. The sergeant
obeyed the command of his superior officer,

When the poor wretch’s voice had been silenced forever, as it proved, the
officer ordered one of the members of the guard to bﬁnﬁ: Ig'hgcnn of ice wa-
ter out of the guar m. in were his commands o . 'The can con-
tained 5 gallons of freezing water. The entire contents of thecan were emp-
tied upon the face of poor, bound, helpless Richter,

The water, 5 gallons of il:, as cold as ice could make it, was taken from the
recepiacle a dipperful at a time and slowly dropped on Richter's face. He
suffered the agonies of the damned. He twisted and squirmed his poor tor-
tured frame as much as the cords which bound him would allow.

COULD NOT CREY OUT.

He would probably have cried out in his anguish had he not been ga .
‘When the man's struggles ceased, the cords which bound him were cut and
an attempt made at resuscitation. No sign of life was apparent and the post
%té:ﬁeon was sent for. When the surgeon arrived, he pronounced the man

Now, what became of that? Right here, while I think about
it, I want to put this question to Senators: Suppose when the
Democratic minority were appealing to the Government not to
go into this imperialistic business, to let empire alone, to be satis-
fied with the Government here in our own country—a govern-
ment that gives every law-abiding American citizen freedom.
that allows freedom of speech, freedom of thought, freedom of
the press, and freedom of action—when they were appealing to
you and telling yon the dangers of empire upon which you were
embarking, and when you were answering that with a proposi-
tion that there was money in it, I put the question, If it had been
known at that time that this one torture would have been com-
mitted upon this man—a soldier—is there a Senator who would
still have voted for that policy? If so, then I want to put another
question to that Senator, Suppose it had been your son, would
you then have voted for it? And let the Senator answer.

Let us see a little further on. Shortly after that the following
dispatch appeared in the press:

Br1. Lovls, April 3, 1502,

Published accounts of the torturing to death of Edward C, Richter, a pri-
vate soldier in the Philippines, are confirmed in a letter written by Corpl
Henry W. Perry, Company C, Thirteenth Infantry, and received {ry Miss
Emma Carter, of 4308 Hunt avenue, this city.

In his letter, which was written more than & month ago, before the story
of the torturing and death of Richter had been published, Corporal Perry
tells the story of the splashin§ of water on the face of the soldier, drop by
drop, which caused his death from strangulation and intense pain.

CORPORAL'S STORY OF TORTURE.

Before entering the Philippine service Corporal P loyed
a St. Louis coal firm and bcufl?ded at Miss Carl?'t(::r‘s hg:;rg: wf?grernggu%gt inbz
recent letter for information about the treatment of soldiers was answered
by his dec-u-ri}itinn of the Richter case, which follows:

* Last week in one of the southern provinces*'—

I want to say right here that that word ** province '’ sounds harsh
to my ears, and it ought to sound harsh fo the ears of any Ameri-
can citizen who loves our form of government, where we believe
in a government of the people, by the people. and for the people—
“a young soldier was killed by hiz company’s commander."

It seems that this lientenant was a commander of the company—
1t was pay day, and the young man was in the prison with some other boys.
Ttliay were talking in a loud manner, ha been drinking something or
other,

“Tha lieutenant heard them and told them to be guiet, but this order th
disobeyed, whereupon the lieutenant returned and ordered the sergeant
the rd to bring one of the young men outside and bind and gag him.

** Not satisfled with this, he ordered the sergeant to bring him a bucket of
water, ice cold. This done, the lieutenant began to drop the water on the
helpless soldier drop by drop.

BLED AT EARS, NOSTRILS, AND MOUTH.

“This ﬂnallﬁc‘hokad the boy, but the lieutenant continued his barbarous
treatment until the boy began to bleed at ears, nostrils, and mouth. The
lientenant then be, to e that things were coming to a crisis. so he
ordered the boy released from the ropes and gnh? but it was too late. He
had gone to another land and had passed all earthly torments.

“A day or so afterwards his comrades bore him to his last resting place,
where the last rites of a soldier were administered and * taps,’ the sweetest
of all bugle notes, were sounded. This call always puts me in mind of that
song, * en the roll is called up yonder I'll be there.

“This will give you an insight into some of the punishments a soldier has
to pbrg‘lim‘go. f course, few cases are as barbarous as the one I have de-
scribed.”

We wonld like to know, wounld we not, what became of that
lieutenant? Here is the description given by papers in Manila
supporting the Administration, supporting its policy of empire,
and a letter written from the Philippines to a lady—I do not
think she was his sister, but a friend of this man Richter. Now,
let us see what became of the lientenant:

Copies of Manila newspapers received here yesterday give some inter-
esting details of the court-martial over a month ago of Lieutenant Sinclair
on a charge of having cansed the death of Private Edward Richter, of his
company, by torture. A cable from General Chaffee, some three weeks
gince, announced that Sinclair had been acquitted—

That was the lieutenant. Of course he was acquitted—

but that Richter died after being ged under Sinclair's orders, the private
having been drunk and very abuaig:g. i
Of course he was drunk and abusive.

The case has attracted wide attention.

According to the testimony as printed in the Manila ne pers, Dr.R. M.
Bonar was asked whether the entrance of stomach contents into the air pas-
sages of thelungs during vomiting was the most probable cause of death.

‘1 say it was the most probable cause of death,” he answered. * That
could cause the condition I found in Richter’s lungs. Icouldnot account for
death in any other way.”

Lieutenant Sinclair, testifying in his ownbehalf—

“Testifying in his own behalf!”” The mouth of Richter was
closed. He could not testify in his behalf, but Sinclair could, and
what does he say—
said that Richter called him vile names and was ordered out of the d-
house. Richter tried to kick soldiers near him and was tied hand foot.
He continued his abusive lan%t:age, being very drunk. whereupon Sinclair
ordered a private to throw water upon the prisoner. The private held the
dipper some 10 feet away, and only part of the water fell upon Richter.

That is, the whole five gallons of ice water did not fall upon
this poor bound and gagged soldier.

This performance continued not more than ten minutes. It failed to quiet
Richter, and Sineclair then left for his quarters, after ordering Richter to be
!:edld you hear any noise that Richter was trying to vomit?" Sinclair waa
asked.

“Idid"

“ Had you ordered the ﬁ removed.”

"lgq.‘ but it could have been done in the diseretion of the sergeant.of the

S =

Furthermore, Sinclair said he wanted Richter thoroughly quieted, and
therefore continued his disciplinary measures. =

The testimony tended to show that the soldiers with whom Richter asso-

ciated were a very tough class and that Sinclair had been a considerate officer.

The War Department yesterday received from Manila the report of the
inspector who ordered the court-martial of Sinclair. Judge-Advocate-Gen-
eral Davis was directed to preparea brief of the report for Becretary Root. It
has not been decided yet whether portions of the report will be made publie

* Whether portions of the report will be made public.” Now,
the minority of the Philippines Committee are trying to get testi-
mony before the committee to ascertain the true facts in the
Philippines and in the Army. We are told to let it alone; that
the War Department will get that information; that the War De-
partment is investigating these matters; that the War Depart-
ment is trying these men who are charged with a breach of law,
or of order, or of Army regulations in the Philippines. We are
asked to let the matter alone. and told that the War Department
will ascertain what are the facts, to give ourselves no concern
about it; and here we are told that it has not been decided whether
a portion of the report is to be made public.

The testimony of the court martial is expected here in a few days.

Now, there is the case of Richter.

Here is a man who had been very drunk. Here is the Govern-
ment of the United States providing laws for commerce between
the United States and Manila, and when we begin to look into
the records to ascertain the true state of facts there we find that
more than half of the exports from this country into Manila are
composed of whisky, wine, and beer. Yet when we find that an
American soldier, exposed to such temptations, happens to so far
forget himself, happens to have so much human nature as to love
this drink, and goes out and drinks enough of the accursed stuff
to become very E.runk, and applies, according to the testimony of

.
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Lieutenant Sinclair, vile epithets to him, without a trial, without
a court-martial, without law, withont authority, that lieutenant
has him gagged and bound and ice water poured upon him as
cold as it can be made until the soldier is tortured to death, and
when the lieutenant is tried the verdict is not guilty; he goes
unwhipt of justice entirely. Thatisthe state of the case to which
imperialism brings us. Is it any wonder that we find, just follow-
ing down along the same column of this paper, the report of Major
Gardener?

But, Mr. President, we are told that all these horrors in the
Philippine Islands are nothing more than what might have been
expected; that in all wars there are cruelties; that in all wars
there are outrages; that in all wars there are tortures and burn-
ings; so that the torch and the sword go hand in hand in war.
If that be so,it ought to have been known to the Republican party
before they started ont upon this policy; and, if we may judge
from what they say, what has occurred is what they expected.

‘We are also told that there have been tortures in North Caro-
lina; that there have been tortures in other sections of the South;
that during the war between the States great wrongs and great
outrages were inflicted; and I suppose that statement would not
have been made unless it was intended to follow it with the corol-
lary that therefore it was necessary to carry on the war as it has
been carried on in the Philippines.

If that be true, if because of outrages—and we will assume for
the sake of the argument that it has been shown that outrages
were committed during the war of 1861—and if it is conceded
that it is shown conclusively that there were great horrors and

at outrages committed, and that therefore it is necessary to

ill the Filipinos, have there not been enou%h Filipinos killed, has
there not been enough torture inflicted in the Philippines to com-

ensate for all the crimes that were committed by the soldiers of

th armiesin the war of 18617 Whatisthe use to proceed further?

But we are told by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForARER] that
the order of General Smith was not nearly as bad as the order
that was given to Joshua, because that order was given to kill
men, women, and children, to leave nobody alive, and that
Joshua, under the orders he received from the Almighty, did not
leave anybody alive. It occurred to me then as to that, that if
the Almighty, who created the universe and all that it contains,
and whose we are, as are all the inhabitants of the earth, saw fit
to give orders for the destruction of all the people, it does not
follow that Gen. Jacob H. Smith ounght to have as much authority
as the Almighty in giving orders for the destruction of a people
and the burning of towns and villages.

What Senator will believe that if it is true that Joshuna had
orders from the Almighty to exterminate the Amalekites, the
Amorites, and the Moabites, that that will authorize Gen. Jacob
H. Smith to exterminate a whole le, and that he had author-
ity to give orders to slay everybody over 10 years of age, and to
burn and destroy all their property? It certainly does not follow
as a legitimate consequence; it i8 not a legitimate deduction.
Here the Almighty gave His orders, and He had a right to give
them; and if He gave His orders to kill everybody on the face of
the earth, we are all of His creation, and He can do with us as He
pleases. He laid the foundation of the earth; He covered the
deep as with a garment; He unrolled the heavens as a scroll; He
created the universe. He can do as He pleases in the armies of
the Lord; He can do what He pleases in the earth or in heaven,
but it does not follow that we have a right to be cruel because
the Almighty gave those orders. He gave in that dispensation
this injunction for our guidance, ** Whoso sheddeth man’s blood,
by man shall his blood be shed.”’

Does not the Senator remember that there came another time
and another dispensation, and that there came another who was
the true representative and the true ]ifersoniﬁcaﬁon of the Deity
to whom we are erecting and have been erecting all over this
country churches whose spires reach almost into the very dome
of the skies, and whom we have been worshiping now for nine-
teen hundred years, and He said when He came—talk about war
and the sword—He did not say to go out and kill all who are in
the cities, burn the cities, and leave them desolate; but He said,
“Put up again thy sword into his place; for all they that take
the sword shall perish with the sword.”” He also said, through
the prisoner of Patmos, *‘ He that leadeth into captivity shall go
into captivity; he that killeth with the sword must be killed with
- the sword. Here is the patience and the faith of the saints.”’

So that it is not for the Senator from Ohio to justify Smith be-
cause the Almighty saw proper to give an order that he wanted
executed. The Almighty, in the dispensation of His providence,
the other day permitted the destruction of thirty or forty thoun-
sand people in the island of Martinique, but it does not follow
because that was done by the eruption of a volecano—which is in
the hollow of the hand of the Almighty—that Smith would have
a right to go there and destroy and burn and slay. There is no
argument in it at all.

I want to discuss the situation of this Philippine matter, and

answer some of the statements which have been made by the Sen-
ator from Ohio, before I conclude the observations that I have
started out to make to the Senate. If you will notice, the treaty
with Spain was ratified by the Senate on the 6th day of February,
1899; it was ratified by the Spanish Cortes on the 19th day of
March, 1899, and it was proclaimed on the 11th day of April, 1899,
It is said that certain obligations grew out of this treaty between
the United States and Spain which we are called upon to dis-
charge. Iam in favor of the American Government ing out
in good faith and discharging every obligation which it has as-
sumed in its spirit as well as in its letter.

The Senator from Ohio says that out of mnecessity our people
went to the Philippine Islands with the fleet of Dewey; tﬁgt o
was in Hongkong, and that after the declaration of war it was
necessary for him to seek some other shelter, becaunse by the
laws of war and by the laws of nations he was not allowed to re-
main longer than a certain period in the harbor of a friendl
power; that neither of the be]ﬁ'cgerenta could retain their men-of-
war there, and therefore he had nowhere to go except Manila.
Grant that. I am not sufficiently familiar with the rules of war
or with the law of nations to say whether that be true or not,
and I am going to accept that as being correct as an exposition of
the law of nations and the rules of war—that it was necessary
for our Navy to go somewhere else; if we could not stay in the
harbors of China we must go somewhere else, and that the most
eligible place for Dewey to locate was in Manila Bay. When he
went to Manila Bay, he went to an island that nominally was a
Spanish island that, in fact, was in revolt against the Spanish
Government. He went with his fleet to the destruction of the
Spanish fleet there, which he so gloriously destroyed on the 1st of
May, 1898. When he went there he recognized the fact that that
government was in rebellion; that the Spanish Government had
no actunal anthority there, that they had no assertable title to the
Philippine Islands, that they had no authority and could exercise
e oot s ooal i i b uallo, v

wey fo a coalition wi i 0, who orted to be
and was treated as the head of the Philippine ggggl?nment. It
makes no difference, so far as the justice of the case is concerned,
whether the Philippine government was in name recognized as a
government by our Government or not. It makes no difference
in point of justice and morality and right between nation and
nation or between man and man or in the sight of God whether
he said fo Aguinaldo, ** I will take you as an ally and treat you as
an ally,” or whether the acts of the American Government, rep-
resented by its Navy and byits Army, were such as to assert that
fact by acts instead of by words. It is a fact undisputed and
indisputable that our people cooperated with Aguinaldo in the
at upon the Spanish Government; furnished them arms and
munitions of war; furnished them means for carrying on the war
for the independence of the Philippine Archipelago against Spain,
and not only so, but turned over Spanish prisoners who had%een
taken by the Americans to the Philippine government, and treated
the Filipinos in every respect as allies.

Now, one thing is true, that at that fime the Filipinos were in
the control and nnder the authority of the Spanish Government
or they were not. If they were not in rebellion against the Gov-
ernment of Spain, then our people provoked the re%elliou; if the
were in rebellion, then our people cooperated with them a.ng
made them our allies,

After the war was over the necessity for remaining in the Bay
of Manila did not longer exist. If it did, the Philippine govern-
ment wonld have permitted the retention of the port of Manila,
or it could have been retained by force, and we should then have
had a place of shelter in Manila Bay. So that if it had been held
until the actual declaration of peace on the 11th of April, 1899—
and it was against the law of nations and against the rules of
war for our Navy to be permitted by any foreign nation to take
shelter with an American fleet in one of their barbors—we would
have had a place for our fleet; and there was no necessity, sim-
ply because there was a necessity for going to Manila Bay, and
simply because there was a necessity at that time for taking Ma-
nila in order to hold possession of Manila Bay—there was no
necessity after the proclamation of peace for the holding of it.

Mr. President, the war went on; the two armies fought as al-
lies—the American Armyand the Philippine army. Their rela-
tions to each other were friendly; they were fighting a common foe.
They had in one respect, at least, a common purpose and were seek-
ing acommon end, and that was thedefeat of thatfoe. The result
of it was that Manila was taken. The Spanish army was defeated
in the Phiﬁgpiues, and the Spanish army was defeated in Cuba.
The Spanish Government was compelled to sue for peace, and
did sue for peace. A commission was appointed by the United
States Government, without consulting its allies, to meet in
Paris a commission appointed by the Spanish Government, who
did not consult the people of the Philippine Archipslago. A
treaty of peace was made and agreed upon between the commis-

sioners of the United States and the commissioners of Spain,
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If I recollect aright, that was on the 10th day of December,
1808. In that treaty of peace with the Spanish Government it
agreed to sell the Philippine Archipelago to the United States
for §20,000,000, and the United States agreed to buy for this sum
their then allies. In other words, those people up to that very
time were allies of the American soldiers; they were allies of the
American Government; they were looked upon as such by the
American soldiers and by the Philippine soldiers, because of the
common expression of the American Army at that time, ‘*‘ We
are fighting to free you; to give you your freedom.” It was
known by our people that the Filipinos were fighting for their
freedom, for their independence; it was so asserted by their com-
mander, the man who was at the head of their government. It
was asserted by our people time and time again that it was the
intention of the American Government to give them freedom.

I recognize the fact that the American soldier had no right, or
authority at least, to bind the American Government by such ex-
pressions, but the officers who were there with the knowledge of
the American Government were constantly consulting the author-
ities of the Phi]jgpina government and receiving official visits
from officers of the Philippine government, and that certainly,
when it was not pro against by the American Government,
was sufficient to bind the Government to whatever they did.
‘When this treaty of purchase was made, without consulting our
allies—for they were allies on the battlefield, as was very prop-
erly said by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr]—
that was itself equivalent to a declaration of war against them.

But we are told by the Senator from Ohio that the war against
the Filipinos commenced on the 4th day of February,1899. AsI
said, I am not familiar with the rules of war and I am not familiar
enough with the laws of nations to speak authoritatively on
this point. I did not know when the declaration of warwas made
by our Government against the Philippines, but it occurred to
me that at that time the Philippines were not a part of the United
States; at that time they had not been ceded to the United States;
at that time the Uni States had no lawful jurisdiction over
the Philippine Islands, and had no right to require them to sub-
mit to the jurisdiction of the United States or United States offi-
cers or soldiers in the Philippines. At that time, and up to the

11th day of Agl;ﬂ, 1899, the Philippine Archipelago belonged to
Stp‘ﬁtin or the Filipinos were an independent people—one or the
other.

If our people had received any indignities from a lot of Fili-
pinos firing on our soldiers the Spanish Government would be
responsible for that, because the Philippines were one of her prov-
inces on the 4th of February, 1899; and to-day, if American sol-
diers should be fired upon by some of the subjects of the King of
Great Britain in the West Indies, the American people would not
make war upon the West Indies, but the American people would
call the King of Great Britain to account for it. So if these peo-
%le, who were the subjects of the King of St%am on the 4th day of

ebruary, 1899, were guilfy of firing upon the American soldiers,
then the American Government should have demanded satisfac-
tion of Spain for that. As the American Government did not
demand satisfaction of Spain and went on and made a treaty of
peace we had no right to complain any further.

Now, let us see the attitude in which you put us. You put us
in the attitude of treating with Spain, agreeing upon the terms of
a treaty, and negotiating with them up to the 11th of April, 1899,
and at the same time ing on hostilities with one of her
provinces. That is the proposition you make, or else, if you rec-
ognize the right of the Filipino people to act for themselves,
that they were acting for themselves, and that they were an in-
dependent government that had been set up. then we received
no pretense of title from Spain. But if you say there was an in-
dependent government set up by the Filipinos themselves for the
purpose of governing themselves, then whenever we made war
upon them we made war upon an independent government for
the purpose of conquest and not for the p of reducing to
Bﬁbm.iasion a province which belonged to us by the right of pur-
chase.

Why, sir, the law will not allow the purchase of a lawsuit.
‘What would you say if a client were to come to you and tell you
that he had purchased from A a lawsuit which A had 1
someone? You would tell him that he could not lawfully pur-
chase a lawsnit, Neither does the law of nations or the law of
right or the law of conscience justify you in purchasing a people
who were in rebellion against their lawful sovereign; and when
you do it you are purchasing, as you knew at the time, a war, and
when Spain is turning them over to you for $20,000,000, she is
turning them over to you at *‘ range delivery.”” No one canclaim
that the Spanish Government the power to deliver the islands
to ns. They may have had some nominal authority, but there is
not a Senator here who will say that they had the power to turn
those people over to the United States. They did not turn them
over to the United States. If they had no power to turn them
over to the United States when they were purchased, it was be-

cause they were in war against that sovereignty which claimed
the right to rule them, and, being at war with them and having
set up a government which that power counld not pull down,
were practically and virtunally independent of that Government;
and when you bought them you bought no legitimate title o
them, and you only got the right of *‘ criminal aggression,”” a right
to conquer a heterogeneouns people. :

I believe, as I said in the outset—and what I say regarding this
matter must necessarily be desultory and cursory, because I have
not reduced to writing a note—

Mr. SPOONER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion, as I wish to understand him?

Mr. MCLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. If I understand the Senator correctly, he
says that when the troops of Aguinaldo attacked the American
army on the 4th of February that was an offense againust us by
gpagn, for which we should have demanded reparation from

in.

prr. MoLAURIN of Mississippi. The troops of Aguinaldo did
not attack our army. There was a fight between some of the
soldiers of inaklo and some of the soldiers of the United
States, but they did not make any attack npon us. If, however,
they had done so it would have been the Spanish Government
that was doing it, because the Spanish Government was respon-
sible, Will the Senator say that the Spanish Government was
not responsible for what they did up to the time the Philippines
were transferred to the United States?

Mr. SPOONER. I am only trying to get at the Senator’s posi-
tion.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Iam trying to get at the posi-
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin. Let me see if the Senator
and I agree upon that. Does the Senator deny that the Spanish
Government was responsible for the acts of the Filipinos up to
the time they were transferred to the United States?

Mr, SPOO%TER. The Spanish Government claimed that after
the protocol and before the ratification of the treaty we were liable
for the Phﬂi%aines and obliged to take care of the peace.

Mr. McCLAURIN of Mississippi. I am not asking the Senator

what the Spanish Government claimed. I am ing what he
claims.

Mr. SPOONER. I think we acquired perfect title from Spain
to the Phjlip%u‘;f Archipelago.

Mr. McCLAURIN of Mississippi. When?

Mr. SPOONER. By the treaty.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When did we get that title?

Mr. SPOONER. We got it from the treaty.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. But when did we get it?

Mr. SPOONER. When the treaty became effective and con-
summated by the exchange of ratifications.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, gir.

Mr. SPOONER. And I think that related back.

Mr, McLAURIN of Mississippi. Now let me ask the Senator
a question. Did we, on the 4th of February, 1899, have a perfect
title to the Phjh'a ine Islands?

Mr. SPOONER. We had a perfect title to whip any body of
troops that attacked our men anywhere under God’s heaven.
That is all I care to say abont that.

Mr. MCLAURIN of Mississippi. The Senator can, of course,
answer or not. I can not force the Senator fo answer; but I
should like to have a direct answer, as I am willing to answer
any question that any Senator may propound to me. I haveasked
the Senator a question, if we had any title of any kind to the
Philippine Islands on the 4th of February, 1899, and if so what

was that title?
Mr. SPOONER. We had a perfect right to occupy the sub-
urbs of Manila under the protocol. I have never claimed that we

gqtggo;d a legal title to the Philippine Archipelago except by

¢ A

Mr. MCLAURIN of Mississippi. Then the Senator does not
claim t._]llgsfggva had any title to the archipelago on the 4th of Feb-
ruary,

Mr, SPOONER. I do not.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Then we agrea on that point,
that the United States had no title of any kind to the Philippine
Islands on the 4th of February, 1899. That being so, I have asked
the Senator, and I repeat it, if the title was not then in Spain, and,
that being so, if Spain was not liable for the acts of the inhab-
itg}g;ﬁs of the Philippine Archipelago on the 4th day of February,
18997 .

That being so, what was the necessity for rushing into war
with those people? We were treating with their sovereign. If
it is contended that the Spanish King was their sovereign, we
were treating with their sovereign at that time. When a little
difficulty occurred between our soldiers and the soldiers of Rus-
sia in China our Government did not declare war against Russia.
Time and time again there has been trouble between the soldiers
of the United States and the soldiers of other governments. If




5486

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

May 15,

has not been considered sufficient todeclare war. Only a few days
ago in Italy some of our naval officers were arreatef{ and put in
prison, and it was claimed that they were erroneously tried, er-
mneousljz fined, and erroneously compelled to submit to indigni-
ties, and yet nobody thought of declaring war against Italy
becaunse of that. It was songht to accommodate that by some
kind of treaty or some sort of explanation or some kind of apology
that would be made by one government and accepted by the other.

Can any Senator or anybody else say why it was the United
States Government was ready to fight when there was a difficulty
gotten up between some of Aguinaldo’s soldiers and some Amer-
ican soldiers, not a battle between two armies, not a clash between
two governments, nothing that shounld provoke a war between
two governments, but an act which occurs time and again be-
tween two governments and for which reparation is made and
whigh is not considered sufficient to provoke a declaration of
War]

No: my opinion about it is that anything in the world wounld
have been seized at that time to justify the taking ion of
those islands; anything in the world would be seized as a justifi-
cation for subjugating them, and the policy was embarke(% upon
of subjugating them. I repeat,if Spain was not responsible for
their acts and if they were not subject to the King of Spain at
that time they were an independent government, and being an
independent government they had been virtually recognized by us.

They had been cooperated with by us in a fight against Spain,
and that is the practical solution of the whole matter. Spain was
not regarded by the United States Government as being responsi-
ble for the acts of Aguinaldo’s soldiers, because it was considered
at that time that the Philippine Archipelago was not within the
power, control, or jurisdiction of Spain, and it was known it was
not. We had been cooperating with them, and this was not
called to the attention of the Spanish Government. It was two
days, as I say, before the ratification of the treaty of the Senate
of the United States and more than two months before the proc-
lamation of peace between the two governments, the exchange of
ratifications, which was on the 11th day of April. It was not
called to the attention of the Spanish Government for the reason
that the Spanish Government was known to have no jurisdiction
over the islands, no authority there in fact, and no authority in
law, becanse a government had been set up in opposition to the
Spanish Government which we had recognized as being sufficient
to carry on the affairs in the Philippine Archipelago, and it was
sufficient for us to cooperate with and treat with them, because
we did treat with them when we furnished the government arms
for their soldiers to fight for their independence, and we did coop-
erate with them when our soldiers went side by side with them into
battle for the cause of the allies, and we did cooperate with them
and recognize them when our Government turned Spanish prison-
ers over to them to the number of 3,000, committing them to
their care and charge.

That is the reason it was not done. If it had been at that time
that the American Army and the British army had been close to
each other and some of the British soldiers had fired npon some of
the American soldiers. the Government of the United States would
never have thought of rushing into war with Great Britain on
that account. The Government of the United States would have
sent its ministers to see the ministers of the Government of Great
Britain. It would have gone to the ambassador of Great Britain
" and laid the case before him. The Secretary of State would have
laid the case before the ambassador of Great Britain here and
there would have been some explanation. The British Govern-
ment would have had an opportuniy to disavow the acts of their
soldiers. Is it possible the American Government, which isa
world power—and that is a fact that we hear so much about
now—wonld demand more of a weak, puny, powerless republic
than it would of a powerful monarch?

Talk about world power! This country has been a world power
ever since the Monroe doctrine was proclaimed by President Mon-
roe. It hasbeena world power sufficient to command the respect
of all the governments of the earth. The least violation of the
courtesies, obligations, and duties that other governments were
under to the Government of the United States has been called to
account by the United States, and there is not a government
which refuses to recognize the power of the United States Gov-
ernment to command their respect. It has commanded their re-

t ever since the Monroe doctrine was proclaimed. It is not
recently that the United States has become a world power. It
did not make the United States a world power to conquer a coun-
trylike Spain. Itcould have conquered half a dozen governments
like Spain. It was strong enough to stand and defy the powers
and the armies not only of Spain, but of any government on
the face of the earth, the navies and armies of the Government
of Great Britain and the Empire of India. The navies and ar-
mies of Austria, of Russia, or of any other power are not sufficient
to make the United States Government trouble or to permit an

insult or indignity to be offered to the United States and not be
called to account for it.

Is it possible, then, I say, that this power, this great Govern-
ment that can command its soldiers by the million, that can com-
mand a navy which can take possession of all the waters of the
ocean if it sees proper to do so, will demand of the Philippine re-
public, a republic that has just been born into existence, that
which it would not demand of Great Britain, of Russia, or any
other great power? Is it possible that this Government would
not treat with the same courtesy that young republic that was
springing into existence as it would treat the Kingdom of Great
Britain? And yet that is the complexion to which it comes, be-
cause there was nothing there except a collision between some
Philippine soldiers and some American soldiers.

Now, as to some of our obligations. On the same day this
treaty was ratified, the 6th of February, 1899, the following reso-
lution was introduced:

Resolved by the Senafe and House of Representatives of the United States
of America in Congress assembled, That by the ratification of the treaty of

~e with Spain i1t is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the
%ipp‘hla Is]:nds into citizenship of the Uni States, nor is it intended to
rmanently annex said islands as an inte part of the territory of the
nited States; but it is the intention of the United Btates to establish on
said islands a government suitable to the wants and conditions of the inhahbit-
ants of said islands to prepare them for 1 self-government, and in due
time to make such di ition of said islandsas will best promote the interests
of the citizens of the United States and the inhabitants of said islands,

That was not satisfactory to all the Senate, and the following
was offered as an amendment:

Resolved further, That the United States hereby disclaim any disposition
or intention to exercise ge;-msnant sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over
eaid islands, and assert their determination. when a stable and independent

wvernment shall have been erected therein entitled, in the judgment of

he Government of the United States, to recognition as such, to transfer to
snid government, upon terms which shall be reasonable and just, all rights
secured under the cession by Spain, and to thereupon leave the government
and control of the islands of their people.

On a vote on that amendment there was a tie—29 to 20—and
the Vice-President, having the casting vote, voted in the nega-
tive, so that it came within one vote of being adopted as the sense
of the Senate of the United States.

This resolution was voted on the 14th, eight days after it was
introduced in the House and eight days after the ratification of
the treaty. On the adoption of this resolution I have read, on
February 14, there were 26 yeas and 22 nays. That was a month
and five days before the Spanish Cortes acted upon the treaty.
When they acted on it they had this before them: They knew
the intention of the American Government was not to retain
these islands—that is, that that was the policy expressed at that
time. Mark you, these 22 nays were not because they objected
to the policy of disposing of the islands, but because they wanted
it understood—and they put it upon record—they wanted it put
in language that every man could read as he runs—that they were
opposed to exercising any sovereignty at all over the islands ex-
cept so far as to establish an independent government there.

en the Spanish Cortes ratified the treaty, when the exchange
of the ratifications of the treaty was made on the 11th of April,
1899, this was before the Government, and there were two things
clearly stated there that the Government of the United States did
not intend to do. One was that it did not intend to incorporate
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands into citizenship of the
United States. So that we have it seftled as a statement of the
same Senate that ratified the treaty that it was not the intention
of the Government of the United States to incorporate the Fili-
pinos into citizenship of the United States.

What then? Is it possible—it will be asked of every Senator
who advocates the permanent refention of these islands—is it
possible that you are going to retain provinces and retain the
control of subjects to whom you never intend to give any right of
self-government, whom you never intend to make citizens of the
United States, but to whom you say, ** You shall always be under
the control and jurisdiction of the Government and sovereignty
of the United States without ever having any opportunity to be-
come citizens of the United States?”” That can not be. Why?
Because there is not a man who believes in the American form of
government who can rise and say that that would not be abso-
lutely in contravention of every doctrine, of every teaching, of
every c{nrim:iple of this Government from the Declaration of In-
dependence up until now—aye, from the first gun that was fired
at Lexington. Mass., in April, 1775.

Then what? They were not to be incorporated as citizens, and
{;m-ther than that was another thing that was not intended to be
aone,

o g]%r t:g rilfi t?rt;%l}e& :o nlaj‘{lﬁ:aag&nttg{ annex said islands as an integral part

What does that imply? It implies that it was not intended to
retain them. Wes of this as an annexation because we are
gettin ion of them; and there could be but one interpreta-
tion of that in the mind of any fair-minded legist, and that is that
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in speaking of not permanently annexing them we do not intend
to permanently retain the control of them, because in the sense of
annexing them and making them part of our territory, and mak-
ing them a part of our citizenship, that has been negatived by the
party in power in the resolution just read. The party who sup-
ported the Administration at that time negatived the proposition
that we intended to incorporate them into citizenship and annexa-
tion according to the idea of the American peo?le, and it had a
fixed definite signification by the American people.

There was not an American lawyer or an American citizen who
understood anything about our Government who did not know
what annexation meant. We annexed Texas. We annexed the
Lonisiana purchase; we annexed Alaska. It was all annexed be-
cause it was intended to make it a part of our Government, but
it had a different signification in this case. It was not intended
to permanently annex it. That is, it was not intended to perma-
nently retain it. It was not intended that these islands shounld be
R}lt in the category of New Mexico, or Arizona, or Alaska, the

ississippi terrifory, the Louisiana territory, or any other
territory. -

But we were getting possession of it at that time, and it was
as much as to say that the ion we are getting now is not
intended to be retained, and that is all that is meant by annexa-
tion in that resolution. It does not mean what annexation meant
with reference to Texas, Louisiana, or any other territory that
had ever been annexed by the Government of the United States,
because when we annexed Texas or Louisiana, or purchased Cali-
fornia or any other territory that came to us. we annexed it
permanently, and we voted its citizenship into the citizenship of
the United States. You can not find anywhere that territory
has been annexed in the United States, by treaty with a repub-
lic, as was the case with Texas, or by , a8 in the case of
Alaska or Louisiana, but what at the same time the citizenship
of the annexed territory was adopted into the citizenship of the
United States. But here that was excluded, and it had the mean-
ing that we were taking temporary possession of it.

t does not mean it was to be permanently done, because this
implies some kind of annexation. When youn say we donot intend
to permanently annex, you speak of some kind of annexation, be-
cause if youn did not intend to annex it at all, then there would be
no necessity for using the word ‘* permanent;’’ but ‘‘it is not the
intention to permanently annex said islands as an integral part of
the territory of the United States.”” It was as much as to have
said to the nish Government, * We do not intend to retain the
control and sovereignty over this territory. What we intend to
do is to take them now. We intend to dispose of them.’’ These
are negatives. ‘“We do not intend to incor%rate the citizenship
into the citizenship of the United States. e do not intend to
germanenﬂy annex them to the territory of the United States.’

hen what do we intend?

Here it is:

But it is the intention of the United States to establish on said islands a
et e e e e Ddln i

Then what?—
and in due time to make such disposition of said
the igﬁarem of the citizens of the United maiéﬂnﬂln?ﬂ:a mﬂ%mé" oﬁﬂ?ﬁ

TS,

Not to permanently annex—that is, retain—them, but after a
while to make a disposition of them; and we do intend to make
a disposition of them. How are you going to dispose of them?
Get 1id of them. That is the only meaning the words ** disposi-
tion of them ’* could have in that sense.

IThavegiven my idea upon this because Senators seem to think we
must keep the ion of these islands in order to carry out our
obligations to Spain and to the Spanish subjects who elect to retain
their fealty to the Spanish King. Senators are very solicitous of
the obligations of the United States. They are very solicitous of
the honor of the United States when, according to their interpre-
tation, it would retain the sovereignty and control of the Philip-

ine Islands; but when they are called upon to put down barbar-
ities in the Philippine Islands, when they are called upon to exam-
ine and investigate the conduct of our civil and military govern-
ment there, then they are not so solicitous and sensitive of the
obligations and duties of the United States Government, but they
fly to the charge that we are slandering the American Army, and
they come to the defense of the American Army and say the peo-
ple will sustain the American Army.

Yes; the people of the United States will sustain the American
Army when the American Army is doing its duty, and the Amer-
ican Army, with exceptions shown in evidence, does its duty;
but that does not mean that the people of the United States
will sustain those officers of the American Army who are violat-
ing all the rules and regulations of war any more than, when it
is said the American Government and the American people will
protect all American citizens everywhere, it means that they

will therefore not punish the criminals who commit murder and
robbery and larceny and burglary, and otherwise violate the law.
The American Government will protect its citizens, but that does
not mean the American Government will protect robbery and
murder and assassination. The American Government will pro-
tect and sustain its Army, but that does not mean it will protect
and uphold those officers of the American Army in the Philippine
Islands who are violating the rules and regulations of war.

‘What is the result of all this? We said, ** Do not embark on
this policy; it is a dangerous policy. The people of the United
States have been taught to love liberty. The people of the United
States have been taught that all men have an equal right to gov-
ern themselves, that government must come from the consent of
the governed, and that every government ought to receive its
authority from the consent of the governed; that no man or set
of men are born good enough to rule other men and other sets of
men; that no people aregood enough to rule another people thou-
sands of miles away.” We said, ‘“ Whenever you do this you
bring reflections upon the very doctrines and the very principles
upon which our Government was established.”” They said, ** Oh,
there is money in it; there is commerce in it. We want to get
the commerce of theseislands.”” We are leading in the commerce
of Japan. We are leading in the commerce of the Orient, where
we have no control over the people. It ought not to follow, how-
ever, that therefore we onght to go and eongﬂer people in order
to trade with them. If I had the time I think I could show con-
clusively by documentary evidence that we are doing better in
those places where we have no army, where we have no war,
where we claim no sovereignty in the Orient, than we are in the
Philippine Islands.

But on this policy they embarked. What has been the result
of it? They say our soldiers have been murdered. It is a resulf
of the imperialistic policy. They say the natives are treacherous;
that, besides those who fell in battle, fifty or sixty of our soldiers
were destroyed by treachery in addition to the friendly natives
who were killed and destroyed by treachery. It is a result of the
imperialistic policy. -

t us see some of the policy. I find here that on the 26th of
February, 1901—I want you to mark that; that was before the
Balangiga massacre—a letter was written to General MacArthur,
as follows:

FEBRUARY 26, 1901
General MACARTHUR:
- strg: It is simply horrible what the Macabebe soldiers are doing in some of

8 TOWS.

Wherever these men go there onght to be two or three American officers
to watch them, and these officers ought to know Spanish so that they ma
listen to the complaints of the people, for the Macabebe officers pay no a
tention to their remonstrances, but on the contrary assist the soldiers in
their rascality.

Yesterday the American officer commanding the town of Montalban came

to Manila, and that night Macabebe soldiers went through the streets
their guns, ill treating the neighbors, and putting people in jail after havi
beaten them. They stole clothes, jewelry, and money from the house o
Ca; t?igg‘m&apoorold man, who was beaten so severely that he is at the
point of death.

Tha{ would not allow the local presidente to go out on the street; the
fired at him and killed several citizens. The people of San Mateo know t.
?{e::;se many of the residents of Montalban fled to the woods and to San

The Macabebes are committing the most horrible outrages in the towns
and the officers say nothing, but on the contrary punish and threaten any
persons who make comlplaint.

If you, (teneral, would send some confidential aigent to Montalban at once
to investigate these statements, you will see that I am telling the truth.

Some twelve daysago some Macabebes went into a house and four soldiers
raped a married woman, one after the other, in the presence of her hushand,
and threatened to kill him if he dared to say anything.

The war will never come to an end this way, nor will the country be pac-
ified. The people are compeiled to take to the woods. Th

i X e American sol-
diers and the Spanish soldiers do not do these things, but the native soldiers

are rascally thieves.

Mark yon, this ““ontraged citizen,” as he signs himself, exon-
erates the American soldiers, exonerates the Spanish soldiers from
this, but charges it to the Macabebe soldiers whom we took into
our service dver there, similar—not as bad—to the way George I1I
took the Indians into his service fo kill and scalp American men,
women, and children, and to burn and destroy their property.

If you will have these outrages i
the t{'uth. If you d-imc‘:uthﬂ pumm%tg‘t g:ew\l:]lllose h:t?tﬁfagingegein
would be appreciated by all the peaceful and honest citizens of the towns.

For God’s sake do justice, and the people will bless ﬁ‘w.

AN OUTRAGED CITIZEN.

This man writes like a man who is telling the truth. There is
a good deal of truth in what he says. That was on February 26,
1901. This was referred by General MacArthur to the command-
ing general of the Department of Northern Linzon, Manila, P. L.,
and General Wheaton referred it to the inspector-general of the
department. Then it was finally returned to the adjutant-general,
Department of Northern Luzon, and on March 5 he made his

report.
eﬁ’ark E‘U, now; it will not do to say our Army is being slan-
dered. ere is no escape from the predicament into which the
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party in power has put itself by its policy charging when
these reports are read that the Army is beiné Eandered, %ecause
tluﬁ; the remI:Iilt and the outgtom? gli; that poh;gy. il

isten, now. ere is a report o e inspector-general, Maj.
Frank B. McKenna:

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL,
DEPARTMENT OF NORTHERN LUZON,
Manila, P, I, March 5, 1901.
The ADJUTART-GENERAL DEPARTMENT NORTHERN LUzZoON.

S1g: I have the honor to report that pursuant to instructions contained in
the second indorsement on the within communication I proceeded, on March
1,1901, to San Mateo and Montalban to investigate the truth of the statements
contained therein,

Upon arrivel at SBan Mateo—3 miles from Montalban, the station of the
Philippine cavalry whose conduct was complained of—I ascertained that a
large part of the inhabitants of Montalban were then in San Mateo, having
deserted the former place. In consequence I began my investigation at San
Mateo, and subsequently went to Montalban. I requested the commanding
officer at San Mateo to cause the prominent men of the town to come before
me. Inthis way the presidente local appeared. At first he was very loath
to aaﬁ much, but nupon assurance that his statements would be regarded as
confidential he was induced to recite a list of the occurrences, some of which
he knows, some which he heard as having taken place since the arrival

the Macabebe soldiers at Montalban. The sworn statement is herewith
appended, and I have translated the important parts of it. I then re%';;estad
him to let it be known in town that I was willing to hear complaints that an
citizen had to make. The result was that a large number of voluntary wit-

offered th lves, each of whom was sworn., The following is some
of the testimony:

Martin Anastacio, 20 years of age, lives in barrio Montalban; was in his
house 10 o’clock Monday night, February 25, when two Macabebe soldiers,
with guns and in uniform, asked him from without how many men were in-
side and for him to come out. Four men were inside, and as they descended
the steps the Macabebes commenced to beatthem with their Eum: then the
tied the four men, and one of the soldiers went back into the honse. The sol-
dier inside searched the houseand not finding anything took the four men off
down the road, taking a peseta from one and some conts from the other. All
were taken to the calaboose, strung up by the thumbs, and the witness
staiuck) in back with revolver (saw the marks of sllege& bruise from re-
volver).

Policapio Cristi, age 45, laborer, lives in barrio S8an Jose Montalban. On
Bunday, February 17, at 7 p. m., four soldiers entered his house and demanded
money. Money was not g?ven‘nnd he and his brother were beaten and then
taken to the calaboose. ; . :

Paul Co n, age abont 60, lives in barrio Ban Jose. Party of soldiers
took him and his danghter, age 18, out of the house and into the woods and
tried to separate them—he believes to violate his daughter. His cries and

leadings made them desist, and he and his danghter were brought back.
on night of February 25.

It has been a good while since I have read Roman history, but
I believe there was one Roman who, to prevent his danghter from
being violated, took his dagger out and stabbed it into her breast
and 11:i11eac11l her. Who woglld fnot ;lﬁ ttlﬁa;:? i os

And who was responsible for is policy? am assumi
for the sake of the argnment that all this was n anﬁ
proper and right, becaunse Ihear the poli{;ﬁ defended, and thisisa
result of the policy. I am assuming that it is all right and
proper, but is it not horrible? Is not the policy horrible which
produces such horrible resnlts? Can it be a good policy? Can it
be a Eo]icy that will promote the welfare of the American people
which produces such results? Can it be a policy that will re-
dound to the honor and glory of the American Government which
produces such results? Can any amount of money that can be
made out of it, of commerce that can be acquired, compensate
for such results? That is the only justification I have ever heard
for it. Would it not be far better that the islands should be in-
dependent and, with our superior means of manufacturing, with
our superior facilities for commerce, and with our superior com-
mercial intelligence and industry and emergy, take our chances
to secure what we desire in the way of trade and commerce than
to follow a policy which produces such abhorrent results? Let
ns see, NOW:

Dauraniso de Ia Cruz; age, 35, vice-presidente, Montalban: Taken from his
house night of February 4 soldiers; $110 taken from him; kept in cala-
boose over night and rel next morning. This man bears a certificate
of loyalty and excellent services rendered to the United States Government
from the district commander.

1 wish to dwell just a minute on that. There has been a great
deal said in justification of the conduct of some of eur officers in
torturing with this horrid water cure some of the Filipinos, be-
cause natives who were friendly to the American people had been
killed, assassinated, murdered, by some of these insurrectos, and
sometimes they pleaded gunilty and sometimes they did not.
Sometimes the torture was inflicted upon guilty ones, possibly,
and sometimes not, because sometimes those who were tortured
confe ‘Whether they confessed because they were guilty or
whether they confessed because they thought it the safest means
to obtain some surcease of suffering and torture God only knows.

‘While in some instances they confessed, still there were some
of them who endured the torture, protesting to the death their
innocence. Whether they are Filipinos or what they are, you
may say that they went to their long account martyrs—I will not
say martyrs to lige'rty, but martyrs to truth and martyrs to inno-
cence—because they were unwilling in the very presence of the
Jehovah to condemn themselves to the crime of which they felt
perfectly innocent. He is a martyr who is willing to suffer any

torture, any pain, whether by fire or flood, whether it is by ice
or heat, rather than to give up his conviction of truth, of inno-
cence, and of right.

Here is a man who had from the district commander a certifi-
cate of loyalty and excellent services rendered to the United States
Government, who was not only a loyal man, not only a man who
had been in the service of the United States Government, but a
man who had rendered excellent service to the United States Gov-
ernment, and he had a certificate to that effect from the district
commander. He is subjected to these tortures, all of which it
must be assumed were necessary under the policy of imperialism;
all of which it is to be assumed were proper to support imperial-
ism. I am not saying that any of these tortures were improper.
I am saying that a policy which perpetrates such acts ought
to be abandoned. A policy that produces such results as these
ought never to have been entered npon.

‘When we said, “ Do not enter upon this policy becaunse it will
provoke just such acts as these,”” we were told that there was
money in it. You can not say that you did not expect this, be-
cause you tell us now that you always knew what war meant;
that war meant rapine, plunder, and bloodshed. Senators refer us
to the wars of Rome; they refer us to Nero; they refer us to the
Tartar candles; theyrefer us to tortures all along down in the line
of history to show us that it was known by them when they en-
tered upon this policy that just such a result as this would come.
They did not enter upon it blindly, and they cite us to the very
history that shows that this must have been expected when war
came. They were quick to sipitate war when there was the
least provocation for it. When there was a little difficulty be-
tween the soldiers of the Philippine Islands, who had lately been
our allies, and the soldiers of the American Army, it.was seized
upon as a pretext to ipitate a war which they tell ns they
knew would produce just such results. Oh, the horrors! And
they knew that the policy npon which they were entering would
produce them.

I am not saying that it is not necessary, becaunse it is a neces-
sary incident to war, as they tellus. I do not impeach the Ad-

ini ion or Senators on the other side because these acts are
going on, but I plead with you to stop it, and to stop it now.

You accuse us of speaking of these things for the purpose of
making political capital in the coming campaign this year. We
plead with you to stop this policy, and to give to those people
assurances of an independent government. Treat with them as
people who are entitled to be heard in their defense and give
them assurances of an independent government, as the Demo-
cratic minority here asks you to do, and there will be no cam-
paign thunder for us in that. You are giving us campaign
thunder when youn refuse to do it. When we appeal to vou to
take this course we are appealing to you to do that which will
benefit you in the coming campaign, because the le will say
that there is in your conduct a spirit that commends itself to all
magnanimous people and to magnanimity itself, and that is the
spirit which, when you embark upon an enterprise that can not
be justified, and when it is ascertained that it 1s snch, canses you
to recant what you have done so far as you can and abandon the
policy that is producing all these abhorrent and horrible re-
sults,

Such a course as that would be of no benefit to the Democratic
party in the coming campaign. It would. be a benefit to the Re-
publican party, and that is what we appeal toyou todo. Forthe
sake of humanity, for the sake of the lives and health of the Amer-
ican soldiers and the happiness of their families and homes, for the
sake of the good name of the American people, for thesake of the

name of the American Government we appeal to you to
abandon this imperialism even though its abandonment will
beneflt the Republican party in the coming campaign.

Ah, it i8 not necessary for us to have anything that is said in
this debate in order to get campaign material against the Repub-
lican party. There has been enough done in this Congress to
condemn the Republican party before the people of the United
States in the coming election. When we begin to look over and
find the kind of a report I hold in my hand, and when the Re-

ublican party has pursued a policy that has made it possible, the
publican party will have to answer, and it will be compelled
to answer, in the coming campaign. When it is found that in the
last five years the exports of beef cattle from this country have
incre&seg until theiehave been very much larger the last year
than in 1897, and when it is found that the price of cattle has
gone down $10.88 a head, and yet by the policy of the Republican
party a beef trust is enabled to raise the price of beef to the con-
sumer day after day a cent a pound each day, running it up
c%gztanﬂy, the Republican party will be asked how that came
a t.

-Let me read from a report that came out on the 10th of April.
I do not say that it was held back until the beef trust counld get
in its work, but it seems that it onght to have been presentedgteo
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Congress by the 1st of January. However, it did not come until
the 10th of April, and here is what it shows:

In 1897 the quantity of beef cattle exported was 892,190 head,
and its value $36,357,451. In 1898 the quantity was 439,255, and
the value $37,827,500. In 1899 the quantity was 889,490, and the
value $30,516,833. In 1900 the quantity was 397,286, and the value
£30,635,153, and in 1901 the quantity was 459,218, and the value
§37,566,980, showing that the value of these cattle e in
1901 was $10 a head less than in 1897. There were nearly 100,000
more exported in 1901 than in 1807. Yet we find that in some
way the price of beef to the consmmer is constantly going up by
the operations of the beef trust.

Oh, but it is said the Republican party is not responsible for it.
If there is a %?od crop made, the Republican party claims the
credit for it. the price of wheat goes up, the Republican party
claims the credit forit. If the price of cotton goes up, the Repub-
lican party claims the credit for it. And I believe the other day
one Senator on this floor, a Republican Senator, asserted that the
result of the Republican Administration was that the price of cot-
ton went up from 4 or 5 cents a d to 7 or 8 cents a pound.
think that was the statement of the senior Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. .

Then the Republican party will have to answer for other things.
The Republican party will have to answer for the fact that mil-
lions upon millions of dollars will be taken out of the Treasury
every yearas to give a ship subsidy to men whohave done nothing
to earn it, to men who donot propose to give anything to the Gov-
ernment in return. That is pro to be given as an actual
donation to the capitalists, and then when laboring men get an
o?portunity to work for it, it is said that they ought to be glad
of an opportunity to work for the money. It is all right to give
it to the millionaires and the multimillionaires, but when it comes
to the laborer he ought to be thankful that he gets an opportu-

nity to work for the l:nt:nmaﬁ:h
ell, that is not all. e people will begin to ask another
estion when the election comes on next fall, and that will be
e question, *“ Why is it that the Congress of the United States,

being Republican in both Houses, with a Republican Executive.

refused to pass a permanent Chinese-exclusion law and only pa.ssed
a temporary eshift?”’ That question will be ted to the
people next fall and to the Republican 5 you will have

it to answer. You will be held responsible for that legislation.

The Senator from Connecticut . PLaTT] introduced the sub-
stitute, a temp?hrﬂ;]rf makeshift, which was finally adopted by the
Congress and y became the law. The Senator from Con-
necticut in a speech advocated the admission of Chinese laborers
into the Philippine Islands and into our Eossamion&. He advo-
cated their coming in there, and said it ought to satisfy the Ameri-
can laborer if he is protected on this continent.

Is it supposed by the Republican party that the laborers of this
country will ngt know what will be the result when you admit
Chinese laborers into the Philippine Islands and they become
workers there and laborersen in manufacturing articlesand

in doing work the American laborers here perform and
then allow the product of such Chinese labor 4o come over
here with a reduced tariff? Is it supposed that when you have
been teaching them these hundred years that the tariff is in-
tended to protect the labor of this country against pauper labor,
and that when these articles, the product of foreign labor, come
here with a reduced tariff, it is an assanlt upon the labor of this
country, the laborers of this country will not have sense enoungh
to know that articles manufactured in the Philippines by Chi-
nese and admitted at a reduced tariff will make as much compe-
tition with their labor as articles manufactured in Europe and
admitted at a reduced tariff,

You will have that to answer. Ah, but you tell us that we
finally excluded it. Yes; it was excluded not as the result of
the efforts of the Senator who introduced the substitute, but it
was excluded temporarily. Still we are told by the Senator
who is in charge of this bill, the Eﬁior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. LopGE], that these Filipinos are skilled in the
hand]wa:ﬁ of machinery; that they are deft with their hands; that
they will make splendid skilled laborers. I do not pretend to
quote his , because I have it not here, but that is the
substance of it. I have not read his speech, but I heard the
speech. Itwasa very able and very interesting speech, asisevery
utterance of his, because he is an able Senator and able to present
his side as strongly as it can be presented by anyone, and he
always does it. But when yon tell the laborers of this country
that you are intending to retain the Philippine Islands, where
they have 12,000,000 of inhabitants who are capable of usi
machinery, and are deft with their hands, and make gkill
laborers, is it supposed they will not know that when you reduce
the tariff on the product of the Filipino labor into this country
that, as you have taught them, it will compete with their labor?
You wﬂfgave that to answer.

XXXV—3844

It is not to go further. I could give you a great man;
other instances. ere are a great many other things that
fall u;l):gn the shoulders of the Republicans this fall when they
co:s:zat fore the pﬁOple.f o =

it is not necessary for us to make this argument and get

to make the mistake of refusing to take our advice on it in orydc;:'
to obtain capital to go into the campaign this fall. We beg you,
and we plead with you to give some evidence that youn intend at
an early day to turn over the government of those people to them-
selves. The Spanish Government knew when the treaty was en-
acted that it was the avowed intention of the American 11;:7631:'1)1(«
not to hold those islands, and that they must look to such gov-
ernment as the American people set up in the Philippine Islands
fc:n"J phet protection of their interests and the interests of their
subjects.

Now, let me resume the reading of this report. Iwill read the
paragraph preceding the one I last read:

Estaban Samaldi, age 45; Montalban: Claims to have been unwarrantably
taken from his house when sick and taken to calaboose because he wonld not
come out of his honse when spoken to; maltreated in the guardhouse;
strangled by rope; marks on neck and other bruises on body evident now;
rel next morning, February 26.

Dauraniao de la Cruz, a&a 85; vice-presidente, Montalban: Taken from his

house night of Feb: by four soldiers; §110 taken from him; kept in
calaboose over night and released next mornin%: This man bears a certifi-
cate of loyalty and excellent services rendered to the United States Govern-
ment from the district commander.
i 18; married; lives in barrio San Rafael, Montal-
ban: Night of February 21, after taps, about 100'clock, three Macabebe soldiers
armed with and one with revolver entered her house; she and her hus-
band were &5%;: man with a revolver forced her hus outof the house;
other two took AWA; , then returned and at the point of a revolver
8] her; she was ra; on night of the 25th.

Magat, age about 45; widow: Bome soldiers entered her house, re-
moved the man sleeping there; one remained and raped her, first struck her
on shoulder with revolver (alleged mark visible yet).

Valentino Anesito, age 18; married: On Fe 25 she was in her honse
with her husband and a distant relative; four Macabebes entered, took the
hgﬁha:iz‘li av;ay, and raped the woman; struck her with gun in face; marks
still evident.

Francisco Resurestion, the distant relative referred to above, testified she

wasraped also.

Memoracion, 80 Night Febroary about midnight, soldiers
in arms entered his hﬁ and {%ok him and hﬁ‘brothm*—in-lng tg‘ the cala-
hoose; robbed him ufﬂw.thmcoeks, and a mat; kicked him and butted
with gun in to the calaboose,

Velerma de la Cruz, age 18; le: lives in barrio San Jose: On night of
‘bruary 25, about 8 o'clock, ra; three times by Macabebe soldiers; could
not recognize any of her assailants; was too dark.

Madia de la Crusz, 30; has a tienda in barrio S8an Jose, Montalban: On
mgt of February 28 bebes came and demanded $10 gold; not ﬁtug
it they her into the streets and abused her; shaﬂnﬁ gave them

morning came sﬁ:in and demanded the same and were given a
dollar; then they threatened to kill her and her family; she fled to San Mateo

and afraid to return.
Emiliano de la Cruz, age 28, barrio S8an Rafael: Soldiers entered his house
night of February 25 and struck him and wife and robbed him of $6; saw

on chest; attempted to outrage his wife, who was pregnan
but she cl to his mother, a:l;d they ﬂnsl..}s desisted.e‘ ¥ h
Maria SgkgPuac\nL 18 years of age, tesified to truth of theabove attempted

cents; n

m&e. 5

uan Torres, age 60, laborer, barrio Burgos, of Montalban: On Wednes-

day, Fe 27, at 10 o’clock atnight,ktwo soldiers entered his house, occu-
son’s wife, took him out a little distance from his

Emdhyh{iwam“gdm told him to stay th be killed; th
and, eman money, ere or ; then
w?au:f'bmk, tried to rape dm{s'h.ng

in their attempts

when discov she was far advanced in prei‘mmcy.
Petra Mendiola, 12 years of : Bunday, February 25, she was se
buyo in a gambling house; a de of the came in, arrested all the sol-

diers, took them out; then four men of came back took her and
ancther woman into the b and two ra; her in succession; this in bar-
rio San Rafael, Montalban. other and father of the girl were examined

and i?m tg:g believed the girl’s story true. Mother delared the girl suffered
much nex; .
Segunda Mgmella.age 20: OnThursday, February 28, threesoldiersentered

gun:
her honse:; raped her, one afteranother. ” This woman child four months
old; stated she could recognize one be soldier, whom she knew as
Franeisco. commmdiﬁg officer Montalban was notified. At retreat that
night the woman identified the man, and he was put in the ouse.

An old woman complained to me at San Mateo that she been robbed of
100 “I)eaoe by Macabebe soldiers the night before—March 1, 1901—and that she
conld r ize the man. She was told to appear in Montalban, which sha
did, and identifled a Macabebe corporal on out duty near her house as
the culprit. The commanding officer was notifled and confined the soldier

at once. .

A t many more witnesses were anxious to be heard, but I ascertained
that their testimony was generally of the same. ¢ ter as the above, and
consisted of assaults, extortions, rape, and attempted rape, but i no cases
except those mentioned could the assailants be identified, but all stated posi-
tively they were Macabebe soldiers.

Among other witnessea, seven young women from Montalban a ed be-
fore me at San Mateo and said they were afraid to return to their homes in
Montalban; that upon the arrival of the Macabebe soldiers 118 wera
made to them which they declined. Unless thtg consented, they were told,
they would be Xilled and the houses of their families burned. " They were
afraid to complain, and in fright fled to San Mateo.

With reference to the alleged beating of the old man, Captain Tino (Cata-
lino Calixtro is the real name), mentioned in the anonymous letter of com-

laint to the division commander, I found that he was not only robbed and
beaten, but subsequently killed and his body found in the cane fleld. Below
i %‘:' aﬂaiglnca L IAW lalﬁlg oh Dbmilx:‘bam: 20 1d, testified as foll

_Being duly sworn, @ mingo, r, 2 years o as follows:
Lives in Montalban. ﬁgmday. Faggum-y 25, about midnight, saw a party of
Macabebe soldiers of more than five—about eifht—-m!ter Captain Nino's
house, drag the old man, who was about 80, out of the house; saw him abused
and struck, and then they djmlgapmred into the cane with him
soldiers returned and robbed house of about 100 pesos. He knew they
were bebes on account of uniforms, guns, and langnage. The outpost

. Soon some
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of 4 men and a corporal was within 100 yards of
must have heard the old man's cries, but did not
toward the on%

Macaria San wife of Captain Nino, 70 dgears old, being duly sworn
testified as follows: SBaw party of D}Imbebe soldiers enter about midnight
house where husband ala%tﬂ—.shn slept in adjoining house about 3 feet away—
heard the ery of her husband when the soldiers entered; upon hearin {\Is

she attempted to rush to his rescue, but her way was 'bg a soldier
atthe door; then her husband was taken outand beaten and money demanded,
and finally taken away. BSoon some of the soldiers returned and she could
hear them digg*m'ﬁ with bolos in the earth floor of the house where her hus-
band had slept. They finally found 200 pesos which was taken. Next morn-
ing about 10 o'clock the dead body of her husband was found in the cane
abgugo%na-fourth of a mile from the house. He was badly cutabout the head
an y.

Francisco Calixtro, daughter of C-nptain Nlu% aged B4, being duly sworn,
testified as follows: After midnight, F abrlma‘ 25, party of Macabebe soldiers
entered father's house—she slept in an adjoining house—sta: to his rescue
upon ]mmn{hhis ery; found soldiers at the door; she saw them take her
father out; then some returned and took 200 pesos concealed in rice bin.
Could not rec any of the assailants as it was too dark; knows they were
Macabebe bgo heir volces, uniforms, and arms. Next morning she found
her father's body in cane field with throat cut.

ted the premises myself and saw the house that the woman and
man who have given above testimony occupied, and where the old man slept.
From their positions they could ¥ have seen all they state. The outpost
was,as Anqel Domingo says, within a hundred yardsof the honse. It isdiffi-
cult to aveid the conclusion that this outrage was committed by Macabebe
soldiers. Besidesthe proximity of the outpost to this man’s house a skirmish
line that night had been thrown out to a'ggir:zh_end certain insurgent officers
whose nee in town was suspected. line was not more than 20 yards
in front of the house, and the assault and robbery was either committed by
these men or by the outpost. To locate the particular men who were in the
skirmish line at this % at a particular time is almost impossible. I ascer-
tained that D Troop, ppine Cavalry, covered this ﬂgmund. and called up
some of their noncommissioned officers, but could find out nothing. There-
upon I inte ted the outpost which was on duty that night, but they heard
or saw nothing. Upon my recommendation the commanding officer now has
em all—a corporal and 4 men—in confinement, and the investigation should
be pushed vigorously, for if they are not the guilty parties they more than
likely were aware of what was going on.

It will be observed that most of these alleged outrages occurred on the
night of February 25. This was a night of a “round-up,” as stated by the
commanding officer at Montalban, and was upon information that General
Geronimo was in town securing recruits. As a result, 17 men who claimed to
be his recruits were found in one house, but he was not apprehended.

There can be no question that this raid on the town was legitimate if it
had been executed under the pro control of officers,

The detachment consisted of about 200 men (Macabebes), First Lient. Den-
nis P. Quinlan, Philipgina Cam].r{. in charge, covering over 2 miles of terri-
tory upon opposite sides of the fown. Lieutenant Quinlan states that his

fic instructions to his men were that no one except noncommissioned
officers should enter the houses, and he supposed his orders had been strictly
obeyed. For him to superintend the actions of the whole force, scattered as
it was, on a dark night, was n:g})osmh]e. and the mistake was in sendin%:)uch
o lsrﬁ number of men with only one officer. Second Lieut. Charles R. d,
Sixth Artillery, was out that night with 2 men of the Sixth Artillery, but
bebe detachment, and says he saw no

lace. He thinks outpost
eed them. He was taken

. disclaims any command over the
scenes of violence.

Now, let us see what is the concluding part of the report of
Major McKenna:

It seems more than likely that the Macabebe soldiers on the night of Feb-
ruary 25, under the guise of seeking for General Geronimo and other insur-
ents, did commit & number of acts of unwarranted assault and aggression.
.F['hnt. they fired off their guns in the streets and killed several men, as the
anonymous complaints state, could not be corroborated, and is strenuonsly
denied by their ; nor conld anything be ascertained about the rape
of the woman by four men in the presence of her husband, but the other
cases that I have cited are most probably true. ’
Capt. F. H. Cameron, Philippine Cawxry. commanding officer at Montal-
ban, believes that the greater part of the complaints on the part of the peo-
le are fabricated, by reason of their intense hatred for his soldiers, and
Eemu.se on the night of February 25 a number of the friends and relatives of
the principal people were found among thealleged insurgent recruits discov-
enuf There may be something in t but I hardly think it would cause
over 800 families to leave town, as the presidente of San Mateo declared to
me was the casa. Moreover, the witnesses that I examined impressed me for
the most part with their earnestness, and on some were still le the bruises
of auesgeﬁrmult. At least 200 peogla desired to make complaints, and I ex-
amined over 50, until I found that the evidence was merely cumulative.
There can be no doubt, whatever the cause, that the ntmost dislike and hatred
is felt on the part of the peoPle toward the gmsent Macabebe garrison at
Montalban. It probably had its origin in the fierce tribal rancor that exists
between T and Lcha be, but has unquestionably been largely in-
creased by the conduct of the soldiers themselves.

He is speaking here of the Macabebe soldiers—
and unless the sternest discipline is imposed upon these native troops by the
American officers their nsefulness as a pacifying agent for the United States
in the vicinity of Montalban or 8an Mateo is gone.

Major Batson, of the Philippine Cavalry, has been the commanding officer
at Montalban until within a week ago, when he went away on leave. He was
not there the night of the 25th of February, nor was Capt. F. H. Cameron

resent—the second in command—the command of the station and the de-
hment which made the search of the town devolving upon First Lient.
Dennis P. Quinlan, Phﬂj;;pina Cavalry, upon whom must fall the blame for
the unlicensed conduct of the soldiers that night. He should have had more
‘ﬁﬂm with him and exercised a better supervision over the operations of
men.

Captain Cameron returned next morning, and the killing of the old man
(Capgli.n Nino) was reported to him. He does not seem to have madea very
searching inq]uiry into the circumstances of his death, and was too readily
content to believe that it was impossible to locate the ty parties. Even

complaint had been made to the district commander, and the letter di-
rected to him to investigate thoroughly, does he seem to have made vigorons
inquiry. ( telegram appended, marked *‘1."") He now has in custody
four men and a corporal, who, my investigation developed, if not the ty

es, must know some of the killing of the old man, Captain Nino.
m(:&:ain Cameron asserts in his statement, herewith aj ed, that no

compiaints had been made to him, and he knew of none that have ever been

e, except two or three which he recites were made to or Batson; yet
a great number were made to me, and, in two cases, one of theft and one
of r%pe, I was unable to get the witness to identify men whom they say were
guilty,

I desire to respectfully invite attention to the sworn statement of the
gresidenm of San Mateo and Montalban, marked “A” and * B,” as to the con-
ition of affairs in the vicinity of those two towns. I likewise herewith ap-
pend the statements of Ca: Camarot;ﬁmarked (" Lieuntenant Quinlan,

marked “D;” Lieutenant Lloyd, of e Sixth Artillery, marked “BE."
and those of two noncommissio officers of artillery, marked “F" and
“G;" also that of the commanding officer at San Mateo, marked “H." In
conclusion, I find, if the almost unanimous testimony of the natives is to be
consi that the Macabebe garrison at Montalban has committed numer-
ous on nst them; that these acts of violence commenced almost
with the arrival of the Macabebes, and occurred at intervals until the night
of February 25, when on that mﬁht they must have indulged themselves in a
saturnalia, almost, of rapine and violence under the guise of looking for in-
surgents; that the nsibility for the acts on the night of February 25
belongs to First Lieut. Dennis Pégnln]sn: that the snbsequent nsibility
for not making searching investigation and bringing pament the
guilty is due to Captain Cnmemni] ilippine Cavalry.

The sternest discipline should henceforth be imposed upon the Macabebe
soldiers to prevent fli]alpaﬁtion of the acts that have been related,

Very respectfully,
FRANK B. McKENNA,
Major and Inspector-General, U. 8. Volunteers.

No one can read this without being impressed with the candor
and fairness of thisman. Itimpressed me, and'lt. seems to me that
anyone who reads will be impressed with the intelligence of the
man and the searching investigation that he made.

Now, let us see. what General Wheaton says about it. He was
the brigadier-general commanding. The report was made to him
on the 5th of March, and on the 14th of March, after he had time
to carefully examine and consider it, he makes the following
report:

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT NORTHERN Luzox,

Manila, March 14, 1901,
tiully returned to the adjutant-general. Division of the Philippines,
and attention invited to incl re‘gprt of Maj. Frank B. McEenna, in-
spector-general, and report of Col. J. M. Thompson, commandi sixth
strict, from which it appears that sg avated crimes were committed by
Macabebe soldiers of the squadron of ilégplna cavalry on the night of Feb-
ruary £5, at Montalban. a result of these investigations all the native

soldiers concerned in the commission of these crimes have been

confinement and will be speedily brought to trial. I do not agree with the
digtrict commander in the opinion that these crimes are the result of the

bitter feeling between Macabebes and Tagalos. All nativet when the
can escape immediate control of their officers, are liable to co: t
murders, and many will rob and ravish whenever they will have the oppor-

tunity.
Tl:mér squadron of Philippine cavalry was sent to Montalban, San Mateo, and
enty-seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers,

vicinity to replace the
when withdrawn to be sent home for muster out. No other troops were

available for duty there. The necessity of affairs here obligesus to employ
native troops, and these Malay savages will always be liable to commit
crime alike disgraceful to our service and an outrage upon humanity.

That is part of the policy you have gotten into. We beg you
to desist. paWe appealpgo you to abandon a policy which com
the employment of savages as troops of the United States. Can
there be anything wrong in an appeal to quit a policy, to desist
from a policy, to abandon a policy that requires the em{:llo ent
of savages, who will commit all the crimes that are a ng.:?i to
here and which have been proved in the investigation, and proved
in this investigation by Major McKenna and by the report of Gen-
eral Wheaton? .

*I commend that to the careful and candid consideration of Sen-
ators. Is not a policy reprehensible that leads to just such a re-
sult as that, and in order to defend it that must be the conclusion
reached? General Wheaton was not defending the outrages, but
he was stating, as a witness, a fact in his report as to what was
the necessary consequence of this policy, which necessitated the
employment of troops who are savages, who have no respect for
the rights of age, sex, or condition; and when you read the entire
report of Major McKenna in the RECORD yon will see what it con-
tains, you will see the crimes that were committed. as were found
to be true by Major KcKenna, by these Macabebe soldiers, by
these savages, as (General Wheaton denominates them.

‘When you read that you will see the awful consequences of the
policy which has been pursued and is being pursued by the Ad-
ministration. It ought to be abandoned. It will be a credit to
the party in power to abandon it. It would redound to the
advantage of that party in the coming elections to abandon it.
If that party shounld see proper to abandon a policy which has led
to such awful and abhorrent results as these, it would gratify me,
not because it would benefit the party of which I am a member,
but because it would redound to the benefit and to the honor and
to the glory of the American Government to proclaim to the
world that when it finds that it is in the pursnit of a policy that
must be pronounced not only horrible but damnable, and which
ought to merit the condemnation of every civilized man and
woman in the world—that when the American Government finds
it is pursuing such a policy as that, it has the honorand the man-
hood to stand nup before the world and say: ** Let others say what
they please, we intend to abandon that policy, whatever you may
charge against us.”” The American t‘E-opl.e would commend and
applaud the party that would do t. I appeal to you in the
name of humanity to do it.

All engaged in the crimes related in these reports will be punished to the
full extent of mili law, after due trial and conviction,

In this connection I desire tocall attention to the neceaaitgor the great-
est care and caution in the organization of native troops. ecan rely in
some measure upon the loyalty of the Macabebes. There are, zo

as I
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know, no other tribes that would not be liable to turn against ns whenever
they imagined that there was any prospect of successful treachery or

LOYD WHEATON,*
Brigadier-General, Cammau&ing.

It must be seen that whatever the number and character of the

trials it will be impossible to convict all those people who have

engaged in those crimes, it will be im ible to ascertain
who they were. Some who are guilty of these awful crimes it
will be impossible to fasten suspicion upon.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from Tennessee? !

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from Mississippi would rather

nd his remarks now and go on to-morrow, with his consent I
will ask permission of the Senate that he may be allowed to do so.

Mr. LODGE. Of course, if the Senator desires to suspend his
remarks, I shall be glad to accommodate h m.
th'Mr' ]_!:IriLAURIN of Mississippi. I shall be glad to do so at

is point,

MEO LODGE. But if the Senator would like to finish——

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I have not very much more
to say, but I have a number of documents which I desire to read
and which will take a considerable time to read, and as I am get-
ting somewhat tired, physically, I shall be glad to yield now.

Mr. LODGE. Very well. Then the Senator vw.ﬁl continue in
the morning?

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir.

Mr. LODGE. In pursuance of the notice which I gave, Ishall
call the bill up immediately after the routine morning business
to-morrow.

INDIAN AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL AT WAHPETON, N. DAK,

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 5356) to establish an Indian agri-
cultural school at or near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of
North Dakota. Itisa very brief bill, and I desire it considered
at this time, especially as we are going to consider the Philip-
pine bill hereafter immediately after the conclusion of the routine
morning business each day.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that for the
gnrpose of establishing an Indian agricultural school at or near

he city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota, for the pur-
chase of a suitable site and necessary farming land, to be selected
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the
Secretary of the Interior, for the erection of buildings and other
improvements to adapt said school to the purposes of an Indian
agricultural farm and stock-raising school, $100,000 be appropri-
ated; and provides that only eligible Indian boys aha]f]ine ad-
mitted to the school, and that the course of instruction shall
include principally practical instruction in farming, stock rais-
i:nﬁ‘. and kindred pursuits. .

- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate Eroceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri-
day, May 16, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 15, 1902,
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

George Randolph, of Tennessee, to be United States attorney
for the western district of Tennessee. A reappointment, his
term expiring June 7, 1902,

POSTMASTERS.

Newton L. Wilson, to be postmaster at Blocton, in the county
of Bibb and State of Alabama, in place of Newton L. Wilson.
Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902,

Thomas E. Campbell, to be postmaster at Jerome, in the county
of Yavapai and Territory of Arizona, in place of Frank E. Jordan.
Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1902.

John W. Magee, to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of
Butte and State of California, in place of William W. Wilson.
Incumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902,

Lilian W. Thomas, to be postmaster at Sausalito, in the county
of Marion and State of California, in place of Lilian W. Thomas,
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902.

John W. Wilson, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado, in place of John W, Wil-
son. Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902,

‘Willis H. Letts, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in place of Willis H. Letts.
Incumbent’s commission expired February 1, 1902.

Zachary Ta?'lor, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of
McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Harvey L. Henline. In-
cumbent’s commission expired February 23, 1802,

James H. Lincoln, to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in the
county of Lee and State of Illinois, in place of James H. Lincoln,
Incumbent's commission expired May 6, 1902.

Holly C. Clark, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the county
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in place of Helly C. Clark. Incum-
bent’s commission expired March 9, 1802,

George W. Dicus, to be aster at Rochelle, in the county
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in place of George W. Dicus. In-
cumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1902.

Richard Waring, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county of
Dickinson and State of Kansas, in place of Richard Waring. In-
cumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902.

William H. Mackey, jr., to be postmaster at Junction City, in
the county of Geary and State of Kansas, in place of William L.
Mackey, jr. Incnmbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902,

Ewing Herbert, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county
of Brown and State of Kansas, in place of Ewing Herbert. In-
cumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902,

James A. Tomlinson, to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, in the
county of Mercer and State of Kentucky, in place of James A.
Tomlinson. Incumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902.

‘Winthrop C. Fogg, to be Poatmaster at Freeport, in the county
of Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of Henry C. Brewer.
Incumbent's commission expired May 5, 1902.

Henry C. Connaway, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county
of Worcester and State of Maryland, in place of Henry C. Conna-
way. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1502,

Charles W. Farrow, to be postmaster at Snow Hill, in the
county of Worcester and State of Maryland, in place of Charles
W. Farrow. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902,

Loomis K. Bishop, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the
county of Kent and State of Michigan, in place of Loomis K.
Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902.

William W. Robey, to be postmaster at Pipestone, in the county
of Pipestone and State of Minnesota, in place of William W.
Robey. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902,

Howard C. Miller, to be ¥cstmaster at Grand Island, in the
county of Hall and State of Nebraska, in place of William H.
Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902.

John R. Hays, to be postmaster atngorfulk, in the county of
Madison and State of Nebraska, in place of Philip F. Sprecher.
Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1902,

John G. Wallenmeier, jr., to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in
the county of Erie and State of New York, in place of John G.
Wallenmeier, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902.

Christopher T. Bailey, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the
county of Wake and State of North Carolina, in place of Christo-
pher T. Bailey. Incumbent’'s commission expired May 2, 1902.

Conrey M. Ingman, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the
connty of Union and State of Ohio, in place of Conrey M. Ingman.
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902,

Allan Graham. jr., to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county
of Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Allan Graham, jr. In-
cumbent’s commission expired March 30, 1902,

John S. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Ambler, in the county
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John S.
Buchanan. Incumbent’'s commission expired May 12, 1902,

John Grein, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county of
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John Grein.
Inenmbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902.

R. H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kaufman, in the county
of Kaufman and State of Texas, in place of H. F. Peery. In-
cumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1902,

John Bell, to be postmaster at Spearfish, in the county of Law-
rence and State of South Dakota, in place of John Bell. Incum-
bent’s commission expired January 10, 1902.

George T. Childs, to be postmaster at St. Albans, in the county
of Franklin and State of Vermont. in place of George T. Childs.
Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1202,

Ezra M. Rogers, to be Fast-masber at Hartford, in the county of
Washington and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ezra M. Rogers.
Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1002,

Robert A. Marks, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of
Decatur and State of Kansas, in place of Henry F. Leib, resigned.

Charles A. Crow, to be postmaster at Caruthersville, in the
county of Pemiscot and State of Missouri, in place of Fred T.
Jackson, resigned.

Holt F. Butt, jr., to be postmaster at Portsmounth, in the county
of Norfolk and State of Virginia, in place of Samuel L. Bur-
roughs, removed. :
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CONFIRMATIONS.
Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15, 1902,
; CONSULS-GENERAL,

Thomas Nast, of New Jersey, to be consul-general of the United
States at Guayaquil, Ecuador,

Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, now consul at that place, to be
consul-general of the United States at Rotterdam, Netherlands,
from July 1, 1902,

CONSULS.

Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, now consul at Aarau, to be
i}ggg‘lﬂ of the United States at Lucerne, Switzerland, from July 1,

B‘gnjamin Johnston, of Iowa, now consul at Utilla, to be consul
of the United States at Ceiba, Honduras, from July 1, 1902.

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

First Lieut. Frank G. F. Wadsworth, of Massachusetts, to be
a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States.

First Lient. Walter S. Howland, of Massachusetts, to be a cap-
tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States.

POSTMASTERS.

Frank M. Fisher, to be 1 aster at Paducah, in the county
of McCracken and State of Kentucky.

Fielding C. Elkin, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county
of Fayette and State of Kentucky. ; .

William H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Flemingsburg, in
the county of Fleming and State of Kentucky.

Willie E. Harp, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of
Butts and State of Georgia,

John A. Wallace, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. -

Sherman H. Eagle, to be postmaster at Guallipolis, in the county
of Gallia and State of Ohio.

George W. Huffaker, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county
of Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, May 15, 1902.

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
Hexry N. Coupgx, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL,
. Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the agricultural appro-
priation bill has been returned from the Senate. Iask nnanimous
consent that the House disagree to the amendments of the Sen-
ate and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman
of the Committee on Agriculture, asks nnanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the agricultural appropriation bill, dis-
-agree to all the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a confer-
ence. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, and it issoordered. The Chair announces the appointment
of the following conferees: Mr, WapsworTH, Mr, HEXRY of Con-
necticut, and Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi.

CATHERINE F. EDMUNDS,

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1172) grant,
ing a pension to Catherine F. Edmunds, with House amendment-
i 1 to by the Senate.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
jnsist on its amendment to the Senate bill and agree to the con-
ference requested by the Senate.
The motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees:
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr, BROMWELL, and Mr. RICHARDSON of
Alabama.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. BuragEss, for two weeks, on account of important busi-
ness.
To Mr. ToMpEINS of Ohio, until next Monday, on account of im-
portant business.
FURTHER DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTS OF SUPREME COURT.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (H. R, 5800) for the further dj&rél;'t‘tﬂon of the Reports of the Supreme

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to distribute 1o each of the following-named officers
of the United States, additional to those named in section of the Revised
Statutes, namely: h Assistant Atmrntis;-(éoucmlz mghfiolicitor of the De-

Eac 3
. partment of State; the Comptroller of ncy; Commissioner of

Internal Revenue; the Judge-Advocate-General, Navy Dgrhnant: the In-
terstate Commerce Commission; the clerk of the éuprame urt of the United
States; the marshal of the Supreme Courtof the United States,and the attor-
ney for the District of Columbia, one copy of each volume of the Official
Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, including those already
published and those hereafter to be pub ed, or a reprint of the same, or so
many of said volumes as with those already in the on of any of those
officers will make a complete set; and he shall also distribute of the same
reports to the law library of the Department of the Interior and the librar
of the De ment of Justice each two sets,and to the marshal of said co

as o n of public property used by same, three co Ieao!midrexorm
hereafter printed, for use in the conference room, the m%tn%m and the
court room of said court for the use of the justices thereof, and toeach United
States circuit and district judge who has notalre&tgg been supplied, one set;
and he shall also distribute to each additional United States ju. ereafter
g[;&pomted one complete set of eaid reports, which in all eases be

tted to their successors in office, and to the Clerk of the House of Repre-
sentatives, to be distributed to and for the use of the committees of said
House, ten complete sets of said reports. :

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each
of the places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now
holden, including the Indian Territory, to which they have not already been
supplied under the provisions of the act of Congress approved Feb: 12,
1854, one complete set of the Official Reports of the Supreme Court, includ-
ing those already pub! and those hereafter to be published, or an exact
reprint of the game, or such volumes as with those a ¥ furnished will
make one complete set; and he shall also distribute to each and every place
where a new c?rcnit and district court may be hereafter established one com-
plete set of said reports; and the clerks of said courts shall, in all cases,
these reports for the use of the courts and the officers thereof: Provi
however, That no distribution of reports under this section shall be made to
any place whers the court is not held in a building owned by the United
Btates, or where there is no United Btates officer to whose responsible cus-
tody they can be committed.

Sec. 3. That, beginnin%witl'g volume 183, the publishers of the Decisions
of the Supreme Court shall deliver to the Secretary of the Interior, in addi-
tion to the number heretofore supplied by law, 74 cogies of each and every
volume of such decisions, and they shall also deliver the 76 additional copies
provided for in the act of February 12, 1889, heretofore delivered by the re-

rter of the Supreme Court, 25 copies of which shall be deposited in the latv
}'ﬁ;mry of the Supreme Court. . i )

SEC. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each
United States judge to whom and to each place to which the Decisions of the
Bupreme Court are sent under the provisions of this act or of prior lawsa

Sg‘gg of Digest of Supreme Court brought as nearly as practicable to

S8Ec. 5. That such sum of money as is required to m-::rtho reportsof the
Supreme Court and for the digest, the delivery and bution of which are
rovided for in this act, is here byw?propriptad, out of any money in the
g‘rensnrynot otherwise appropriated: Provided, That not to ex £2 per
volume ghall be paid for such reports and §90 per set for such di the said
moneys to be disbursed under the direction of the Becretary of the Interior,
and tgg Secretary of the Interior shall include in his annual estimates sub-
mitted to Congress an te for both the current volumes of reports and
}_he iaﬁddii_:iona.t.‘:sets of reports and digest, the distribution of whichis provided
or in this ac

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as
follows:

Page 2, line 24, strike out the word “ official.”
thPaga“zl. line 25, strike out the words “‘an exact™ and insert in lieu thereof
e word “*a.”
Page 8, line 2, after the word “*set,” insert * the jundges hol h courts
fo select the edition of sach reports ko b sup; easrorgsf'gcho g
4, lines 1 and 2, strike out all after * Reports,” line 1, and insert in

lieu thereof the foll : “In four volumes, covering the decisions of said
%mmtgewdotthemhberwmm,mhdisﬂtwmtmt more than
per se
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It isa long bill. It isal-
most impossible for us to know the i , and before con-
sent is given I want to ask the gentlem.n if the Judiciary Com-
mittee have unanimously reported the bill?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The committee have unanimously re-
ported the bill both at this and the last session. It simply pro-
vides for the comipleﬁon of the distribution of the reports of the
Supreme Court of the United States with digests.

Ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think we ought tohavea
full explanation of it. I donot want to object to unanimons con-
sent, however i‘:Ime:\videdL the gentleman can tell us what isin the bill.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It provides for the completion of the dis-
tribution of the reports of the Supreme Court of the United States
to such courts as are not now provided with them and to be ac-
companied also by the digest; and if authorizes the judges of the
court to select either the official edition or any other edition that
they like of the Supreme Court reports. It also authorizes them
to select either digest that they like of the Supreme Conrt reports.
It furnishes about 75 new sets. The bill was rendered necessary
by reason of the fact that there are a great many courts unpro-
vided with them, and there are also various departments unpro-
vided with them. The bill was unanimously reported in the last
session and nnanimously reported at this session.

Mr. RAY of New York. ay I suggest to my colleague that it
also provides sets for the various committees of the House that
need them.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I notice, if the gentleman
will permit me, that this makes an open appropriation. I would
be glad if the gentleman would lain that. The amount ap-
propriated for t v;ﬁnrposes of the bill is not set out. Howmuch
18 it supposed it will cost? It is simply an open appropriation and
no amount specified.
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is no appropriation in the bill,if I
remember aright.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The langnage of the bill is
““and an amount sufficient is hereby appropriated out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated” for the pur-
poses of the bill.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. About $40,000 covers the whole expense.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Forty thousand dollars?

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the
gentleman from New York?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, sir, .

Mr. SULZER. I simply desire—

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Just a moment. I desire to submit
another amendment in lieu of the last amendment offered by the
committee.

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is unanimous consent
given to the consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears no objection.

Mr, MADDOX. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. . Yes.

Mr. MADDOX. Does this provide for furnishing a copy, for
instance, to the judge who presides at two or three different
places? Do you propose to ish it to the different divisions
where the courts are held?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Yes. I will read the portion of the bill
which covers that:

Sx0. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each
].;L %c places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now
en,

To each place.

Mr. DOX. Well.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a gnse.] The
Chair hears none. The gentleman from New York desires to ask

the gentleman from Maine a question.

Mgi SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the amendment re-

ried.
po'l‘he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment just
sent to the desk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out all on page 4, lines 4, 5,8, 7,8, 9, after *laws,” on line 4, and insert
in lieu thereof: *'a copy of such digest now published, or in course of publi-
cation, of the Supreme Court Reports, in four volumes, covering the decisions
of said court to the end of the tober term, 1808, or a_later period, and to
&o:éno‘g more than §26, as the several judges and officials select respec-

Inys;oction 5, page 4, line 16, insert the word “six™ between the words
“twenty " and “dollars.”

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. I will state to the gentleman from New
York that this amendment is introdunced to enable the judges and
the various officials to select the digest they prefer. One digest,

ublished by the Lawyers’ Cooperative Association, provided for
Ex the original amendment, ¢ , and another recently issued
by another concern costs something like §26. The maximum is
made §26, so that the judges can select the digest that they prefer.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker,I am in favor of this bill as
amended, and I trust it will pass. I understand this amendment

rfects the bill and meets with the approval of the judges of the
E‘eederal courts, and that they are in favor of this bill with this
amendment. I hope the amendment will be adopted, and as
amended that the bill will pass without division.

Mr, SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I degire to ask the gentleman from
Maine a question.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the
gentleman from North Carolina?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly.

Mr. SMALL. At present, as I understand it, the reports of the
courts of appeals of the several States are furnished to the Con-
gressional Library and are in the law library. I desire to know
if this bill under consideration provides for furnishing current
copies of the United States Supreme Court Reports to the various
State libraries in the several States?

Mr, SULZER. Thelaw. I believe, substantially does that now.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It does not in terms refer to the State
libraries of the various States. It only provides for the courts of
the United States and the officials of the United States. This bill
does not disturb the existing provisions of the law in that respect.

Mr. SMALL., The gentleman from New York says that the
law does that now. I think he isin errvor as to that. The sev-
eral libraries of the States are maintained usually in the capitals
of the States and are a part of the library of the court of appeals,
but they have to purchase the United States Supreme Court Re-
ports. There is no existing provision of law for the distribution
of those reports to the various State libraries.

Mr. SULZER. That is so—not all the State libraries.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, This bill does not undertake to accom-
plish that. We only go so far as to provide for the United States
courts and the United States officials,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee
amendments will have to be passed upon first, and then the
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Maine.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am authorized, Mr, Speaker, by the
committee to submit this last amendment.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments recommended by the committee. .

The question was considered and the amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. Thequestionnow ison agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine by direction of the
committee.

The amendment was considered and agreed to.

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

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

HOMESTEADS IN THE UTE RESERVATION.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
resent consideration of the bill H, R. 12796, providing for free
omesteads in the Ute Indian Reservation, in Colorado.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the homestead laws be, and are
hereby, extended over and apply to the lands included within the limits
of the to‘rmar Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado, in addition to the
visions of existing laws relating to cash entries thereon: Provided, That no
selection or entry of lands in lieu of land included within a forest reservation ,
or of soldiers’ or sailors’ additlonal homesteads shall be allowed within said

SEC. 2. That all sums of mme{ that may be lost to the Ute Indian fund
reason of the passage of th:.:al:i.c shall be paid into the fund by the Uni

States, and all moneys recei reason of the commutation of any home-

stead entry shall be credited to said Ute Indian fund.

SEc. 8. That no lands shall be included in any location or settlement under
the provisions of this act on which the United States Government has valu-
able improvements.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill?

Mr. CANNON. What does this bill propose to do?

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to explain to the
gentleman. When we passed the free-home bill, this and two or
three reservations were supposed to come under the provisions of
the act. The land offices took cases for almost a year, and then
the General Land Office or Attorney-General decided that, this
being set apart by special act, the general act did not reach it. A
like bill from Washington has already been passed, and I believe
this is the last one. The only thing this does is to permit home-
stead as well as cash entries on the Ute Indian Reservation. and
while there is quite a little land in thé reservation there are prob-
ably forty-nine fiftieths of it a part of a great range of mountains.
There are some little parks, and there will be probably fifty or a
hundred thousand acres taken under the homestead act.

Mr. CANNON. What is the size of the reservation?

Mr. BELL. The size of the reservation originally was about
12,000,000 acres, but this reservation is not in the plain part of
Colorado, but in what is called the park and mountain chain
region. Pretty nearly all of it is mountain, asitis in whatiscalled
the park system. ere will be a million acres of mountain to
100acresof park., Now, the most of this land that has been taken
and will be taken is taken under the mining law and under the
preemption, arid-land, stone, and timber acts. None of the cash-
entry acts are disturbed. It simply gives the right of homestead
on this domain which has never enjoyed homestead privileges.

Mr. CANNON. The United States bought this land from the
Ute Indians?

Mr. BELL, Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON. Has the United States paid for it?
he.‘nzf[r. BELL. The United States has paid for if, as thelands have

en sold.

Mr. CANNON. Now, this legislation covers between one and
two million acres of land—

Mr. BELL. Oh, no—

Mr. LACEY. Over 10,000,000 acres are involved.

Mr. BELL. Thereare 10,000,000 acres in the whole tract: but
there is not one acre in a thousand that could be taken.

Mr. CANNON. But,as I understand, this legislation throws
open 10,000,000 acres of land heretofore belonging to the Ute In-
dians, and under treaty, as the lands are disposed of, those Indians
are to be paid. Now, this takes the whole 10,000,000 acres be-
longing to the Ute Indians and throws them open to homestead
settlement, and makes the Government liable at once——

Mr. BELL. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely mistaken.

Mr. CANNON. Well, how is it then?

Mr. BELL. The mineral lands and the lode claims are now
entered at 35 an acre, while the Government pays only §1.25; and
the coal lands, embracing many square miles—all of the coal lands
of the Grand Junction, the Delta, the Gunnison, and the Durango
countries—sell from $10 to $20an acre, while the Government pays _
only §1.50. There will probably be ten claims taken in the future
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under the stone and timber act, and possibly the preemption act,
to 100 taken under the homestead act. There are only a few
{)Iacea where land can be taken as homesteads, by reason of the

ack of water. It must be borme in mind that two great timber
reserves, amounting to millions of acres, have already been taken
out of this vast tract.

Mr. LACEY. About seventeen hundred thousand acres.

Mr. BELL. Yes. The landstaken by the Government as tim-
ber reserves are to be paid for at $1.25 an acre. The valleys where
watered are now well settled and in the highest state of cultiva-
tion—land having already been taken under the preemption laws,
under the desert-land act, and under the stone and timber acts.
And there is no question that from five to six claims will be taken
under the other acts, outside of the mining act, to one taken un-
der the homestead act. The decision of the Government is that
it has to i)ay nothing until the claim is actually proved up, I be-
lieve, and the Government will doubly recoup itself out of the
mineral lands that are now selling from $5 to $20 an acre.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me make a suggestion in relation to
the homestead entries. Not half of the homesteads that will be
taken up nnder the provisions of this act will be free homesteads.
The custom in that country is (and it pays the settler to do it)
to live upon the land for fourteen months and then commute by
paying $1.25 an acre. This has been almost invariably done in
that part of the couniry up to the present time under the pre-
emption act. There is hardly a chance that half of this land will
be taken up at all, and not more than a twentieth part of it can
be taken for homesteads. Not more than a half will be obtained
from the Government free of charge.

Mr. BELL. Not one acre in a thousand.

Mr. SHAFROTH, Perhaps not that much.

Mr. CANNON. Under the treaty with these Indians, and as
the law now stands, these lands are taken under the desert-land
act and the stone and mineral land laws which the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. BELL sﬁm of; and as the Government is
paid for them, it pays the Indian—

Mr. BELL. One dollar and twenty-five cents an acre.

Mr. CANNON, And the Government does not pay the Indians
until that is done.

Mr. SHAFROTH. And it will not under this bill, as I under-
stand, until the land is located.

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want the attention of the gentlemen
to this point. This bill proposes to make the homestead laws ap-
ply to lands in the reservations. Those laws do not now apply.
Am I correct about that?

Mr. BELL. That is right.

Mr. LACEY. In answer to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr.
Caxxon], I will say that the free-home policy, which was in con-
troversy in this House for so many years, was practically decided
upon as to all or nearly all of the reservations, with the exception
of this one, which would undoubtedly have been included at the
time but for the fact that it was overlooked—not because of its
size, because it was big enough to have been seen (for there are
about 9,000,000 acres of it left), but it was overlooked because of
the fact that there was a comparatively small amount of the land
that anybody could live on as homestead land, and therefore it
was not dirsctly included in the free-home bill, and consequently
* under the terms of the original Ute act it was open to cash entry
only; it was not included in the general free-home bill.

So, Mr. Speaker, the House will be surprised to learn that there
are 9,000,000 acres of land there that could not be settled on under
the homestead law at all, owing to the old Ute treaty. Now, by

assing this law, placing those in the same category with the
ll";i{mx Reservation and with the forest reservations, to which the
free-home law has heretofore applied, it will open this land.
Although there are 9,000,000 acres of it in amount fo be settled
on, I do not believe the amonnt to be settled on will be very large.
I wish the whole 9,000,000 acres could be settled, but only a small
proportion of it can possibly be settled on as homesteads, because
of the fact that it lies in the roughest part of Colorado.

Mr. BELL. Yes; it is right among the high mountain ranges.

Mr. CANNON. Then I understand of the 9,000,000 acres which
is to be opened to homestead settlement the moment that is done
by the homesteaders the United States is bound under treaty—

Mr. BELL. It pays for it when it is proved up on. Let me
suggest to the gentleman, if he will allow——

Mr. CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. BELL. They will take 10 acres under the coal acts to 1
acre under the homestead act. Now, we know that, because there
are the greatest coal fields in Colorado or in the West in Gunni-
son, Montrose, Delta, Mesa, Montezuma, Garfield, Pitkin, Routt,
Rio Blanco, and other counties.

Mr. LACEY. They can do that.

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is $20 an acre.

Mr. BELL. The Government sells that at from $10 to $20 an
acre and it keeps out all but $1.25. The great San Juan mines

are in this region, the greatest in the West, and the Gunnison
mines and the Aspen mines are all in this locality, but they sell
all those lode claims at $5 an acre. All of the placer claims are
sold at §2.50 an acre, and it only pays them $1.25. Now, we sim-
ply take it out of that, and I can guaraniee there is not over
50,000 to 100,000 acres at the outside that can possibly be taken
under homestead laws under present conditions. It is among
mountain ranges.

The great Black Canyon and the Great Uncompahgre, San Juan,
and other mountain ranges are there, and all of that mountain
region comprising two parallel mountain ranges, with many
short cross ranges with peaks going up among the elouds—the
highest in the entire Rocky Mountains. There is just a little
parkhere and there. Iwant tosay, further. to the gentleman that
nine-tenths of all the land that can be settled is now under a high
state of cultivation under the preemption law, and most of our
settlers who can be benefited are a lot of old men in there who
have taken their preemption claims heretofore and would like to
take homesteads. The poor fellows can take a few cows and go
up in the mountains, get a homestead at some little stream, and
they can live there and can make a living. This constitutes the
demand for this act. The ordinary citizen will still take his land
under the timber act and under the stone act, preemption, or
arid-land act, becanse there is no water except just in the little
stream here and there high up in the mountain, where home-
ste!:;ders can graze their stock and grow a little hay and vege-
tables.

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman another question.
The gentleman admits that of these 9,000,000 acres now thrown
open to homesteads there will be proved up a hundred thousand?

Mr. BELL. From fifty to one hundred thousand.

Mr. CANNON. And the title will go to the homesteader free?

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON. And the moment it does, the Government
must pa{) the Indian under the treaty?

Mr. BELL., Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON. A dollar and a quarter an acre?

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir; but from $2.50 to $20 per acre have al-
ready been obtained from these mineral and coal lands, out of

which to Arﬁ? it.

Mr. C N. Now, you have the whole thing in a forest
reservation, have you not?

Mr. BELL. No; theyhave taken out a couple of million acres
for forest reserves, against our protest—we did not want them;
the Government wanted them. \

Mr. CANNON. Now, in those forest reserves, these lands of
the homesteader go into the forest reserve.

Mr. BELL. No: he can not touch it at all. The forest re-
serves are ten or twelve thousand feet above sea level.

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman will find, in line 6, an amend-
ment offered by the committee: ‘“not included in any forest
reservation.”

Mr. BELL. It does not touch the forest reservation. It is
hard to get up to the Battlement Mesa Forest Reserve, on north
side, horseback, and from south side by light wagons. Those are
away up at the head of the stream, on top of the mountain

Tanges.
hfr. CANNON. Does this meet the unanimous approval of
the Committee on Public Lands?

Mr. LACEY. -I will say that it did.

Mr. CANNON. Is there not some other reservation we can

et?

Mr. LACEY. I would be glad to find another one or two.

Mr. BELL. We have passed one already this session.

Mr. CANNON. I do not see my I%olden-haired friend from
Nevada on the floor at this minute. I did, I would ask him to
sound a trumpet call in favor of the irrigation bill. [Laughter.]

Mr. BELL. He did that yesterday.

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend, for whom I have very
great regard, that if I had understood what this was, I think I
should have interposed an objection; but it was not interposed,
and I am ready for the House to dispose of it.

Mr. BELL. We will reciprocate in the future.

Mr. CANNON. I want to say right here that the truth is we
are engaged in making treaties with the Indians. I fancy that
some legislation is now pending to extinguish Indian titles, and
to buy 1 acre of good land, and in buying it to get half a dozen
acres of that which is of no account, and fo pay two or three prices
for it, the land to be thrown open to free homes; and in ninety-
nine cases out of a hundred the result will be that the free home
will go to the man who wants a great range and has his access
to water. The Treasury is heavily burdened, and the multitude
in whose name all this is done are not accommodated. Some-
times when I see these things come trooping along, I am reminded
of that exclamation of the celebrated French woman, ¢ O Lib-
erty, what crimes are committed in thy name!”* And I think,
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“Q people, poor people, what crimes are committed in your
name.” [Laughter and applause.] _

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments.

The amendments were agreed to.

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

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

SUNDRY PAYMENTS FROM THE CONTINGENT FUND.

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
Accounts, I submit several resolutions, and ask that they be

to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr.
BuLL], chairman of the Committee on Accounts, by authority of
that committee, calls up the following resolution:

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be, and hereby is, au-
thorized to purchase and retain in his care an emergency case of medicine
and suitable instruments for minor rations, for use in case of illness or
accident to persons in attendance at House, same to be paid out of the
contingent fund of the House, in an amount not to ex 500,

‘With the following amendment:

Provided, That said case and instruments shall be examined and ap‘farov_ed
by Representatives WiLsox of New York, SBHOWALTER of Pennsylvania,
and BALL of Delaware.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to,

Also the following:

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directad
to out of the oonhn%en' t fund of the House to Jessie A, Glenn, widow
of Willism J. Glenn, late Doorkeeper of the House of R-_-grmenmnvas. the
sum ofdﬂ.ﬁli.ﬂi. being the balance of one year's mlsrg, om December 1,
1901, and also the expenses connected with the funeral of said Glenn upon
vouchers approved by the Committee on Accounts.

The resolution was agreed to.

Also the following:

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to pay,out of the
contingent fund of the House, the sum of $275 to such person or persons as
may be designated by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har-
g%rs for clerical services rendered to said committee during the present ses-

m.
The resolution was agreed to.

Also the following:

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and hereby is, anthorized
and directed to de for the payment to the following conductors of the
House elevator in the House of the Capitol, to wit, L. B. Cook. George
Winters, M. F. O'Donnell, and 8. A. Barnes the difference between $1,100 and
£1,200 per annum from July 1, 1589 to July 1, 1902, as has been customary in
the past under the deficiency bill.

In lieu of which the committee recommend the following sub-
stitute:

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations is hereby authorized to
make pmv‘isicm in the general deficiency appropriation bill as follows:

To pay to the conductors of the elevators in the House wing of the Capitol
the difference between the amounts received by them and the rate of §1,200
per annnm, from July 1, 1800 to June 30, 1902, inclusive, each as follows:

L. B. Cook, §00; George Winters, §00; M. F. O'Donnell, $00; 8. A. Barnes,
$200; in all $800.

The SPEAKER. The question will be upon the substitu
resolution.

The substitute was agreed to.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill (H. R.
14046), and pending that motion I ask nunanimous consent that
the time for general debate be extended one hour. I do so upon
the request of my colleague upon the committee [Mr. MEYER of
Louisiana], who has charge of the time upon the other side of the
House, in view of the fact that the House has already occupied a
large portion of one hour in unanimous consents, which time we

cted to occupy in general debate upon the bill.
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R.
14046, and pending that motion he asks unanimous consent of the
House to extend the general debate until 4 o’clock to-day. Isthere
objection?

Mr. SHATTUC. Pending that guestion, I would like to ask
the gentleman what time will that close general debate?

Mr. FOSS. At 4 o'clock this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the
chair,

The CHATIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
Honuse on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the bill H. R. 14046, the title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14M6) making appropriations for the naval service for the
fiscal year ending June 80, 1803, and for other purposes.

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask what is the
sitnation as to time?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman in a
moment. [Afterapause.] The gentleman from Illinois has two
hours and twenty minutes remaining, and the gentleman from
Louisiana one hour and eight minutes.

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak for a mo-
ment upon a question to which I Bresume the attention of every
member of the House has been called, not only by the able argu-
ments made on the floor on yesterday, but by the continuouns
appeal to members through the medinm of the post-office, touch-
ing the question of the construction of battle ships and other ships
of the Government in the navy-yards of the country. The mat-
ter has assumed such a shape that while I do not feel inclined to
gotothe full extent that was insisted npon by the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. WirLiax W. KircHix], I do believe that the
time has come when there ought to be a careful investigation of
the subject-matter of this controversy made in order that the
exact facts can be obtained.

I do not believe—and indeed I was gratified to hear the position
of the gentleman from North Carolina—I do not believe that the
members of this House would be carried away by any appeals
that might be made to them to undertake to build the future
Navy of the United States in the navy-yards if it was to cost a
material and considerable sum greater, after the permanent estab-
lishment of the work in the navy-yards, as compared with the
work under contract. Indeed,I understood the gentleman from
North Carolina to say that if upon funll investigation it became
satisfactorily established that the cost to the Government was
much greater—I do not know that he made any percentage—he
would not favor the proposition. Now, my proposition is that
we do not take all the ships at this time and undertake to con-
struct them in the navy-yards, because I recognize that sort of
thing would not be a satisfactory test of the relative cost under
the one system or the other system.

‘What I would like to see would be such authority given to the
Secretary of the Navy as would enable him to construct in a navy-
yard—and I assume it would be in the best navy-yard fitted for the
purw—one battle ship, one armored cruiser, and one or more
gunboats, and let by contract to the best bidder in the United States
an equal number of the same class of vessels, and thus ascertain
by the best method possible the relative cost of the two proposi-
tions. I did not listen to the whole debate, but I have heard it
stated very often that the Secretary of the Navy would not be able

ascertain these facts. I do not believe that. I believe that a
condition of facts sufficient to guide the future action of the Gov-
ernment can readily be ascertained through the Navy Depart-
ment, and I assume that there will be no diserimination or any
attempt by unfair reports to prevent the ascertainment of the
cost. I take it that the Navy Defartment will be very willing to
build ships themselves if they can do it as cheaply and as well in
all respects as if it were done by private contract.

Now, it is said that there are some elements that enter into the
building of a ship by the Government that do not enter into the
cost of a ship constructed by a contractor, and that those ele-
ments can not be ascertained and measured. I admit that that -
can not be done to an absolute mathematical demonstration to a
dollar, but I believe it can be told near enough. The question of
administration ought necessarily to enter into the construction of
a ship by the Government in a navy-yard. The salaries and ex-
penditure of money for inspectors and constructors and whatever
else there may be, and if there is a greater expenditure of money
in the Government navy-yards than in a private shipbuilding
%'Ta.rd, that is a question for ascertainment by the Secretary of the

avy.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I estimate the character of the new
Secretary of the Navy correctly, and I think I do, after the time
that he has been a distingnished member of this House, I do not be-
lieve that the problem that would thus be submitted to him
would be one difficult of accomplishment. I think I know
enough of the mind of Mr. Moody to know that he would not fail
in the ascertainment of this question. He is & man of the high-
est character, full of true aquit:icm. clear-headed, and thoroughly
capable. Those of us who know him well feel the test confi-
dence in his ability to give us the facts we need for the correct
solution of this problem.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mpyr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman more time.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care to occgy it.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I merely would like to ask the gentle-
man a question. :

ller. FOSS. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from
Ohio.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If I understood the gentleman, he
gaid that he favored in this bill a provision for the building of one
battle ship or one armored cruiser and one gunboat in the navy-

rds.
yaMr. GROSVENOR. One or more gunboats as would make as
complete and as perfect a test as the genius of the Department
could bring about.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The gentleman understands that this
bill provides that one battle ship or one cruiser only shall be built
in the Government yards, and that as for the other five the Sec-
retary of the Navy shall have the discretion whether they shall
be built there or by confract. -

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly, I am aware of that. But I
would provide that this test should be made; I would stipulate it
in the bill. I do not propose to offer an amendment to the bill,
because I never do anything of the kind when a bill of this char-
acter has been prepared at the nditure of so much time and
study by so able a committee as this. I only rose to impress up-
on the committee that, in my judgment, there ought to be a test;
and if the bill already provides sufficiently to justify the Secre-
tary of the Navy in making this ascertainment, why that is quite
m:lgcient for my purpose. I want to have the question tested
once and forever, or as near forever as it is possible to get results
to project themselves forward in the knowledge and judgment of
the people of the country.

Mr. 'FAYLER of Ohio. But I do not understand the gentle-
man to set his face in favor of saying that the bill shall provide
that one-half of these vessels shall be built in the navy-yards?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Notatall. I only want to provide that
a test ghall be made, and a fair one, and that the ascertainment
ghall be complete. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to renew my
request to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Chair de-
gires to state that in the hasty computation of time a slight
mistake was made. The gentleman from Louisiana has fifty-five
minutes, instead of an hour and eight minutes, and the gentle-
man from Illinois has one minute more.

Mr. FOSS. Mr, Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr. JONES]. -

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. irman, the liberal pro-
vision the committee has made for Puget Sound Navy-Yard and
its development is very gratifying to our people. We have felt
heretofore that we have been neglected by the committee. We
have felt that the neglect was due to lack of information, prob-
ably, relative to the conditions in our country, and it is rather
amazing to us to find out the lack of information, or rather the
misinformation, that individuals have with reference to the
Puget Sound country.

This is not confined to any pdrticular class. Theideas of many
high in authority are really surprising and, in many cases, ridicu-
lous. Many members of Congress seem to have erroneous ideas
as to the State of Washington, its climate, and productions.
What shall we say of a great statesman, who had traveled all
over the world, who, at Seattle, looking out on Puget Sound,
which stretches away to the sea through a channel from 3 to 20
miles wide and from 800 to 1,500 feet deep, asked, ‘‘ Can large
vessels get from here to the sea?”” How amusing it is to have a
Congressman ask, *° How can you stand the cold out there?”
when the thermometer never gets in sight of zero. 1 was urging
upon one of our high naval officers some matters in relation to
the Puget Sound Navy-Yard, and he innocently asked, ‘‘ Have
you any dry dock there?’”’ Such a question seemed to me hardly
excusable, when the fact is that we have the only dry dock on the
Pacific coast in which a battle ship has ever been docked. To the
members of this committee who care to listen I shall try to give
mmeiﬁtﬂe information relative to our navy-yard and Puget
Soun

Puget Sound is the term or name %Ji;en to the tree-like projec-
tion of the Strait of Fuca within the limits of the State of Wash-
ington. It applies to no single body of water, but includes all
the bays, fulgs, straits, sounds, and inlets into which the strait
divides. Itsshore line, inclunding all its windings and circlings, is
almost 2,000 miles in length. Its channels are deep enough to
float the largest battle ships. Itsharbors are almost countless in
number, spacious in extent, of sufficient depth for the largest

ships, and in many cases landlocked. Itis destined to become the
%}'emtest commercial port on the Pacific and probably in the world.

pon its bosom might float the vessels of the world’s commerce
and all the naval armanents of earth without crowding. Itis
near Alaska. It is on the nearest route to the Orient. Upon its
shores are the terminals of three great franscontinental railway
lines connecting with great ocean steamships to China and Japan,
and the time is not far distant when, under proper encourage-
ment, the greyhounds of commerce will leave here for all ports
of the world.

Bordering its shores are the greatest lumber forests in the
United States. In the near-by mountains are inexhaustible stores
of coal and iron awaiting the touch of our civilization. Fish of
all kinds sport and glisten in its limpid waters, and the *‘lordly
salmon "’ delights the fisherman and feeds the world.

Its surface 18 like liguid glass or. when the sun is low in the
west, molten gold. Seldom is it roffled by the passing wind, save
in its main channels. Itsarmsand channelsencircle emerald isles
of surpassing productiveness and beauty. Its shores are fringed
with evergreen forests or rise abruptly in towering cliffs crowned
with Iof;cg fir and majestic cedar. Initslimped depths are pho-
tographed the God-throned Olympics and the towering Cascades,
whose lofty crests are frosted with the snows of the eternal ages
and around whose cloud-piercing summits the mists of the sky
lovingly linger as if to catch the first kiss of the early morning or
to hold in loving embrace the halting rays of fading twilight,

The Puget Sound Navy-Yard is located on-Sinclair Inlet, one of
the bays of this beautiful body of water. It is about 125 miles
inland from the mouth of the Strait of Fuca and about 15 miles
from Seattle. There are two entrances from the main channel of
the sound or from what is called Elliott Bay, the harbor in front
of Seattle—Agate passage to the north and west of Bainbridge
Island and Richs passage to the south. Agate passage is quite
narrow and more than 11l milesin length. Richs passage is abont
3 miles long and nowhere more than 1,500 yards wide, and at the
th%)at-, for a distance of about a mile, it is only about 700 yards
wide.

The selection for a gite for a navy-yard on the North Pacific
coast was provided for in an act of Congress passed in 1888. A
commission was appointed, consisting of Capt. A. Mahan, Com-
mander C. M. Chester, and Lieunt. C. A. Stockton. After a care-
ful investigation they selected the present site of the yard, Port
Orchard, or Bremerton. In 1890 another act of Congress was
passed providing for another commission, this one being com-

sed of Capt. T. O. Selfridge, Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of

ineers; Hon. F. C. Platt, Hon. R. W. Thompson, and Lieut.,
A. B. Wyckoff., This commission, after a very careful investi-
gation, selected the same site.

Secretary W. C. Whitney, in his instructions to the first com-
mission, gave them the requirements of a good site for a navy-
yard, and to these I want to call your attention in detail.

First. A situation upon a g harbor of sufficient depth and
accessibility for vessels of the largest size and heaviest draft.

This requirement could not be met better than by the harbor
at the Puget Sound Navy-Yard. The channels leading to it are
deep enough to float vessels of double the draft of our greatest
battle ships at any and all times. In the harbor itself there is
room enough to float the entire Navy in water ranging in depth
from 5 to 10 fathoms at mean low tide.

In this connection I want to notice a statement made by Ad-
miral Melville in his testimony before the Naval Committee
which is susceptible of misconstruction. Referring to the depth
of the channels at Mare Island and at Puget Sound, he was asked
by Mr. DayTON: ** Do you have any idea of the depth of the chan-
nel there?’’ meaning Puget Sound. Admiral Melville: ** No, sir;
there is difficulty at Pnget Sound because they can not anchor
there. It is too deep. It is not safe to anchor in more than 25
fathoms of water. A modern sailor does not like to anchor in
more than 10 fathoms or 60 feet.”

This is true to a great extent of the main channels of Puget
Sound. Sinclair Inlet, the harbor of our navy-yard, however,
complies exactly with Admiral Melville’s specification. An ex-
amination of the Coast Survey chart shows, as I stated above, that
the depth of the water in front of the navy-yard clear across the
channel does not exceed 10 fathoms. The harlor is almost abso-
lutely landlocked, and shipping in the harbor is never disturbed,
even during the most violent gales, I have no doubt but that
each member of Congress has received a card upon which is
printed an editorial from the San Francisco Chronicle of Friday,
February 7, 1902, entitled *“ Puget Sound bamboozling Congress."”
This editorial charges that we are endeavoring to build up Bremer-
ton Navy-Yard at the expense of Mare Island. This is absolutel
untrne. We are not mﬁn g a fight upon any place. We depen
upon our own advantages, and do not desire to build up by tear-
ing down others. As a matter of fact, the fight has been waged
by the other fellow, and I have no doubt but that he is stimulated
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by the progress we are making and from the fact that our advan-
tages and superiority are becoming known to members of Con-
gress. In this editorial the following appears:

The superiority of Mare Island Navy-Yard over any Ipoi.ut-cd! t Bound
can not questioned. Whoever heard of a ship being wrecked in Mare
Island waters durl.nig an{ kind of weather? It would not be prudent to ask
that question as to Puget Sound. Seattle and other SBound furnished
the country very recently with the spectacle of ships wrecking themselves
at their wharves during one of those gales which they are liable to experi-
ence at almost any seasonof the year. They have, in fact, not yet recovered
from the effects of the late storm whjch swept the waters of the Sound.

Right here we recall the old saying that ‘‘those who live in
lass houses should not throw stones,” for the ink had hardly
ied on this editorial when the following appeared in the Wash-
ington Post of February 26, not as an editorial, but as an item of
news, and no doubt sent out by the Associated Press:

BANX FrRAXCISCO, February 25.

One of the heaviest southwest storms that has been experienced in many
Em struck this city this morning. The wind attained great welocity,

lowing 45 miles an hour in the city, while at Point Reyes it reached G0
miles at T:30 o'clock. Ships dra, their anchors or broke their moor-
i at their docks, a fishing boat was capsized, the telephone and electric
res were down, and mqngzgs. shade trees, and fenges were wrecked, and
pedestrians were greatly inconvenienced.

Tels phic communication with the outside world was cut off. The full
force of the storm was felt on the bay, and the bar was so rough that vessels
were unahble to leave port.

North of the ferries craft of all sorts were tossed about likeegg shells. The
violent south wind stirred the bay into a rolling, tem ous sen, against
which anchors were almost futile, Bwellafterswell, each apparently heavier
than the one preceding, pounded the vessels from the southerly direction and
sent them dr. tin&iéu ngemt]n:hpmximity to one another, drove them close to
the piers and to islands, and kept the towboats busily engaged in efforts
to prevent disaster.

TRANSPORT AT STORM'S MERCY.

The trans; Solace, with nothing but 800 tons of eoal to keep her down,
broke from her anchorage off Beale street and careened about the bay like a
drunken sailor. She ted broadside on until a collision with the Govern-
ment steamer Albatross scemed imminent, but she veered off in the nick of
time. The windand theswell cansed her to t helplessly, sen her finally
toward the tra: rt wharf at Folsom street. e officers of the service

thered on the pier, fully expecting the Solace to crash into the wharf, For-

unately, the direction of the swell carried the transportaround until she just
cleared the buffer and swung out into the stream.

The transports Hancock and Rosecrans, which arrived from Manila last
night, remained in the stream. No effortwas made toland their ngers.

* e San Fracisco light-ship. No. 70, located T miles trom Polnt Lobos parted
her moorings durin 8 height of the storm and was soon drifting toward
the harbor, which she finally made. At the time she went astray wind
was blowing at the rate of 70 miles an hour. Three three-story houses were
blown down in the Mission district.

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me fo ask him a
single question?

Mr. jl ONES of Washington. Certaml{]

Mr. DAYTON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has
any idea where this vast amount of misinformation comes from
with reference to Puget Sound and Mare Island?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Well, I could not say about that.
This card, I think, was sent out by the Vallejo Chamber of Com-
merce.

Mr. DAYTON. Does the gentleman kmow what that organiza-
tion is; of what it is composed? )

Mr, JONES of Washington. Now, I do not say that this wind-
storm touched the Mare Island Navy-Yard, or affected the ship-

ing there, but I have just as much right to say it as the San

rancisco Chronicle had to conclude that any storm we might
hgve on Puget Sound would affect our navy-yard. We do not
deny that we have storms on Puget Sound. I doubt, however, if
we have them as often as they do on San Francisco Bay. We do
pnot have them at all seasons of the year, as charged in this edi-
torial. In fact, we have them but seldom. We did have a severe
storm there the 1st of January, but its severity was felt only
along the main channels of the sound and did not affect the har-
bor at our navy-yard, as will be seen from this simple statement
from a letter received by me from the commandant of that yard
under date of January 28, 1902, and before this editorial was writ-

ten. This is the statement:
Isu you have seen in the papers about the blizzard here. A good
deal mage wasdone in all the sound cities except here, where notacent's

worth of damage was done to any vessel or anything else on the water front.

Small rowboats took men from the yard in smoot
was smooth, being sheltered by the surrounding hills.
tration of what a perfect harbor is. ;

This is certainly a very complete answer to this charge.

There is abundance of room on the Pacific coast forstwo navy-
yards, the distance being from eight to nine hundred miles be-
tween Puget Sound and San Francisco. There is and should be
no fight between us and Mare Island, and there will be none, un-
less they begin it. We will not misrepresent them; we will not
even refer to some matters of truth, if they stop misrepresenting
us. We will present our advantages without any reflection upon
them. Let them present theirs. We invite and welcome per-
sonal investigation upon the part of the officers of the Govern-
ment and visits from members of Congress, feeling that every

water, and the harbor
It wasa strong illus-

vxsltgmll make us warm and enthusiastic friends in the futureas
in the past.
Second. A favorable position with regard to the principal lines
of defense.

No more favorable position could be found than ours. The
principal line of defenge is at Port Townsend, 50 or 60 miles down
the sound from our location, and is almost impregnable.

Third. A local security from water attack, due fo position and
natural surroundings.

This yard is absolutely impregnable. It can not be attacked
with any degree of success by dash or bombardment. AsI have
said, the entrances to it are narrow and can be easily mined.
The outer defense is almost impregnable, but even if this shounld
be passed by an enemy’s vessels, the fortifications at the entrance
to the channels leading directly to Sinclair Inlet, together with
mines, would render their passage impossible, and without en-
tering the harbor vessels could not approach nearer than 7 or 8
miles to the harbor. They wonld then have to bombard it as an
nunseen object, with high hills intervening, and at the same time
be subjected to the plunging fire from batteries on the surround-
ing hills, not more than 2 miles away.

As the commission states in its report, Port Orchard, or Sin-
clair Inlet **is the citadel of Puget Sound. More favorable con-
ditions of position and natural surroundings against naval at-
tack nunder the supposition that the Berincipal line of defense to
Pt;get Sound being forced can rarely be found.”

ourth. Ample water frontage of sufficient depth and perma-
nence, and with currents of moderate rapidity.

The frontage on Sinclair Inlet is a mﬁe and a half long, with
sufficient depth for the largest vessels afloat. This, with the
water front on the entrance to Dyes Inlet—which can be used for
lighter vessels—gives a water frontage of 6% miles. In Sinclair
Inlet there is practically no current. Instead of an ebb and flow
tidal current there is simply a rise and fall of the water.

Fifth. A favorable position with respect to the lines of interior
communication (by rail or otherwise) with the principal sources
of supplies.

The position of the yard in this respect is not at the present
time as good as desired. It is on the west shore of the sound and
communication with the principal sources of supplies must be by
water. This is a very slight inconvenience, the distance from
Seattle being only about 15 miles, and boats ply regularly between
the yard and Seattle. This inconvenience is common to many
other yards. The yard is on the mainland, however, and the
prospects of railroad communication in the near future are most
excellent.

Sixth. That the character of the ground shall be suitable for
the construction of excavated docks and basins and for heavy
structures,

Experience has demonstrated that this yard possesses this re-
quirement in a remarkable degree. Since the completion of ifs
dry dock there have been docked the battle ships Oregon, Iowa,
and Wisconsin, together with many other smaller vessels, and the
dock has not varied in depth the one-thousandth part of an inch.
I doubt if this record can be equaled by any other dock in the
country. The Oregon has been docked here two or three times,
and the Jowa has been in the dock an equal number of times,
These trials have demonstrated beyond cavil or question the per-
fection of ounr gite in these particnlars.

Seventh. Proximity to centers of labor and supplies of material,

Within 30 miles there is a population of about 250,000 people
from which labor can be drawn. Seattle, with her 100,000 peo-
ple. is within an hour’s ride, and Tacoma, with 50,000 people, is
within two hours’ ride. 'We have ne trouble about securing labor,
and that too, of the very highest order.

I notice that Admiral Me%vﬂle, in his testimony, says: ‘‘ Mare
Island has one great advantage, however; it is near a great city
where you can get mechanics.”” There are almost 200,000 people
as mear our yard as the city of San Francizco is to Mare Island.
When I visited our yard last summer there were over 3,000 ap-
plications for work on file. There is, and will be, no trouble what-
ever about labor. So far as supplies of material are concerned,
we probably are better located than any other point on the Pa-
cific coast. The yard is in the very heart of the largest and best
lumber forests in the United States. Coal is found in abundance
in near-by mines. Three transcontinental lines have access to
Puget Sound, so that our communication with Eastern points is
first class,

Eighth. Healthfulness of the climate and its suitability for
out-of-door labor.

Our climate can not be surpassed in the world either for health-
fulness or outdoor work. Many think that our climate is very
severe, No ter mistake than this, however, could be made.
The warm Japan current tempers our winters and the ocean
breezes temper our summers. Comparing Seattle—and this will
apply to our navy-yard—with Washington City, we find that last
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year the minimum temperature at Seattle was 28° above zero,
while the minimum temperature for Washington City was 7°
above zero. The maximum temperature last year at Seattle was
87° above zero, while the maximum for Washington City was 102°
above zero. Iwill submit with my remarks a statement showing
the maximum and minimum temperatures of Seattle and Wash-
ington City during each month of the year 1901, from which will
appear at a glance the character of our climate, summer and
winter. Many, too, have the idea that we have a great deal of
rain on the sound. I shall submit a statement showing the
amount of rainfall at Seattle from 1892 to 1901, inclusive, giving
the monthly rainfall and the total yearly rainfall, which is much
less than that of Washington City.

The total number of clondy days at Seattle in 1901 was 119; at
‘Washington City. 148. The cloudy days at Seattle were 150 and
at Washington City 121; partly cloudy at Seattle 96, and at
Washington City 96. Days on which it rained at Seattle, 152;
‘Washington City, 110.

In the summer men can labor all day long without any incon-
venience, and the nights are cool, thus insuring refreshing sleep,
‘‘ tired nature’s sweet restorer.’” It is the general opinion that
the winter months are really the most healthful of the year. It
therefore would appear that the Government can get more for its
money by way of labor than at any of its navy-yards on the At-
lantic coast.

Ninth. The existence in the vicinity of an ample supply of
good, potable water.

This requirement is well met at this yard. An official measure-
ment shows the supply of water to be over 800.000 gallons per
day. In addition to the present supply, Lake Kitsap is located
about 3 miles away and its waters can be brought to the yard at
very slight expense. I venture the assertion that there isno yard
inl;:{le United States that comesmore nearly complying fully with
the many requirements for a suitable site for a navy-yard than
does that oanuget Sound. I desire to submit some of the testi-
mony given before the Naval Committee.

Ad‘.(miral Kenney was asked this guestion by Mr. Dayton:

‘What is your gpinim jn regard to Puget Sound? Isitnotecalculated as the
hﬁgg&?{]ﬁggni‘gﬁ?is the best station in the world, and has every nat-
ural advantage. ¢

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It has splendid water?

Admiral KEesNeY. Magnificent water, and is perfectly protected. Every-
body who has been out there is delighted with the place, and they say that
the Almighty Himself conld not have planned a better location than that.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Are there any conditions that surround it that are
not favorable?

Admiral KEes¥EY. I never heard of ‘mY
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do those genera.

any wsﬁ:a =
Admiral KexxEY. I think not.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGEHR. Bome portions of that coast have a regular fog every
.
da.y&‘dmiral EKEexNEY. I never heard it mentioned.

1t will surprise our people to know that ‘‘ there are portions of
our coast \::Elera they have regular fogs every day.” We cer-
tainly have not explored that coast yet, and I believe that it would
be very difficult to convince some of the members of Congress
who had the pleasure of visiting Puget Sound last year that we
even have any rain there. If Mr. LOUDENSLAGER will only visit
1s this summer we will convince him of hiserror. We havesome
fogs, it is true, but none to cause us any trouble or inconvenience.
The following statement was given by Admiral Melville, who has
personally visited and inspected our navy-yard:

Mr. DaYTON. You visited that plant last year. Would yon kindly give us

your impression of thte conl%‘ltion.s of Puget Sound, and the possibilities of that
jon, and its im ance? . .
Bmmiral MLWI:?:E. From a strategic point of view I think it is the most
important on the Pacific coast. It is close to the English possessions, and
they have a big nayval station at uimalt. It is well in from the sea, there
is deep water in all directions, and it is easily defended. Fortunately, the
ulf stream of Japan keeps the water warm, A great many people have a

mistaken idea about that. They are under the impression that eve
freezes up, but it is not so. It is the shortest line for navigation between the
United S&tos, China, Japan, and the East Indies.

Myr. DAYTON. Is it closer to Alaska?

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes; it is right near Alaska. .

Mr. DAYTON. What is your impression about the expenditure of money
there? : 1

Admiral MeLviLLE. I think it is one of the best expenditures of money
made anywhere. These works are laid out nicely. No work has been done
there which will have to ba done over, as has been the case at some places.

Amiral Mat S m‘f‘mmmv time to come it will probably be necessa

iral MELVILLE. For some e to com:

% on the Pacific Ocean. Tharerfg

‘fogs that occur there interfere in

to keep the largest number of our war shi
work for the Wﬁl‘ ships todo, patrolling the Bering Sea, surveying around the
Hawaiian Islands, and patrolling the islands of Philippines. We should
therefore have two navy-yards on the Pacific coast, for an emiency might
arise when the shops at both places will be of t military importance.
Millions of dollars haye been spent at Mare Island, and now the yard is get-
ing in pretty good shape. To keep the Mare nd establishment up to
'f;lc]:%em requirements more mone{w;iu have to be spent there. There isan
immediate necessity, however, to build up the Puget Sound station. These
stations are several hundred miles apart, and each will have a work to do.
The demands of each establishment are independent of the other. By

having two navy-yard plants on the Pacific coast a friendly and spirited ri-
vali'g may be created between them, which may result in good to the naval
service. Iam rather inclined to believe that it would be good poliey to send
some of our ships from Asia to the ific coast whenever they required ex-
tensive repairs. The journey across the ocean would accustom the crews to
seagoing conditions, and the time would by no means be lost that would be
taken in making the journey. If such policy were inangurated. there wonld
be plenty of work for both dockyards, and the large amount of money now
expended at the English dockyards would then be expended at home.

he channel at
turn a ship around. Mare Island has one n?mt advantage, however; it ia
near a great city, where you can get mechanies, .

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Vessels can turn around lower down?

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes.

Mr. WaTsox. Has not that channel been filling up?

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes; that has been brought about by the hydraulic
work in the mines above, at Sacramento.

The CHAIRMAN. What boat did we use when we ware going up there?

Admiral MELVILLE. It was the MceCullough, drawing about 18 feet.

The CHATRMAN. Tha;‘ were sounding all the way up.

Admiral MELVILLE. They always do that as a matter of protection. An
navigator, whether merchantman or naval, even if he knows the shore, will
do that. bacause if he meets with an accident the question will be asked,
*Did youuse the lead?” He might strike a rock, and if he did not keep his
lead down it would be considered reprehensible.

Mr. DAYTON. Thatis not the case through Puget Sound.

Admiral MELVILLE. No. y

Mr. DAYTON. Do you have any idea of the depth of the channel there?

Admiral MELVILLE. No, sir; there is difficulty at Puget Sound, because
they can not anchor there. It is too deep. Itisnot safe to anchor in more
than 25 fathoms of water. A modern sailor doss not like to anchor in more
than 10 fathoms, or 60 feat.

Mr. DaYTOR. Did you examine the dry docks at Puget Sound?

Admiral MELVILLE. They are elegant dry docks.

Mr. DayTox. They will accommodate the la: t veasela?

Admiral MELVILLE. The largest on the Pacific coast.

Mr, DAYTON. Such as the Wisconsin and Oregon?

MeLvILLE., They were sent there to have their keels put in be-
cause there was no other dry dock on the Pacific coast to put them in. That
was before we got our sho&‘golng. I think it is the consensus of opinion in
the Navy, from the Secretary down, that we ought to build up that station.
My own opinion abont Mare Island is aimfﬂiim comé)leta our present plans
there. It would bea good place to take small ships, but that navy-yardshould
be put in first-class condition in every respect.

. DAYTON. I was impressed with the advan of Puget Sound or
Bremerton, It impressed itself strongly on my mind because the water ran
deep near the shore and there was no necessity for sea walls.

Admiral MELVILLE. That is right; but we must have wharves. We can
not lay a ship alongside of the beach.

Mr. DAYTON. Yon can run out piling?

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes. My idea is that will be one of the greatest sta-
tions we have. 5

Relative to this yard Admiral O'Neil testified as follows:

Mr, DAYTON. Have you any opinion as to the value of that yard*

Admiral O'NEIL. It is a very promising place and likely to become one
2at importance.

r. BUTLER. Is it desirable?

Admiral O'NEIL. Very.

Mr. BuTLER. Has it good water?

Admiral O'NEIL. Yes; and a very fine site. It has a fine climate. It is
well located and requires no d irzlg. It is an ideal spot for a navy-yard.

Mr. DAYTON, The Puget Soun avy-Yard will make the finest in the
world, although it might be enlarged, becaunse it was started too small.

I am rejoiced that the Naval Committee reco‘fnizes the impor-
tance and the adyantages of our navy-yard, and think they have
been most liberal in the present bill in providing for its develop-
ment. It has been neglected in the l;na\.st because its importance
and advantages were not known and realized. For every dollar
expended at this yard the Government will receive adollar in re-
turn. The total appropriations for the yard up to and including
1901 were $1,643,668.59. This includes the appro%)riation for the
establishmentof the yard and the building of the dry dock. From
1890 to 1901, iuclusive, there has been expended at the New York
}}Tavy-ggrd $15,253,091.83, and the yard was established long.be-

ore 1880.

At Philadelphia the expenditures for the same period have been
85,701,481.96. At Nortfolk, Va., the expenditures have been
$6,512,763.77; at Boston, $4,854,038.15, and at Portsmouth, N. H.,
§2.747,597.24. At each of these places the expenditures have been
many times the total amount appropriated for our yard, includ-
ing its original cost and the original cost of the dock. It mustbe
remembered that all these yards were provided for long before
1890, and these amountshave been appropriations for theirimprove-
ment and maintenance alone. e only yard, aside from onrs,
for which I have secured the total appropriations since, and in-
cluding the establishment thereof, is Mare Island, and the total
appropriations for this yard since its establishment in 1854 have
been tILe sum of $17,410,805.24. The value of the real estate, chat-
tels, and machinery plant at Mare Island on June 30, 1901, was for
real estate and chattels, $5,387,301.86, and for machinery, 3660.-
146.49. At our yard the value of the real estate and chattels on
said date was $941,993.80, and of the machinery, $255,122.21,
These figures need no comment from me.

As I have said, our dock has proved to be one of the most
valuable and successful in the country. It has been tested many
times by the heaviest battle ships afloat. These tests have been
withstood perfectly, and practically no repairs have been required.
Its cost as compared with the cost of most of our other docks is re-
markably low, as will appear from the following statement fur-

of

re Island is rather narrow and sometimes you can not :
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nished me by the Navy Department, to which I invite the careful
attention of the members of this House:
Cost or contract price of docks, United States Navy.

No.of | Material of construe- Cost or con-

dock. tion. Length.| $ract price.
Ft. In.

2 | Granite and concrete..| 750 0 §1,089,000,00

1 | Granite i 2 972,717.29

2 | Granite and concre: 0| 1,018,400.00

1 | Grani = 369 3| 2,003,498.05

+2 | Concrete 7 595,019, 24

3 OO <o e e OB 554, 707,08

1 | Wood and concrete__..| 500 0 548, 700,00

2 | Graniteand concrete..| 750 0| 1,133 592.77

1|Granite _..............] B 5 043, 676. 00

2 500 0 B504, 920, 75

11 45 0 521, 500. 89

1 51T 04 2,772,332.08

1 60 5} 632, 6:36. 33

sonry entrance.

s This dock is being reconstructed.

Mr. Chairman, I am in full accord with the policy of this com-
mittee. I believe in building up the naval establishment of this
country, especially the navy-yards and the Navy itself. The
country is in favor of this policy, and any advance will be hailed
with delight throughout the nation. e want a strong and
powerful navy. In my judgment, and in this I speak for myself
alone, we should have a navy the equal, if not the superior, of
any nation on earth, England not excepted. Our position in the
world’s affairs to-day demands this. I do notagree entirely with
those who date our being a world power from the Spanish war.

‘We were a world power before that. Our wonderful growth
and development hagcinlaced us in the front rank of nations. We
held our own immense market and were invading the world’s
markets in every guarter, and the nations of the earth had begun
to recognize us as a factor that must be reckoned with so far as
commercial and trade relations were concerned. As a political

'wer and world factor we were not of the first rank; in fact, we
were but little considered. From this standpoint we were sneered
at, and it was expected in many quarters that we would suffer
severe loss in our war with Spain, though our ultimate success
was admitted. That war opened the eyes of all nations, and since
ibsfconclnsion we are considered in the world’s politics as never
before.
will or no. Our flag is respected everywhere. The day of isola-
tion is gone, and in its stead are great and weighty questions to
be faced and solved. We must do our part in the world’s great
battle of progress and civilization.

‘We hope no war will come to us. The greatest conservator of
geace is to be prepared for war. On the land we are ready. We

o not need a great standing army. Twenty-five thonsand regu-
lars are enough in this country to-day, leaving out the Philippine
matter. The bulwark of our defense on the land is that great
body of sturdy yeomanry, the volunteers, that has shown itself
equal to the greatest trial that can come to any nation. On the
land we can defy the world and conguer. On sea we haveno
defense except what we may provide. We must notinvite attack
by our weakness. We have possessions that are most inviting to
other nations. They would be the first and probably the only
object of attack in case of war, and however much some may
desire to get rid of these possessions, there are none who would
not resist to the last anﬂ attempt of another nation to take them
by force. We may wish to give them up, but we will not have
them taken from us. To guarantee our own security, to be sure
of solving these problems in our own way and in our own time,
we should be in a position on the sea that none will dare attack.

It will be money well spent if we do nothing more than place
our flag in every port of the world, even though it may be on a
warship on a peaceful mission. Every ship flying the Stars and
Stripes in a foreign port is an agent for and a promoter of Ameri-
can commerce, civilization, and government. It carries at its
masthead the insignia of that virile civilization that has sprung
up in the Westland, the product of all that is best and strongest
in the Old World; and in the waving folds of its red, white, and
blue the poor. oppressed, and lihert{l loving of every race and
clime see a beckoning hand inviting them from poverty to plenty,
from distress to happiness, from tyranny to freedom, from des-
potic to representative government.

A standing army may be the instrument in the hands of a tyrant
to oppress, the navy never. It has never endangered nor assailed
the rights of a people. In the history of nations it has been their
bulwark. From tIn)e time that Xerxes sat on the hills overlooking
the Hellespont and saw his fleet destroyed by the navy of Greece
until the present day navies have been the saviors of their govern-
ments instead of their destroyers. Athens’ strength was in her
navy. Rome conquered Cart through the superiority of her

We are in the arena of the world’s politics whether we | Docombor

triremes. England's glory and England’s power and England’s
supremacy have been and are in her navies.
own history is emblazoned with the heroic actions and

brilliant victories of onr Navy. Though small, its achievements
have lightened the gloom of defeat and revived the waning fires
of national hopes in almost every war in which we have been en-
gaged. John Paul Jones startled the world with his great vic-
tory in the lish Channel in the very shadow of Flamborough
Head and revived the drooping spirits of the American revolu-
tionists. With the gloom of defeat shadowing our land like a
pall in the war of 1812, and the ashes of the national capital be-
speakmg our dire extremity, the unsurpassed heroism and achieve-
ments of Hull, Bainbridge, Decatur, Perry, and Lawrence wrested
the laurel of supremacy from the *‘ mistress of the seas’ and
brought an honorable peace and everlasting renown to our flag.

In that fearful struggle, which tested to the utmost the timbers
of the ship of state, the Navy on each side maintained its brilliant
record, and history records the fact that at the opportune time
the little Monitor won its vic over the Merrimac, the far-
reaching effect of which never will be known. Of the war with
Spain I need say nothing. Manila and Dewey, Schley and Santi-
ago! These are names written in imperishable light on the pages
of our country’s history and tell us of victories without a parallel
in the world’s naval warfare,

I hope to see the day when the American flag shall fly at the
niaathe:‘lad of an American ship in every port of the world. [Ap-
plause.

Monthly temperature of Seattle, Wash., and Washington, D. C., during the

year 1901.

Maximum. | Minimuam.
Date. Washing- Washing-
Seattle. | o D& | Seattle. ton.D. ¢

|
54 o 28 13
63 57 28 13
66 75 33 11
67 87 24 36
82 84 29 42
86 93 40 52
78 102 48 64
87 a1 50 59
8 b 42 43
79 8 45 82
61 69 58 20
b4 ml 23 T
SEATTLE RAINFALL FOR TEN YID:ABS.
TABLE L—Showing monthly precipitation in inches, 1852 to 1961,
|
Month. |1862. | 1893. | 1804. | 1895. | 1896. | 1897. | 1898. | 1809. | 1900, | 1901. i‘é‘;“'
2.61 (2.67 | 6.01 | 6.13 | 7.06 | 8.74 | 1.09 | 6.10 | .04 | 4.28 | 4.57
1.04 | 6.30 | 4.21 | 1.76 | 3.87 | 2.99 | 5.98 [ 3.20 [ .35 | 4.26 | 3.89
2.86 [ 4.27 | 6.25 | 8.60 | 2.41 | 3.05 | 1.39 | 1.80 | 4.45 | 1.62 | 8.12
8.82 (5.53 | 4.21 | 8.17 | 3.27 | 1.53 | 1.51 | B.50 | 1.55 | &.88 | 3.1%
1.42 [4.26 (1.90 | 3.20 | 8.60 | 1.80 | 0.65 | 2.00 | 3.73 | 1.4% | 2.38
211,85 | 1.54 | 2.47 | 0.20 | 0.97 | 1.67 | 2.13 | 1.28 [ 2.51 | 1.90 | 1.58
1.29 | 0.48 | 0.14 | 0.87 |__..__ 2.8 | 0.22 | 0.43 | 0.65 | 0.85 | 0.64
.. 0.99 [0.33 | 0.04 | 0.21 | 0.50 | 0.24 | 0.15 | 2.50 | 0.50 | 0.13 | 0.44
2.28 (3.04 | 2.50 | .01 | 1.78 am'z.m 1.52 | 0.72 | 0.80 | 2.01
275 [ 8.66 (8.70 | 0.02 | 249 | 1.92 | 4.60 | 3.84 | 4.16 | 144 | 2R
6.76 | 8.10 | 5.81 | 1.95 | 9.50 | 8.89 | 8.52 | 7.49 | 8.50 | 6.17 | 6.20
1875 | 4.9 | 8.75 | 7.98 | 7.58 11.80 | 4.12 aau|'.'.z1 2.45| 5.T4
i31.321'£ﬁ.13 41.08 29.69 42‘&3'41‘53 29.28 187,13 |36.-18 mlsiau,-u
Showing number of days with 0.01 inch or more rain or melted
snow, 1892 to 1901,

Month. |1892. | 1808. | 1894. | 1885, | 1896. | 1807. | 1898, | 1899. | 1600. | 1901. *“;g";"
January...| 15 9 16| 23| 21| 19| 23 18 10
February..| 11| 22| 20| 18| 23| 21| 23| 1| 19| 13 16

reh . C_C 15| ¥l 2] el 14 19 8| m| 1] 1% 16
April ... 18| 20| 17| 18| 20 9| 15| 18 16 15

Ay i 13| 20| 14| 18| 17 7 6| 2| 18| 17 15
June.......| 11| 18| 14 [ 7| 10| 11| 1| 18| 18 11
Foly i 8 T 3 4 0 9 4 4 7 4 5
August .| 8 4 2 2 5 1 3| 1 4 1 4
September| 7| 13| 17 9 8| 11| 10 [} 6| 10 9
October __.| 12| 14| 20 1| 1n Tl 14| w) 19 [ 12
November.| 17| 18| 20| 14| 18| 22| 21| 24| 13| 2 18
December.| 19| 22| 15| 25| 23| 20| 15| 21 15 19

Total.| 149 | 177 | 187 133] 165 | 147 | 12| 181 152 | 152 | 159

Mr. FOSS. I suggest that the gentleman on the other side
[Mr. MEYER of Louisiana] use some of his time.
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield one hour to the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER].
tOTI_:el gHAIRMA.N The gentleman has but fifty-five minutes
yield.
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7 Mr, FOSS. I will yield enough additional time to make an

onur.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana yields fifty-
five minutes and the gentleman from Illinois five minutes to the
gentllleman {from Missouri [Mr.VANDIVER], who is recognized for
one nour.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not expectto occupy the
entire hour which has been allotted to me. I send to the Clerk’s
desk and ask to have read the following article,

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the article will be read
from the Clerk’s desk., The Chair hears no objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

NOT EVEN WOMEN, CHILDREN, AND BABES SPARED.
[By Corpl. Richard O'Brien, Company M, Twenty-sixth Volunteers.]

It was on the 27th of December, the anniversary of my birth, and I shall
never forget the scenes I witnessed on that day. As we approached the
town the word passed along the line that there would be no prisoners taken.
Z'E:%l;ﬂiaant that we were to shoot every living thing in sight—man, woman, or

The first shot was fired by the then first se t of our company. His
target was a mere boy, who was coming down the mountain path into the
town astride of a carabao was not struck by the b t, but that

ttle Filipino boy slid from the back of

. The
was not the sergeant’s fault. The
i 3 nside. Half a dozen shots were

his carabao and fled in terror up the moun
fired after him.

The shooting now had attracted the villagers, whocame out of their homes
in alarm, wondering what it all meant. They offered no offense, did not
dls-ﬂ.lsy a weapon, made no hostile movement whatsoever, but they were
ruthlessly shot down in cold blood, men, women, and ¢ n. The poor
n.ntigas hutddled together or fled in terror. Many were pursued and lalled
‘on the spot.

Two old men, bearing a white flag and clasping hands like two brothers,
approached the lines. %‘heir hair was white. ‘,Lﬁm fairly tottered, they
were 80 feeble under theweight of years. To my horror and that of the
other men in the command, the order was given to fire, and the twoold men
were shot down in their tracks. We entered the village. man who had
been on a sick bed appeared at the d_oorwng of his home. Hereceived a bul-
let in the abdomen and fell dead in the doorway. Dumdum bullets were
used in that massacre, but we were not told the name of the bullets, We
didn't have to be told. We knew what they were.

In another part of the village a mother with a babe at her breast and two
young children at her side pleaded for mercy. Bhe feared to leave her home
which had justbeen fired—accidentally, I believe. She faced the flames with
her children, and not a hand was raised to save her or the little ones. They

rished miserably. It was sure death if she left the house—it was sure

eath if she remained. She feared the American soldiers, however, worse

than the devouring flames.
Corpl. RICHARD O'BRIEN.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, the statements made by
Corporal O'Brien are so utterly abhorrent to the sentiments of
human nature that, if they be true, they brand with indelible
ghame the name of our counfry. I am not able to say whether
those statements are true or false, but the author of them ought
to be brought here and cross-examined. Considering that the
charge there made, together with other similar charges, are of
such a serious nature, I wrote to the editor of the Irish World, in
whose paper the article is printed, and asked- him to inform me
whether or not the statements were known to have been made by

ral O’Brien; in other words, as to the genuineness of the
publication. In reply I received this letter from Patrick Ford,
editor of the Irish World, one of the largest publications in the
United States, a weekly paper having, possibly, as large a circu-
lation as any in the United States, and one of the greatest cham-
pionsuof human liberty on this continent. Mr. Ford wrote me
as follows:

Hon. W. D. VANDIVER, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Bir: Your letter with reference to Mr, O'Brien’s statements is re-
ceived. These statements first apm\'cd in the New York World, and I be-
lieve them to be genuine. I have a private interview with Mr. O'Brien
in which he affirmed all that he had charged. He can not well go to Washing-
ton, but is quite willing to make a sworn statement regarding those matters
and forward the same, if desirable.

Mr. PALMER. To what company and regiment did this man
belon

Mr:ng ANDIVER. Company M, Twenty-sixth Volunteers.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for bnnxgmg this mat-
ter to the attention of the House at this time. You may say it
has nothing to do with the bill pending before the House. So it
has not; but we are in Committee of the Whole on the state of
the Union, and if matters of this kind may be considered any-
where in the world or at any time, it seems to me that they may
be considered under this head. =

But, furthermore, I have another reason for_hnngm% them to
the attention of this House at this time. It will probably not be
three weeks before the Philippine civil government bill will be
reported to this House. That bill will be brought into this House
and (if we are to judge the future by the past) will be rushed
throngh—railroaded through—without an opportunity of fair
discussion, without an opportunity even of stating the facts re-
garding the situation in the Philippine Islands. I therefore take
advantage of this opportunity of mentioning a few of the facts
as to what is going on over there.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is any memberin this House who

NeEw YORE, May 12, 1902,

assumes to be the champion of this Administration or the apolo-
gist for the deeds done by soldiers wearing American uniforms
in the Philippine Islands I challenge him to this investigation.
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman—
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield

to the gentleman from Michiﬁ? 2
MJ}!I:-: ANDIVER. I am glad to yield to the gentleman from
c .
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not rise as the special advo-

cate of the Administration, although I am in perfect harmon

with its policy in the Philippines, but the purpose for which

rise is simply to inquire if there is anyone on that side of the

Chamber who is y to defend the atrocities committed by the

Fi‘i]jpiq?is upon the American soldiers. [Applause on the Repub-
can side.

Mr. V. IVER. No, sir. I shall not defend atrocities on
mankind, whether committed by the heathens or the so-called
Christians wearing the uniform of the American soldier. But,
now, Mr. Chairman—— -

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman——

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee?

Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this soldier state that he was
obeying orders? When that is done, privates have no right to do
so without directions, and if they do that they are obeying their
orders. That is my knowledge of war.

Mr. VANDIVER. If the statement is true it must have been
done by orders—orders passed down the line he says that no
prisoners were to be taken.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who gave the order?

Mr, VANDIVER, He does not say. I will hand the article in
to be printed in my remarks, and the gentleman can read it in
full. I think Mr. O'Brien should be put on the stand under oath.

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, the statements of facts are so
horrible that I am loath to credit them. I am not yet willing to
believe that all that is said in that article can be trme. ButI
want to say, furthermore, that if there were no other facts within
the range of certain knowledge that have been demonstrated and
proven to be true and that are worse than even this enormity I
would at once brand the article as a falsehood. But I have
fore me documentary evidence, official reports, from American
soldiers under the direction of the War Department, who have
testified to scenes even more horrible than that which this soldier
narrates, and I am obliged to admit the shameful truth which
they tell. I desire to read, Mr. Chairman, a portion of the re-
port of Cornelius Gardener, major of the Thirteenth Infantry of
the United States Army, provincial civil governor of the province
of Tayabas, in the Philippine Islands, said report having been
made di;o his superior officer, the civil governor of the Philippine
Islands.

Mr. PALMER. What do you read from—what page?

Mr. VANDIVER. I read from page 884.

Mr, PALMER. Of what book?

Mr. VANDIVER. An official document entitled ‘“Affairs in
the Philippine Islands,” this report having upon it the date of
December 16, 1901,

First, Major Gardener proceeds to explain that a very friendly
sentiment had existed among many of the inhabitants and better
classes of the inhabitants og that province, but that it was fast
dying out on account of cruelties of American soldiers, and he
8aYS:

Of late, by reason of the conduct of the troops, suchas the extensive burn-
ing of barrios in trying to lay waste the countrf;dso that the insurgents can
not oceupy it, the torturing of natives by so-called ** water cure” and other
methods in order to obtain information, the harsh treatment of natives
generally, and the failure of inexperienced, lately appointed lieutenants
commanding posts to tween those who are friendly and those
unfriendly and treating every native as if he were, whether or no, an insur-
recto at heart, this favorable sentiment above refe; to is being fast de-
stroyed and a deep hatred toward us engendered. If these th.in&; need be
done thethnd best be done by native troops, so that the people of the United
Btates will not be credited therewith.

ost without exception soldiers, and also many officers, refer to the na-
tives in their nee as " niggera,“ and the natives are beginning to under-
stand what the word “*nigger"™ means. -

The course now being pursued in this province and in the provinces of
e e ety S s ot thae s Tnces fo rise
g; in rerfgl?ltiox:‘ against m‘hagaagg:?hanam% ‘good oppo?tunity uffe‘rs.

The attitude of the Army, thereby meaning most of the officers and sol-

ers—

Officers and soldiers both, mind yon—
is, however, decidedly hostile to the provincial and municipal government
in this provinee and to civil government in these islands in general. In Manila
especially it is intsmael{ 0, even among the higher officers. Tha work of the
Commisgion in the estal ment of provincial governments is ridiculed, even
in presence of the natives. It is openly stated that the Army should remain
in charge for the next twenty years. Outrages commit
soldiers

natives in an organized munici and province, when re-
purted by the presidente or governor to the mm authgrities—
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He means the local officer corresponding to our mayor—

are often not punished. This, in my opinion, is unfortunate, because loyal
natives beg: to fear that 1 self-government promised them will not last
long, and that any slight disturbance in a province ):l;lay af any time be made
the pretext to again place it under military rule, and this is just the thing
the insurgents at heart most desire. -

It has-been stated that a Fmginn or any Oriental does not appreciate just
or kindly treatment and that he considers it an evidence of weakness, and
that severe and harsh measures are the only ones that are permanently ef-
fective with Filipinos. I have found that just and kind treatment orm
and continued, is the unlwg by which these people can be made PETIA-
nently our friends and satisfied with United States sovereignty.

Ha been stationed six years on the Rio Grande, I am well acquainted
with the natives of the State of Tamaulipas, Mexico, and while stationed in

the nee of ta O Cuba, I visited every town in that ﬁ;mvinee and
was :llblerto observe the intelligence and education there. I believe that the
people of

'mbas Province are in every way superior in education, intelli-
gence, mo and civilization to the people of Tamaulipas or SBanta Clara.
But I have not time to read it all. He concludes by saying that,
owing to this cruelty and burning of the homes of the natives,
even friendly and dgeacmble natives, the American sentiment in
the island is rapidly declining. I commend to the members of
the House a careful reading of Major Gardener’s report. Remem-
ber, he is our own governor of that prowince and an officer highly
commended by his superiors in command. Now, Mr. Chair-

man——

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman will permit an
interruption, I would like to ask him whether he has read the en-
tire statement of Major Gardener.

Mr. VANDIVER. I have read all the parts ing on that
subject, and I am willing, if my time can be extended, to read
every word in it, I will give the report to the gentleman from

Michigan and ask him to read the whole of it in his own time.

Mr. . ALDEN SMITH. Is the gentleman from Missouri
familiar with his entire statement?

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is not it a fact that he does not+
specify in but one instance, and that relates to the manner of
salutation?

Mr. VANDIVER. No,sir: that is not a fact. I have not time
to yield for extended remarks, but I will say that I would be glad
if the gentleman from Michigan will take up the subject and ex-
plain it the best he can in his own time.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Missouri
does not wish to misrepresent Major Gardener?

Mr. VANDIVER. 1 havenot misrepresented Major Gardener.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman knows that he
makes no general assaunlt on the conduct of the Army there.

Mr. V. IVER. Does not the gentleman call the paragraph
that I have read a pretty severe criticism?

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ido not.

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, call it no assault or what yon please,
it seems to me to be a pretty serious criticism of the American
soldiers and officers.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I willsay this, that in no instance
except onlf, so far as I_amtiamg;igr, d(‘:ies %ﬂ[a{;ior Ga.rltciﬁner make a
specific charge regarding the conduct of our soldiers.

Mr. VAN%?’V‘ER. I want t0 say to the gentleman from Michi-
gan, as he seems to know something about this case, that he
ought fo know that minority members of the Senate committee
have insisted on bringing Major Gardener before that committee,
and the majority do not seem to want him.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Idonot know that thatisthe case.

. Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman must know that some mem-
bers of the Senate committee have insisted on bringing him there
in order to testify, and they are expecting to have him there.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 1 am sure the gentleman from
Missouri does not wish to make that statement.

Mr. VANDIVER. I have made it and I stand by it.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The Senate commiftee has not
asked for the presence of Major Gardener.

Mr. VANDIVER. I said certain members of the Senate com-
mittee. The gentleman from Michigan knows very well that the
majority has not acted on the snggestion, and the probability is
that lf]:tey do not want him there. He would probably tell too
much.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I think the Senate commiitee has
concluded not to have him here. I know Major Gardener very
well, and I regard him as a brave and gallant soldier, entirel
worthy of belief in any matter coming to his personal knowl-
edge; but in this matter he may rely on the statements of others,
and yet his honesty can not be questioned by anyone, although I
do not think he has intended to criticise our Army or its opera-
tions in the Philippines.

Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Then the gentleman from
Michigan is not able to discover in the paragraph I have read a
thing in Major Gardener’sremarks that reflects npon the conduct

of our soldiers?
My, WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman charge that?

Mr. VANDIVER. Is not the gentleman from Michigan will-
ing to admit, after all Major Gardener’s experience in Mexico and
Cuba, and now for more than three yearsin the Philippine Islands,
that he is prepared to make a general statement—a statement of
general facts relating to the province of which he is the governor,
after he has traveled all over it, he says, with no protection buta
native gnide?

Mr. . ALDEN SMITH. Iam willing to admit that Major
Gardener is an efficient soldier and entirely worthy of belief, al-
though he may rely upon the imagination of others in some in-
stances.

Mr. VANDIVER. You can put it that way if you please. I
have read what he says are the facts. Furthermore, I will putin
the RECORD a subsequent statement of Major Gardener, and you
will see whether he makes any specifications or not. I have not
time to read it, but will print it right here, and the House may
see whether or not it is a sufficient answer to the gentleman from
Michigan.

ARMY ATROCITIES IN TAYABAS,
WASHINGTON, May 6, 1502.

‘When the Phili e Committee met to-day Senator LoDGE presented a
cablegram from General Chaffee giving the charges and cations of
Mx.j‘;}r Gardener relative to Tayabas Province. The cablegram was received
at the War nt May 4, and is as follows:

Reference to cable 3d, Secretary of War, to send the following: Major
Cornelius Gardener's first letter contained no specifications on whic%; I could
act. From his second letter, however, in order to comply with the present
instructions, I submit, in the form of charges, the following data, which are
ascomplete as possible under the conditions in which Iam at present situated.

Charge.—The troops that succeeded the Volunteers did not keep up the
sconting and patroling sgét.em.

Specifications.—That the troops stationed in the central towns on Tayabas,
to wit, In Lucban, " t{:.bﬂs, Lucena, and Saviayo, did, in the spring of 1901,
for about three months fail to scout or patrol the country except as escort to

trains on the main roads.

Charge.—Burning of barrios or
Specification.—That troops during the fall of 1901 burned a number of bar-
rios belonging to Dolores and acent towns

cification 1.—That certain United States troops coming from San
in %enefﬁ-“ the town of Dolores, tortured a native by the water cure.

@(lagtgegwnﬁ:{ﬁl' ding officer of Lagnimanoc during th

i ion 2.— e commanding officer oc during the
summer of 1901 tortured or maltreated a native boy.

F ipedﬁmtion 2—That the troops coming from Lucena or Tayahas on sey-
eral occasions tortured natives belonging to the pueblo of Pagbilao. This
during the summer and fall of 1901.

Cha Harsh treatment of natives.

S on 1.—That men belonging to a detachment of soldiers stationed
at (ﬁ elaria looted & store in that town about the month of November, 1901,

Specification 2—That a detachment of troops took away from a peaceful

citizen of Dolores a &ny. This about the month of September, 1901.

i

Specification 3.—That the house of a native of Candelaria was forcibly taken
for a smallpox hospital and afterwards burned by order of the su at
Sariaya: that the said native was not remunerated. This in Candelaria in

July, 1901,

.'t::f;cc{riontim 4.—That First Lieut. George G. Catlin did strike with his fist
natives of Lucena for failing to take off their hats to him, and did foreibly with
threats compel a native to %eal cards for him. Thisabout ber, 1901,

Specification 5, —That Firat Lieut. George De G. Catlin at uan did
keep in the guardhouse for three days a native without food or water. This
about September, 1901.

Sgecx' tion 6 —That First Lieut. George De G. Catlin did strike natives
in the face for failing to remove their hats. This while he was in command
at ;L;he post.

ipecification 7.—That a party of soldiers attacked with 1s three na-
tives working on the roads near Lucena. about November, 1901,
Specification 8.—That certain soldiers belonging to a troop of cavalry sta-
tioned in Tayabas, Pueblo, did attack five women of that town. This in the
month of January or Fe . : E
The dates are approximate, and the facts from complaints made to me,
stated to the best of my recollection.
CHAFFEE.

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not yield fur-
ther, because there are other facts I want to present, and there
will be ample time, if gentlemen on the other side want to, to
discuss the whole matter. In the documents on my desk there is
evidence piling up mountain high of cruelty, torture, murder,
robbery, rape, and every other crime known to the calendar,
phrlfaicticeﬁ on noncombatants, old men, prisoners, women, and
children.

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. Committed by the Filipinos?

Mr. VANDIVER. Bymenwearing the Americansoldier’s uni-
form, nnder control of American officers.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not believe it,and I hurl the
3tatement back and challenge the gentleman to produce the evi-

ence.

Mr. VANDIVER. I will prodoce itif youn will give me time.
I will produce scores and hundreds of cases.

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman certainly dcesnot
intend to make an assault on the American Army.

Mr. VANDIVER. Imakenoassault; butwait till T am through
and see whether I ought to criticise them or not.

I say that you onght not to justify crime and barbarity, whether
committed by the Army or by the people you are frying to con-

uer.
5 I say to the gentleman that my pride in the name of America
and the American Republic is greater than his, but my pride in
the fact that I am a human being and still have sentiments of




9502

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 15,

human nature in meis greater even than my pride in the American

¥

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. On what do you base your general
charge against our Army in the Philippines? :

Mr. VANDIVER. On specific and numerous cases amply
proven: not against the whole Army, but a large section of it.

Mr. WM. DEN SMITH. Name your cases.

Mr. VANDIVER. I will name the cases, if the gentleman will
sit down and listen.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Just name your case.

Mr. VANDIVER. All right; I will give you cases enough be-
fore I get through.

Mr. Chairman, I will read from the investigation of Inspector-
General Maj. John S. Mallory, who was ordered by the War De-
partment to investigate the charges made against the officersand
men of the Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who were charged with
having cruelly shot down prisoners who had surrendered to them.
This testimony was taken before a subcommittee of the Commit-
tee on Pensions of the United States Senate, while there was
g;mdjn in the Senate, as I understand, a nomination of Wilder S.

etcalf, who was a major in that regiment, to be pension agent
at Topeka, Kans.

M;-:.J PALMER. Where is that published? Is it a Senate docu-
men

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir.

Mr. PALMER. Please give us the number, will you?

Mr. HAMILTON. From what document is the gentleman
from Missouri reading?

Mr. VANDIVER. I am reading from the hearings before the
Senate committee, page 11.

A few days after the Caloocan fight—

I am reading now from the testimony of Corpl. Lawrence L.
Bradley, Company M, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who, being:
duly sworn, testified as follows:

A few days after the Caloocan fight I heard Captain Bishop talking abount
what should be done with prisoners. He said: * Now, there was Company I
with prisoners. It seemed a hard thing to do to shoot them, but there was
nothing else to do, and I had to give the order.” We had been talking about
what should be done with prisoners and I heard some had beenshot. 1have
E}:en the substance of what Captain Bishop said, but may not have given

exact words. On the day of the Caloocan fight the word was pnemeg
passe:

down the line that we were not to take prisoners. The word was
along our company by privates that the order was we were to take no pris-
oners.,

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman isa lawyer——

Mr. VANDIVER. No; I deny the charge that I am a lawyer.
Wait till I get through giving the facts in the case.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman will allow me to
ask him whether he regards what he read as evidence?

Mr. VANDIVER. Idecline to yield at present. I am reading
the testimony. 2

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is only hearsay.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to
yield. . f

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam reading from the testimony given by
soldiers who were there in the battle.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The witnesssaid he did not see it.

A MemBer. He says he heard the order passed down the line.

Mr. VANDIVER. I read now from the testimony of Private
F. H. Swearingen, Company I, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who
being duly sworn, testified as I am about to read. This whole
article is the report of the inspector-general, Major Mallory him-
self, who sent this testimony to the War Department. The wit-
ness says:

There were two wounded Filipinos crawled out of a trench, which was
about 150 yards from the church toward Manila. They were ‘‘kinder " wav-
jng their hands and making signs as if they wanted to surrender. ;

R o ke sttt atdt o ban imch waro vetg
gg;: ﬂ?ertg ?:01?; wv‘:lilth thag;, and‘ﬂnally Majorgh{e!.cu.lf gave the order to
shoot them, and they were shot.

I read further from the testimony of William H. Putnam,
Company I, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who testifies as to
the same particular instance. He says:

Major Metcalf told };lwo of ph;: e:alau{g t_g;m the;;B prigoﬁt;rl?vto t}:l:% r;)eﬂailr'-é rThsg

Wi onets. B8O D
Rfauggef'otogo ah%‘:intl‘:eng.n ]In;l::aa one of u:’é men who shot, but don't lg;:rw
that I hit one of them.

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup-
tion?

Mr. VANDIVER. Wait until I get throngh with this evi-
dence.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to

ield.
yer. VANDIVER. I will now read from the testimony of Capt.
Charles S. Flanders, who was captain of the company.
Mr. HAMILTON. How long will it take to read that?
Mr. VANDIVER. Only a few minutes,

Capt. Charles S. Flanders, of the Twentieth Kansas Infantry,
who testified as follows. This is from page 13:

Two insurgents in the trench threw up their hands as if to surrender. I
told them to come out, and they got out of the trench on the opanite side
from me. I told two men to take charge of them and either to take them to
the rear or to them on. Some men of B Company and some of M Com-
})an were mixed in with my men. I don't remember who the men were

ordered to take charge of the Enso ners. I then went forward, and when I
got about 30 or 40 yards away I heard some one say, * Shoot them,"” or some-
thing like that, and I heard reports of guns, and when I turned round th
were shot. Idon't know who did the shooting or who told them to shoot.
did not investigate the matter.

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the finding of the Inspector-General,
who seems to have tried his best to clear the skirts of the officers,
he makes this statement himself:

That Capt. Charles F. Flanders, of the Twentieth Kansas, commanding
Company .lp at the time of the Callucan engagement, having detailed two
men to take prisoners to the rear, and knowing that the prisoners were not
taken to the rear, but, according to his own statement, were shot, was guilty
of iross neglect of duty in not investigating the matter or reporting it toa
hig, t.,rti authority or in taking no steps whatever to bring the guilty parties
to justice.

Now, observe that the inspector-general himself says the pris-
oners were shot, and the captain was gnilty of gross neglect in
not investigating the matter. I suppose this fact will not now be
denied.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the colonel of that regiment was the bril-
liant, river-swimming colonel, since a brigadier-general—Funston.
He was on that battlefield, only a few hundred yards from where
these scenes were taking place. Has General Funston been
brought to account for this infamy practiced bi his soldiers and
never investigated by him? On the contrary, he has been pro-
moted to a brigadier-generalship. :

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are you referring to Colonel Met-
calf now? He was General Funston’s lieutenant-colonel, I sup-

Mr. VANDIVER. Some of this article refers to Metcalf. But
I am referring just now to Colonel Funston.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman knows, does he
mtécfllgt the Senate Committee on Pensions investigated Mr.
Me ?

Mr. VANDIVER. What I have just been reading is from the
report of that committee.

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They investigated the matter and
exonerated Metcalf and confirmed him unanimously. The gen-
tleman is dealing in ancient history. [Laughter.] There is no
doubt about that. The man has been investigated and he has
been confirmed as a pension agent, notwithstanding all these gen-
eral and loose charges.

Mr. VANDIVER. I am simply giving the facts; I am not -
locating the responsibility. But Colonel Funston was promoted
instead of being investigated and Metcalf has been rewarded by
being appointed pension agent at Topeka.

Mr. LANDIS rose.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Indiana?

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, if the gentleman will just be patient
a moment, I will give him some more facts.

Mr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman—this man
Funston, this river-swimming general, is the same man that cap-
tured your old friend Aguinaldo, is he not? [Laughter on the
Republican side.

Mr. VAND R. I have understood, Mr. Chairman, that
Emilio Aguinaldo was a great bugbear to certain gentlemen on
the other side of this House. Now, I am not saying anything
about Emilio. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM, ALDEN
| SaiTH] seems to be fond of talkingabont him, and I will give him
| plenty of time after I am through to eulogize him or abuse him,
| as he pleases.
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Indiana, the
gentleman means.

Mr. LANDIS. The eulogies he has received have come from
that side of the House.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be diverted
from the straight line of this testimony to discuss matters that
have no connection with the facts I am presenting.

Mr. TON. What was the gentleman reading when he
was interrupted?

Mr. V IVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I proceed to read fur-
ther from the testimony taken before the Senate committee in
‘ regard to practices of the American soldiers over there, and lest

the gentleman may need not only the testimony of eyewitnesses—
the testimony of sworn witnesses—I will read him some of the
findings of courts of inquiry and court-martial.

Mr. HAMILTON. ill the gentleman permit an interruption
at this cpoint?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that if the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HamirToN] desires to
interrupt he shall address the Chair,
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Mr. HAMILTON. T did addressthe Chair.

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order,
chM_r. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I thought I addressed the
air.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor.
1:h_M'r. E%MILTON . I asked if he would permit an inquiry at

is point.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, certainly, for a moment,

Mr. HAMILTON. Now, the party to which you belong—

Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Mr. Chairman, I see by the
cloch}:)hat I have not much more time, and I will ask the gentle-
man to h with his question.

Mr. HAMILTON. Declares for a stable form of government
in the Philippine Islands.

Mr. V IVER. I am not going to discuss that.

Mr. HAMILTON. Are you not?

Mr. VANDIVER. Notnow.

Mr. HAMILTON. In order to have a stable form of govern-
ment in the Philippine Islands, would you not have to have sol-
diers over there—your party?
thg{r. VANDIVER: Granting all that, I am not going to discuss

Mr. HAMILTON. Is it true that you would have to have sol-
ﬁm? Answer the question. Isit trne? Answer the question I

you.

Mr. VANDIVER. I am not discussing the question now.

Mr. HAMILTON. Have you not declared for a stable form of
government in the Philippine Islands?

Mr. VANDIVER. Suppose I have, what has that got to do
with these facts of cruelty and barbarity? Does the gentleman
stand here as an apologist for all the inhuman conduct that has
been perpetrated overthere? [Applauseon the Democratic side.]
Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no; but could you have a stable form
of government without soldiers?

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HAMILTON. Would you expect——

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HAMILTON. Would you expect to recruit your soldiers
from Sunday school classes?

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam not going to yield for any such pur-
pose as that. But I would not recruit them from savages.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is not in
order. The gentleman from Missouri declines to yield.

Mr. HAMILTON. Al right.

Mr. VANDIVER. Iwilla, , Mr. Chairman, to yield as often
and as long as the gentleman wishes to interrogate me, if I can
have my time sufficiently extended. Otherwise I will decline to
yield further.

Mr. HAMILTON. I should like to have the gentleman’s time | -

extended, so that we may several of us interrogate him.

Mr. VANDIVER. Before I get throngh with these facts you
will see other reasons why youn would like it, too.

Mr. HANBURY rose.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from New York?

Mr. VANDIVER. Not now.

Mr. HANBURY. I only desired to know how much time the
gentleman had.

Tge CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to

ield.
yer. LANDIS. The gentleman from New York rose to a point
of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from New York rise to
a point of order? He did not so state.

r. HANBURY. I desired to be informed how much more
time the gentleman from Missouri had.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take the gentleman
from Missouri off the floor for such a question.

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, regarding the cruelty
of what is spoken of as ‘‘ the water cure,” I want to read just one
or two bits of evidence. I read from the testimony of Corp. D. J.
Evans before the Senate committee, page 2061. He says he has
}_)‘eeu in the United States Army for six years, serving in northern

nuzon:

In the Regulars?

Yes, sir,

Are you a resident of Kansas?

Yes, sir,

Concordia, Eans., I believe?

Yes, sir. -

After narrating what took place when a certain native Filipino
was being subjected to this torture in order to get him to confess
that he knew things that he had said he did not know about and

to make him tell where the insurgents were, one of the members
of the Senate committee asked him to describe in detail just what
took place when they gave the natives this kind of torture. Hexe
is what he says: »

They refused to tell us, and they were given the water cure. The first
thing one of the Americans—I mean one of the scouts for the Americans—
grab’ one of the men by the head and jerked his head back, and then they
took a tomato can and poured water down his throat until he could hold no
more. During this time one of the natives had a rattan whip about as large
as my finger and struck him on the face with it and on the bare and
every time they would strike him it would raise a welt and some blood wonld
come, and when this native could hold no more water then they forced a
into his mouth. They stood him up on his feet, tied his hands behind hﬁ
then stood him up with his back against a post, and fastened him so that he
could not move. Then one man—

Be it said with shame and disgrace to the American Army,
after this man was tortured in this way and then tied to a post
with his arms pinioned—=

One man, an American soldier, who was 6 feet tall, and who was very

strong, struck this native in the pit of the stomach as hard as he could strike
him and just as rapidly as he could. It seemed as if he did not get tired of

strikin, ,

Senator ALLIsoN. With his hand?

With his clenched fist. He struck him in the pit of the stomach, and it
made him very sick. They kept that operation up for q‘}:ite a time, and
finally I thought the fellow was about to but I do not believe that he was
quite that ,» because finally he told them he would tell.

That is, he was tortured until he was forced to confess things
which probably he never did.

Now, that is just one instance. If I had time I would stand
here all day and all nightand read you one instance after another,
not by the dozen, but by the score, and prove to you by eyewit-

nesses that these things were perpetrated by American soldiers

and with the connivance of American officers, if not by their
direct orders.

One witness testifies to more than 20 cases of this torture, all
given in one day.

I will here read some of the testimony of Lieut. Grover Flint,
of the Thirty-fifth Infantry. He is a grandson of the late Dr.
Austin Flint, and a son-in-law of the late Dr. John Fisk, the his-
torian. He spent a year and a half with the Army in the Philip-
pines and witnessed many cases of this torture applied to prison-
ers in the province of B , in the island of Luzon. Here are
the main points of his evidence, taken under oath:

By Senator PATTERSON:
g. About how many were subjected to this torture the first night?

I could not say, Ishould rather think—well, only answer I could
give would be a ggﬁe:s
Ju ent

. Give your .
g. According to my udgment, I shonld think about 30 were put
through it the first evening, use it kept on for a long time until d%;-

break. Ishould say 20 the next morning under my personal observation.
By Senator CARMACK:
g: It kept on until daybreak, you say?
Yes, gir.
® * * * L ] L L
By Benator BURROWS:

Q. In this case where you say the water cure was administered to some 20
persons, 1 want to ask you what offense these le had committed?

A, hety were supposed to be insurrectos. I did not at the time know
enough of the la: ge to understand the conversation between them and
the bebes who were putting them through this ordeal. All I know is
that they would take a man and throw him down and work on him fora
while, and then he would run off and get a gun or a bolo.

Now, observe what he says about men tortured even to death:

I went over and said to Major Geary that no commissioned officer seemed
to be in charge there or seemed to be observing it, and that I would sta
there for a while if he wished me to, Hesaid: “All right, if you want to.”
So in that way I hapgened to see this performed onabout, I would say, some-
thing over 20 men. This was on the second morning. The things that I had
witnessed the night before I had witnessed only casually here and there, I
was not what you might call a spectator.

The CHAIRMAN. Did the men subjected to this torture die?

The WiTNESS. I never saw a man die. But I saw a man who I thought
was going to die once, and I had indirect evidence that a man had died inan-
othse:’r cstge:cbut nothin Eha:t I cmﬂ:! teajl:;lz 1:410 i

nator CARMACK. That men have other cases, you sa;
The WiTNEsSs. Yes, sir, x o
By Senator CULBERSON:

A ou were about to detail what tua
moQ p?arently ¥ what you actually saw the next

A, Yes.
Q. You stated the night before youonly saw it, and then you were
going on to state what you saw in'the momcasg’:ully b -
In the morning I actually witnessed it. Isaw men thrown down and
heard their groans and that sort of thing.
. That u;.mu o w?mittbgedwmzégéou S Tl £ being
= af ou want me escr one vi case of a man
put through the water cure?
2. Yes; I would like Zun to do that, sir.
. Very sir, man is thrown down on his back and three or four
a«;l;o 81“:) g:; s d on his arms ag& legs nnld homti«;kl%m d{])wn, an‘glel ?;ther a gun
ebal'relorac&r e barrelor a s ns asa —
that is, with an inch circumference— . g sa
oo prvatos AaHeln (o et ows s i
, binned.) Yes; mpl into his jawsand his jaws are thrust
back, and, if possible, a wooden or stone is j":umim- his ]ie&d—-—
Senator PATTERSON. Under his head or nocfru
A, (Continued.) Under his neck, so he can be held firmly.
Sena_to}- BURROWS. His jaws are forced open, you say? ﬁow do you mean,
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The WiTxEss. Yes, sir; asa . In the case of very old men I have seen
their teeth fall out—I mean when it was done a little roughly. He is simply
held down, and then water is poured onto his face, down histhroat and nose
from a jar, and that is kept up until the man gives some sign of giving in or
becomes unconscious, and when he becomes unconecigns he is simply rolled
aside and he is allowed to come to. That is as neara (iq]e;;:l'iption as I think I
can give. All the cases were alike I saw on that occasion.

By Benator CULBERSON:
. Q. Is the water allowed to remain in the man, or is it anyway expelled
B ol DT that 1o x et in almost every case, the
x w a great many cases, in almost e case, men
have been a little roughly handled; they were rolled aside rudely, so that
water was expelled. A man suffers tremendously; there is no doubt about
g:.r His suffering must be that of a man who is drowning, but who can not
OWTL
wate

Did you ever see a man place his foot on 8 man’s stomach to force the
r out of him?

A. Yes, sir,

The witness then explains that this water cure or torture was
the common method used to get the natives to tell where their
guns were and give the soldiers information about theirneighbors.

They would enter a village or barrio without opposition an
simply gather up a bunch of natives and begin on them in this
way, and *‘ put them through as a matter of routine,’” using the
language of the witness.

He then lains another instance where 15 more were treated
this way and how some of them held out longer than others.
Here is his testimony on this point. Those who had no guns to
surrender suffered the most. He says:

What I mean to say is that some men would
would not be put through as brutal methods as I have described, while other
men wi have more courage or, perhaps, would be more ignorant, and they
woulde'lae put through the stage, where they were unconscious or almost

eld almost instantly and

By Senator MoCoMAs:

2. Did that happen to a few or many of these men?
. A rather small jportion, because by far the greater part, I should
say ji.rog:biy two-thirds, of the people I saw did not get this severest treat-
men those cases it did not get to the point of great brutality. They
simp}ywo:;lglﬁ‘l;tu'%mdmoﬂmd get their guns; and other men fought
it out and not yield until they had been subjected to eevere treatment,
and there was one man who absolu refused.

Senator DieTRIcH. You think it was the men who were the most ignorant
who resisted the hardest, and those who seemed more intelligent yielded

quickly v;nd did not receive such harsh treatment?

The WiTNEss. No; I think the men who were more courageous or perha:
did not have any guns suffered the most. By ignorant I mean that gy dﬁ
not really know anything to tell us

Senator CARMACK. You say you saw one man who never did yield?
The WiTsEsSsS. Yes,
Senator BEVERIDGE. How is that?

Senator CARMACK. He said something about one man never

The Wirxess. One man was pointed out to me as being an all
leutenant, and he was pointed out as being absolutely unyi N

Senator McCoxas. You did not see that?

The WrrnEess. Isaw his condition. They had worked pretty hard on him.
He was pointed out simply as being a most gallant man—

Senator BEVERIDGE. What was condition?®

Senator CARMACK. He was pointed out as what?

The WiT~ESS. A man of t o(mmﬁ; that he had been absolutely un-
yielding and had simply defied us; thatisall. -

% Biezla BEVERIDGE. When this man was pointed out, what condition was
e 1n:

The WiTxEss. He was almost fainting. I did not see him worked upon,
but I simply saw him being led around, and I think Major Geary sent word
not to have a.ngthiug to do with that man any more. I mean tolet him pass,
not to bother any more, to let him go.

Also, Mr. Chairman, other kinds of torture havebeen invented.
Observe the following in regard to Captain Ryan's method:

NEW FORMS OF TORTTURE.
WASHINGTON, May 8, 1902,

Orders have been issued by Secre Root for the court-martial of Capt.
James A, Ryan, of the Fifteenth Ca . who is char with improper
conduet in obtaining information from natives in the Phil Efinea.

Complaints of his actions having reached Manila, Wi P. Rhode, as
special prosecutor, was sent to investigate. |

His report to the utfnrng{—gleneml at Manila says that Captain Ryan used
the fullowinghmethod to g formation: Each individual before being ex-
amined had his arms tied to his bod
gmtect his head from falling. Then

yielding.

i rgent

in such a manner that he could not
e was stood up erect upon a woocden
oor and had his legs knocked from under him.

His body was lifted and his head jolted against the floor once more, where-
upon he was stood upon his head in a bucket of water for a certain length of
time, and was then examined. This process was employed three times in
succession before Ubaldo Abing made statement.

Altogether about a dozen natives are said to have received this treat-
ment.

Mr. Rhode's report also says that Captain Ryan believes that the Filipino
is incorrigible, and that two generstions of military government will not
put them in eondition for civil government. He I r, somewhat incon-
sistently, believes American occupation unjust; that the Filipino can not
survive, and that the American can never live in the islands. Srn.s-w: meas-
ures seem to him absolutely necessary for self-preservation and the inculca-
tion of loyalty toward the United States.

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN, Doesthe gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from New York?

Mr. VANDIVER. Not till I get through with this statement.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield at present.

Mr. VANDIVER. Furthermore, I now wish to read a few
statements of findings of courts-martial that have investigated
some of these cases of cruelty. I will have to read them hur-

riedly, because my time is nearly out. Here is a list of the trials

and investigations by court-martial. I select only a few of them,
but there are dozens and scores of them here. You gentlemen
have challenged me to produce cases of eruelty, and I am doing
it from the record:

‘Walter Turnbull, jr., Company I, Fourteenth Infan Februa: 1899;

assaulting native women with a bayonet. Fot:g& tyrgxslg'onor-

g‘]t;ly s ed, with forfeiture of pay and allowance, and years' con-
Tediilbil

- Ch&'\moa B.ﬁ!_bgo(oim. Company H, Thirty-fifth Infantry; charge, looting.
onn: H (=) .
Private Otto R. Conine, Company B, Sixteenth Infantry; charge, rape.
years' im nment.

Guilty; sentenced to twent
ral George Danhoffer, Company B, Sixteenth Infantry, date of trial

July 24, 1899; c‘hn&e, rape; found gnil g
enry Bruce, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry, assault on natives, in-
cluding a young girl. Fined $20 and two months’ confinement in prisen.

Now, you say these were punished. Yes; so they were. But
the fact that they were punished does not relieve the people who
suffered from their barbarity. Nor does it help the gentleman
from Michigan in his denial that the soldiers were guilty of the
crimes alleged against them.

But these are only a few of the many I might read.

Iwill instance a few other cases, as I am forced to do so by the
denials of gentlemen on the other side.

Mr. LESSLER. Will not that indicate—

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield at this point,

Alvan 8. G Com L, Nineteenth Infantry, d

urch. ]h’nhonomblm ym Bgad, and forfeitnretré &P;'“ wﬂ.h eatags

Arthur B. Butler, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry, charged with assanlt
on two native women with intent to commitrape. Fined 45, and flve months®
imprisonment.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are a great number of these cases
here in the record, and I have not the time to read them all, nor
even one-tenth part of them, but if I may be permitted, there are
one or two more that I wish to refer to, because they are unex-
ampled instances of barbarity. Here, for instance, is one Edward
M. ie, Troop C, Third Cavalry, charged with the murder of a
native boy by shooting him with a pistol. He was found guilty,
and the court-martial enters this comment opposite his name:

A crime of peculiar atrocity that might be viewed with horror by the most

debased savage.
Here is another—Thomas H. MeClanahan, Company L, Eighth
Infantry—charged with assault and raping 4 middle-aged native

woman, April, 1901; was dishonorably discharged and sentenced
to fifteen years’ imprisonment.

A. Mooney, Company L, Eighth Infantry, charged with
the rape of a native woman, was found guilty and sentenced to
twenty years.

There are two other cases of a similar character, charged with
rape of native women, found guilty by the court-martial and sen-
tenced to death, and then by the President of the United States
the sentence was commuted to twenty years’ imprisonment.

Mr. Chairman, if these were simply sporadic cases, if these cases
had happened only occasionally, if such crimes as these were
only the occasional incident of war, I might be inclined to over-
look it as one of the accidental incidents of horrible warfare; but
here they stand, one after another, dozens, and scores, and hun-
dreds, as bad as can be imagined, as horrible as ever were com-
mitted by savage or civilized man in the whole history of the
human race. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not made and shall not
make a general onslanght ageinst the American soldier. I can
not believe that all the American soldiers, or a large percentage
of them, are guilty of these erimes; but here are the facts. You
tell us that this cruelty is an incident to war. You tell us that we
must have an army over there. You tell ns that these things
are incidents of war. I want to say to you that if the necessities
of war, in order to hold the Filipino people in subjection to our
control. bring with them this horror—this inhuman horror—then
for God’s sake get out of there as soon as possible before the name
of the American soldier is still further tarnished and the flag
forever disgraced, and the soldiers themselves still further
brutalized.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I had time I would read you here the
reports of the inspector-general who investigated the charges of
cruelty in northern Luzon and another in the province of Panay.
I would also show you that they have gone over there and em-
ployed native scouts—the ferocions Macabebe savages—to make
war on the pégﬁle of the other parts of the islands, and that they
have commi outrages so infernal and so inhuman that lan-
guage fails to describe them, and if I should undertake to describe
them I should be compelled to use language that would not be
tolerated in public print.

In one instance, on the 25th of February, 1900, these native
scouts, under the command of American officers, went to one
little barrio, invaded the houses of these natives, and took old
gray-haired nien out behind the house and shot them down, and
in other instances went into houses and shot down the husbands
by the side of their wives, and then raped the wife herself,
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Brigadier-General Wheaton says, on page 1753 of this docu-
ment:

These scouts whom we have employed are liable to commit murder, and
many will rob and ravish whenever they have the opportunity.

These are his exact words.

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Michigan?

Mr. VANDIVER.

Mr. HAMILTON.

Mr. VANDIVER.

Mr. HAMILTON. The place, }fg‘ﬂ, and authority?

Mr. VANDIVER. I will give the pageand authority and point
out not only these instances that I have mentioned, buta hundred
more, if the gentleman insists upon it and I have the time. Iam
merely reciting facts gathered from official reports and Senate
committee hearings, and refer you to pages 1754 to 1760 and suc-

cee(lin%pa.ges.
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him
a question?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Missouri?

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; I yield to a question.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. When my colleague prints this speech as
a campaign document, to be circulated in Missouri, I should like
him to print this question with his speech, namely: Is the Army
of the United States a Republican institution or does the gentle-
man admit that both parties are responsible for both the Army
and the Navy and their conduct abroad, and if the Army and the
Navy, instead of being partisan institutions, are merely Ameri-
can institutions for which we are all responsible?

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; but because there are Democrats in
the Army I will not apologize for everything the Army does.

I want to say to the gentleman that he is the first man who has
introduced into this debate any idea of partisanship. I have not
intimated in any word I have said whether it is Democratic or
Republican. I will print the gentleman’s question and my an-
swer. I will say to the gentleman also that it is my pride and
boast here to-day that the American Navy has not tarnished its
name, so far as I have been able to learn, with any acts of cruelty,
but has held up the American flag with pride toall the world, and
aglainst it there isnota black mark. [Applause on the Democratic
side.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman a question.

Mr. VANDIVER. I can notyield further at this time. The

ntlemen on the other side can get all the fime they want, and

et them take the time and discuss thismatter if they wish to doso.

Now, it has been said that these are heathenish people over
there, and if we were to draw out and let them alone they would
shoot each other down, they would engage in general internecine
war that would destroy them, and so it appears that in order to
keep them from shooting each other down we have got to go in
and shoot them down first. [Launghter.]

Now, as to their general character, I read from very high au-
thority. General MacArthur, when he was before the Senate
committee, was asked this question:

As a whole, General, I believe in your report dyou speak of the Filipino
people in an appreciative way, as people of considerable native intelligence,
quick and apt, and generons, flexible, and peaceable? E

General MACARTHUR. I believe that is the general tenor.

Mr. CArMACK. I understand you to say that you would be willing to give
them a very considerable share in the general government?

. General MACARTHUR. Yes.

Mr. CARMACK. Do you think they shounld have it now?

General MACARTHUR. I would be glad to give it to them now, as I have
said. I have become attached to these people and have a good deal of faith

in them.

Now, I suppose you will not %llzestion that authority. Now,
Mr. Chairman, after all the brutality that has been practiced not
only by the American officers and American soldiers, but by na-
tive scouts under command of American officers, there comes
this final climax, the order of one Jacob H. Smith that the island
of Samar shall be made “a howling wilderness.” Major Waller
was brought to account for atrocities committed in the island,
and he pleaded that he was obeying the orders of his superior.
He was tried by a court-martial and was acquitted on that plea,
and his superior was then summoned for trial, and here is the
last we have seen in relation to that trial. We have not yet had
a full report of it. But here is a cablegram which I will read:

MANRILA, April 25, 1902——

Mr. LANDIS. From what is the gentleman reading?

L{Mrla‘.r ANDIVER. From an Associated Press dispatch from
ani

Mr. LANDIS. What is it published in?
aftleh' VANDIVER. It isls pub]isheddaiﬁ the Irish World of May 3,

T appearing in mnearly eve ily r in the country.
[Laughter on the Republican si?;.] ok e

XXXV— 345

I yield to a question.
From what reports are you reciting?
I am reading——

You may laugh; it is an easy matter to laugh at these things,

But here is the report, and nobody denies it:
MANILA, April 25, 1902,

Colonel Woodruff, counsel for Brig. Gen. Jacob H. Smith, United Btates
Army, under court-martial here, uced a sensation at tg?oglwning session
of the court to-day by admitting the truth of thereporteda ties by Amer-
ican troops in Samar.

Colonel Woodruff made this statement:
B General Smith had issued orders to kill the natives and to burn their

oImes.

The country was hostile to the Americans and General S8mith did not de-
sire any prisoners. .

General Smith had issued orders to make Samar a howling wilderness.

(;qnera.l Smith had ordered thatall personscapableof bearing armsshould

The age limit was made 10 years, because many such boys had borne arms
against the American troops.

All above 10 years of age to be slaughtered!

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me a
question?

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; a question.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I have not had the pleasure of lis-
tening to all of the gentleman’s speech.

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam sorry, for the gentieman would have
been instructed. [Laughter.]

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Has the
in investigating the atrocities that the
on the American soldiers?

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir; I have.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. To what extent?

Mr. VANDIVER. To what extent! Well, now, I think the
gentleman realizes there is no sense in such a question. [Laugh-
ter.] Ihave investigated the matter probably as much as it has
been investigated on the other side, and I am frank to say that
there are numerous cases of atrocities committed by Filipinos
against American soldiers.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Why has not the gentleman spent
as much time criticising the Filipinos as he has criticising the
American soldiers?

Mr. VANDIVER. First, becanse these statements have been
denied, and secondly, because you gentlemen on the other side of
the Chamber show no di ition to inquire into the matter or
consider more than one side of it, and when any bill is before the
House we can not get time to discuss fully all the phases of the
question. You have denied facts, and hence I am proving them.
But as to the atrocities committed by the Filipinos against the
American soldiers, I say that no man regrets them or detests
them more than I do. But what is their excuse, what is their
provocation? We have invaded their country; we are the in-
vaders. and they are defending their homes and their wives and
children. I do not justify their barbarities. I deplore and abhor
them. But solong as we attempt to subjugate them these hor-
rors will continue, and our own soldiers will be tempted and pro-
voked into these inhuman methods of warfare. For God’s sake
stop it before we have brutalized our whole Army. If thereisa
man on this floor who is willing-to stand here as the apologist for
an American soldier under the American flag acting as a mur-
derer and a torturer, and committing rape and every other crime
imaginable, while we are trying to force our sovereignty on those
people, I want him to stand up and say so.

Mr. HAMIL Mr. Chairman— .

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, yes; for a quegtion.

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman says that we are invaders,
Now, how did we acquire possession of the Philippine Islands?

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, the gentleman would like to go back
into ancient history and rake up everything, I suppose, to cover
up the issue. I am presenting facts here. I challenge the gen-
tleman to deny one of the facts. I will not stop to discuss that
question, er than to say that we have no ftitle to that coun-
trilthat Tests on a just, moral, or equitable basis.

r. HAMILTON. 1 deny that we are invaders.

Mr. VANDIVER. Do you deny the cruelties and barbarities
that are being practiced there now?

Mr. HAMILTON. You said that we were invaders. Do you
g:ez{;y ;vhat I have just said, that we acquired the country by
Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; I denythat we have any right to it.

Mr. HAMILTON. Yon deny it, do you? On what grounds do
you deny it?

Mr. VANDIVER. That what Spain did not own she could
not sell to us. But I shall not be g‘verted from the of
my remarks in presenting facts as brought out in the testimony,
If the gentleman will be guiet a while I will give him some more.

Mr. LESSLER rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield
to the %gntleman from New York [Mr. LESSLER]?

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, let him ask what he has to ask, and

tleman spent any time
ilipinos have committed
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be gquick about it. My time is nearly out, and I have been inter-
rupted so much that I am not half through.

r. LESSLER. Does not the gentleman also know of the
water cure being administered to onr soldiers?

Mr. VANDIVER. Insome instances it may be so, and I con-
demn it as strongly as you do. Now, I ask you whether you ap-
prove of civilized soldiers torturing unecivilized people, as you
call them, for the purpose of extorting confessions from them?
Answer yes or no. Answer, or else take your seat,

Mr. LESSLER. You can not order me to take my seat. Iwill
answer yon in this way——

Mr. VANDIVER. Then take your seat anyhow, and wait till
your time comes. [Laughter.]

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further. If I were prac-
ticing the barbarities that have been practiced upon the Filipi-
nos, I wounld subject yon to the water cure and make you answer
anyhow. [Renewed langhter.]

Mr. LESSLER. Probably. But you would have to be a good
deal taller and better minded than you are in order to do so.

Mr. VANDIVER. That sounds very much like the twittering
of the sparrows in the trees in Central Park or a chippy from the
Bowery. [More laughter.]

Mr. LESSLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. VANDIVER. For a question oni’:\lv.

Mr. LESSLER. I would like to ask whether you have read
what is generally known as General Order No. 1?

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, I have read it; but I donot think you
have. ThatisallIwanttosaynow onthatquestion. [Launghter.]

But, Mr. Chairman, the famous order No. 100 of President
Lincoln is humane and reasonable; but the perpetrators of these
crimes can not be sheltered behind that order, because it is the
very order they have violated. There is nothing in it to warrant
cruelty and barbarity. This order has been reissued for the gov-
ernment of onr Army in the Philippines. It consists of a series of
rules to regulate soldiers in the field. These are the very rules
that have been violated.

I will read some of them right here and ask you to compare
them with the evidence I have just been quoting. Cempare the
gﬁ‘neral order with the actual facts, and say whether you think
the war in the Philippines has demoralized and brutalized
g:lr %%ldiers or not. Observe especially rule 16, rule 44, and

e 80.

Among these rules yon will find the following in order No. 100:

. Rule 16. Military necessity does not admit of cruelty—that is, the inflic-
tion of suffering for the rake of suffering or for revenge, nor of maiming or

wonnding except in fight, nor of torture to extort confessions, * * #*
Rule 44. All wanton violence committed against persons in the invaded
country, all destruction of property not commanded by the authorized of-

ficer, all robbery, all pillage or sacking, even after taking a place by main
force; all rape, wounding, maiming, or killing of such bitants are pro-
hibited under the penalty of death, or such other severe punishment as may
seem adequate for the gravity of the offense, * ¢ #*

Rule 54. A prisoner of war is subject to no punishment for bain%a public
enemy, nor is any revenge wreaked upon him by the intentional infliction of

- any suffering or di @ by cruel imprisonment, want of food, by mutila-
tion, death, or any other bn.rlmrit}i).

ule 75. Prisoners of war are subject toconfinement or imprisonment such

as may be deemed necessary on account of safety, but they are to be sub-

Jjectad to no other intentional suffering or indignitgé i et

Raule 80, Honorable men, when eaptured, will abstain from giving to the
enemy information concerning their own army; and the modern law of war
Serm.!t.-s no longer use of any violence against prisoners in order to extort the

esired information or to punish them for having given false information.

No, Mr. Chairman, it is an insult to the memory of Lincoln to
say that our soldiers in the Philippines have been governed by
this order given by him to the Army of the Union in 1862, Ttis
an insult to the old soldiers of that gallant confiict to plead their
example in extenuation of the crimes committed against non-
combatants, against prisoners, and against helpless women and
children in the provinces of Luzon and Samar.

Furthermore, when you say that I am insulting the Army, I
remind you that Gen. Nelson Miles, the head of the Army, on
the 17th of last December, sent to the Secretary of War an official
communication declaring that—

The war in the Philippines is being conducted with marked severity.

He then went further and proposed remedies. He does not
ganction these barbarities. I am therefore sustaining the head of
the Army. Butl trust, sir, that the time may never come when a
civil officer, especially a representative of the people on this floor,
will be afraid to criticise criminals becaunse they happen to belong
to the Army and have on the uniform of American soldiers.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say that if the hatred of
American rule in the Philippines is so deep seated that 10-year-
old boys are in arms against us and making such dangerous and
valiant soldiers as they are likewise doing in South Africa against
British aggression, then you must admit that it has become a war
of extermination. If ‘ Hell-roaring Smith’’ makes a howling
wilderness of Samar; the Macabebe scouts torture, rob, ravish,
and murder the inhabitants of northern Luzon, and the Moham-

medan Moros of the sonthern islands (3,000,000 of them, more
or less) yet to be exterminated, all in the effort to eivilize and
Christianize these desperate people, we may as well realize that
our task has not yet fairly commenced. Five separate times we
have been told the war was over, but it still goes on. In the lan-
guage of President Schurman, one of McKinley's commissioners
to the Philippines—

These Americans, patriotic but unversed in history, who desire to recre-
ate the Fl%}ipmns in their own similitude will always be able to demonstrate

that the oriental clay is still without shape and seemliness in the American

potter's hand, and that for a perfect product, a vessel of honor and glory,

the American wheel must be kept going for years. perhaps for generations,
or possibly even for centuries. Heaven save the Filipinos from so imperti-
nent and meddlesome an earthly providence. The Filipinos are to develop
along their own racial lines, not along ours: and it is colossal coneeit and im-
pudence to disparage them because they are different from ourselves, Ca-
Fﬁcity for indepangi’ent self-government dozs not necessarily mean capacity
ike ours to administer a commonwealth like ours, but mérely eapacity of
some sort to maintain peace and order, to nphold law, and to fulfill interna-
tional obligations. It may be a matter of only a short t'me when the Chris-
tizn Filipinos of Luzon and the Visayas will be as well qualified to discharge
these functions as Mexico. Peru. Argentina, or Venezuela. And when they
are so qualified the American Government no further duty or business
in the archipelago. Any decent kind of government of Filipinos by Filipi-
nos is better than the best possible government of Filipinos by Americans.

Aye, sir, it is the same old story of foreign conquest and ** crim-
inal aggression”—‘‘the strength of civilization without its
mercy,”’ as Macaulay has said of the British conquest of India.
It is the robbery of the weak to enrich the strong. We may ex-
terminate those people and take their lands, but we will suffer
in the end. The god of justice is greater than the god of battles.
I condemn not the soldier obeying orders, but I condemn the pol-
icy and purpose of the Administration which forces him into this
unholy conflict.

It has been whispered by a bard of old that the angel of merc
sometimes hovers over the stricken field on which lay the blee(i
ing victims of a gallant but misgunided cause and pleads forgive-
ness for their erimes, and hence I trust that the private soldier
and the subordinate officer who has been compelled nnder the
usages of war and in obedience to superior commands to engage
in this unholy strife may find mercy at the court of heaven, but
where, oh, where, is the angel with mantle of charity broad
enough and sympathy wide enough to plead forgiveness for the
hellish demons, ** tyrants dressed in a little brief anthority ** and
dead to all the feelings of human nature, who have driven on this
car of Juggernaut to crush the lives and hopes of helpless millions
merely for the sake of establishing our authority over the islands
of the sea so far away that the voice of the sufferer can scarcely
reach the homes of the intruder?

For me to express my horror and detestation of these miserable
outrages and indulge a sentiment of sympathy for struggling and
helpless humanity Eou say is treason, do you? Then, sir, if human-
ity is treason, make the most of it. If my country no longer
stands for justice—if her name is to be no longer the synonym for
human rights and human freedom, then, in the name of God,
what have we left to be proud of?

Mr. FOSS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. MuDD.

Mr. MUDD. r. Chairman, I had intended to address the
committee somewhat at length and in detail npon a subject-
matter of some importance, in° my judgment, to the history of
the Navy and the country, and having a close relationship to, if
not directly involved in, the provisions of this bill.

I had intended to discuss the findings of the recent court of in-
quiry as to Admiral Schley and the approval of those findings by
the President of the United States, which latter, I propose to say
in all frankness and with great respect, in my judgment, are de-
ci(iledly less tenable and less defensible than the findings them-
selves.

In view, however, of the sad and rather pathetic close of the
life of one of the parties to this general controversy within recent
date, I shall abstain from any such discussion at this tyme, be-
cause I realize there could be no discussion of the conduct of Ad-
miral Schley, as fo the part borne by him at the battle of Santi-
ago and the events leading up to it, that wonld not necessitate a
comparison of the ctive claims and relative merit of per-
formance as between him and Admiral Sampson.

I have no disposition to encourage or countenance indulgence
in any of the spirit of acrimony with which that controversy has
been clothed at this time.

I wish to say, also, in this connection, and as a devoted friend
and admirer of Admiral Schley, that I have naunght but the pro-
foundest respect for the memory of Admiral Sampson and for
the faithful and distinguished services rendered by himin the line
of the duties that fell to him and the opgg]rt.nnities that were his,
I have no feeling other than that of grate regard due to all of the
brave and loyal participants in that struggle in which and out of
which, in the language of him who, in my judgment, was its cen-
tral and commanding figure, there was ** glory enough for all.”
[Applause.]
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But apart from this controversy, Mr. Chairman, and without en-
tering into it at all, I want to give notice at this time that I intend,
when we shall reach thatparagraphin the bill making provisions
for text-books and other appliances for instruction at the Naval
Academy—pages 61 and 62 of the bill—to offer the following
amendment: o e

ot hower e money a Tia’ n section
ur?ls%lv:rc‘li]egx:e in thi:rtﬁl.h%tl%g E:lﬁe(;-e;ft.w 3@&5’% shall be expended
in the purchase of any history of the Spanish-American war written by
Edgar Stanton Maclay for use at the Naval Academy, in ships’ libraries, or
in any other part of the naval establishment of the United States.

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word as to that amendment. I
shall not discuss it in detail at this time. I realize that it will
be subject to a point of order in the precise shape in which it is
submitted, and if there shall be found anyone here who wants to
interpose a point of order against its consideration I shall make
it%e%erma.ne by omitting the words *‘ hereafter to be appropri-
a "

Had it not been for this false and malicious publication, made
under circumstances which at the time gave color to the conten-
tion of its author that it was made with the approval of men
high up in the Navy Department, we would have been spared
the necessity of the court of inquiry, and the regrettable bitter-
ness of the controversy that followed, with its hurtful effects
upon the Navy and the country.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Missouri?

Mr. MUDD, Yes.

Mr. COCHRAN. Isitnot true that it did have the approval
of men high in aunthority in the Navy Department?

Mr. MUDD. 1 did not wish to put it in that shape.

Mr. COCHRAN. Put itin suchshape aswould give your opin-
ion on the subject.

Mr. MUDD. I know that was charged. I believe it was to
some extent denied. I want to say for myself that I think there
was much color of truth given 'bot{le charge by the circnmstances
surrounding it.

Mr. COC%RAN. I think there was nothing else but color of

truth.

Mr. MUDD. Well, I will leave it in that way. I know that
the answer to the suggestion for proscribing the nse of this
history in our great naval school by legislative direction will be
that there is no intention upon the part of the Department so to
use it, in reply to which, withont discussing it further now, I
will say that Secretary Long, when the first edition of this his-
tory was published, in an interview in the Washington Post, a
copy of which I have retained, stated specifically that he would
bar it out of the Academy *‘in its present form.”” That only, and
that expressly, he stated. He promised nothing further than
that and left us to the inference that in a revised and expur-
gated form it might be nsed in the Academy, as are the first two
volumes now used as books of reference and text-books.

There is every reasonable expectation to believe that under the
auspices of the powers that will have control this work will be
upon the shelves of every ship's library in the Navy, taking rank
and prominence along with the Bible and the Constitution and
the Regulations of the Navy, a short time after publication of its
revised edition, just recently issued.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not seeking at this time to precipi-
tate any controversy as to the respective claims to recogmition
between Admiral Schley and anybody else. I am not asking any
special favors for Admiral Schley. Heneedsnone. I am simply
asking in this amendment, which I shall urge with all the vigor
that I possess, that the money of the Government of the United
States shall not be used to further officially tarnish the bright
name of that hero of our late war. [Applause.]

I ask Congress to see to it that there shall be no official sanction
of a history that goes as far in condemnation of Admiral Schley
as does the verdict of the naval court of inquiry. Schley needs
no special honors at the hands of the people at present in charge
of the official machinery of the Navy Department. He asks none.
He may not be secure in the findings of courts of inquiry; his
deeds may not be duly recorded in an inspired or official history
of the Spanish-American war; but secure in the affections of the
plain, nnbiased people of this country, he can well rest assured
of the just verdict of brave men everywhere, and await with con-
fidence the calm and impartial verdict of a history which. if it be
not preserved in written characters in books, will remain imper-
ishably recorded by the landmarks of the fragments of the
enemy’s fleet strewn by him along the coast line of Cuba, and by
the characters written by the wrecks of Spanish vessels at the
bottom of the waters of the Caribbean Sea. [Applause.]

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL].

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I came into the
Hall while the gemtleman from Missouri was portraying the out-

rages that had been trated by the American soldiers upon
the Filipinos, and I repgrrgfted very much to hear it. I had hoped
that there would be a monopoly of that kind of talk elsewhere
and that we should not have in the House of Representatives the
maligning and slandering of the American Army while in the
performance of its duty.

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield to anybody for anything.

Mr. VANDIVER. Do you say that the statements I made
were maligning and misrepresenting the Army?

Mr. HILL. I say absolutel%/ that the one-sided statement of
any case is a falsehood on its face and must be so; and had the

entleman desired to be fair to the American Army he would
gave stated both sides of this proposition.

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say to the gentleman that if I
had sufficient time to do it, and that if I occupied a place as he
does——

Mr. HILL. Well, you had an hour, and I have five minutes.

Mr. VANDIVER. If I occupied a place where I had an op-
portunity to do it, I would state every side of this case.

i . I decline to yield to the gentleman to make a
speech.

Mr. VANDIVER. Then I just simply want to say to yon that
yvou have maligned and misrepresented the officers of the United
States Government who have made these reports,

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, it was my pleasure during the last
summer to visit the Philippine Islands. This is the first time I
have referred to that fact since this Congress opened. I should
not do so now but for the statements made by the gentleman from
Missouri, and especially the statement made in regard to Gen.

Jacob H. Smith. I had the pleasure of visiting Gen. Jacob H.

Smith’s department, going through it for 120 miles. I found the

people at peace, engaged in the usnal avocations of peace, with
everything quiet, business being transacted in a ]ﬁular and
orderly way, and no difficnlty or trouble with anybody passing
up and down throngh that department. But it had not always
been so; and it seems to me that it is at least fair, while a man’s
character is under consideration and being tried by the regularly
constituted anthorities, by a court-martial, that both sides of this
House should at least withhold a verdict until that court-martial

and those regularly constituted authorities have made their find-
ings.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. HILL. Ihave but five minutes, and there is one thing T
want to state. €

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman declines to yield.

Mr. HILL. IstatethatIfound the departmentof Gen.JacobH.
Smith in peace and quietness, and yet while that condition existed
this incident actually occurred. A company of Tagalos, Filipi-
nos—the Filipino army, if you choose to call it such—descended
upon a village of peaceable Filipinos who chose to carry on their
regular business pursuits in peace and quietness and destroyed
that village. murdering men, women, and children, and if the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] desires a specimen of
barbarity I want to tell you what they did fo loyal Filipinos and
Americans. They took men out and tied them to ant hills. Now,
that may seem a strange thing, but those ant hills are 6 or 8 or 10
feet high and 6 feet in diameter. filled with ants that are abso-
lutely ravenous and eat up everything they come in contact with.
They tied these men to ant hills and allowed them to be eaten to
death by ants. They buried them in the ground up to their necks
and allowed them to be pecked to death by the birds and eaten by
the ants. They took loyal Filipinos and loyal Americans and cut
them open in the abdomen, taking out a portion of the bowel and
nailing it to a tree and driving them around the tree with bolos
compelling them to disembowel themselves. and yet you gentle-
men stand here and condemn American soldiers for standing by
the men who are loyal to the American flag, and who are suffer-
ing such outrages as these.

Mr. VANDIVER. For the very same kind of barbarities
which you are now charging against the Filipinos.

Mr. HILL. Talk about water cures! Fight your political
battles decently! Do not attempt to do it by slandering Ameri-
can soldiers in the performance of their duty. [Applause on the
Republican side.

Mr. COCHR.

Mr. HILL. I will

Mr. COCHRAN. Did you notice any difference between the
size of 10-year-old boys over there and here?

Mr. HILL. Oh, I have seen too many 10-year-old boys on the
other side of this House to have any trouble in recognizing the
difference. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. COCHR That is your answer. Let me ask you one
question further.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. COCHRAN. And I expect he is glad of it.

Will the gentleman yield for a question?
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The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. FOSS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
[Mr. ToNGUE].

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, just recently some new policies
to be adopted into Federal legislation have been Eroposed and
advocated that greatly concern the West, from which I come, and
the agricultural classes, whom I in represent. They have
been urged by members on that side of the House, by leading
Democratic newspapers in various sections of the country, by
Democratic clubs and Democratic committees with such vigor and
persistency that they demand attention. The ‘‘ eternal principles
of Democracy, it seems, refuse to be *‘ eternal '’ or to stay fixed or
to have immortality thrust upon them. They seem to be in need
of repair, and are undergoing their usual biennial readjustment.
The Democratic party, Mr. Chairman, seems to have found from
recent occurrences a new political issue, in which it hopes to
unite its scattered elements. A ‘‘mew issue’’ is something for
| which with eager eyes it has been scanning the political horizon
for some time past.

At last one seems to have presented itself, like Minerva, full
armed from the brain of Jove, and has been eagerly welcomed.
During the last few days there has been an unusual and ab-
normal and unjustifiable increase in the retail price of fresh
meats. This condition has affected every household. Prices to
the consumer have reached a point never attained during many
years, if at any time in the history of the country. Meats which
were formerly purchased by the housekeeper at 18 to 20 cents
per pdc:und suddenly increased in price to 30 and 35 cents per
poun

In many instances prices of meat to the consumer in Eastern
cities have more than doubled, and that within the past sixty
days. Our Democratic brethren, who some years ago based their
campaign largely upon the low price of produects, and charged it
to the increase in the value of gold, have now discovered that
upon some farm products at least prices are too high. They are
commencing, if not a vigorous, a very noisy campaign to reduce
the price npon commodities which a few years ago they claimed
it as their special mission to increase.

Realizing the consternation that such an unusual increase in
the prices of the necessaries of life must carry to many hearth-
stones, they have adopted as a new battle cry ‘* Cheap food for the
masses.”” Discovering what they believe to be an evil, they are
looking for a remedy. It is not necessary for them to look far.
The time-honored one of the Democratic party is always at hand.
In Democratic eyes no economic evil afflicts the American people
that is not caused by the *‘iniquitous’ tariff. ** Down with the
tariff,”” particulars not given, is their remedy for every political
ill which afflicts the body politic. 'Whatever business misfortunes
befall the people of the country are laid to the door of the tariff.
They can conceive of no other remedy in the present instance, ex-
cept to remove the tariff.

hen a housekeeper complains that she is asked 40 cents E:r
pound for poultry for which she formerly paid 12, she is told that
it is the tariff of 5 cents per pound upon dressed poultry. When
the boarder at a restaurant is asked at the rate of 25 cents per
pound more for his beefsteak than sixty days ago, he is told it is
the tariff. When the housekeeper wishes to purchase a choice
piece of tenderloin steak and is asked $1 per pound, she is told that
it is the tariff of 2 cents per pound upon dressed beef. They
would have us believe that just outside the boundaries of the Re-
public, upon every side of us, are great quantities of the choicest
of tenderloin, praying for someone to remove the 2-cent tariff bar-
rier and permit these choice morsels to be sold to the starving
people of the United States for §1 fper pound.

According to this new edition of the gospel of reunited Democ-
racy there are great swarms of fat chickens perched upon the
trees and fences just outside of the 5-cent tariff wall surrounding
the Republic and praying someone to let down the bars so they
can fly to our very doors and enjoy the blessed privilege of being
killed, picked, and sold to hungry Americans at 40 cents per
pound. In someway,in some form, the resentment of the eating
public must be thoroughly aroused and utilized for political pur-
poses in aid of the Democratic party.

Mr. Chairman, there is not a well-informed member of this
House on either side, or an intelligent man in public life, who
does not know that the recent unusual increase in the price of
meat is not the work of the farmer, of the stock raiser, or of the
stock feeder. They are not receiving the benefit of the increase.
It has not been made in their interest, but they are now being
injured and will continue to be injured in the future by it. Itis
no more the result of the tariff, which has not been disturbed in
five years, than the increase in the wholesale price of domestic
fine salt within thirteen months, from $5.50 a ton to $25.80 per
ton, is caused by a tariff of $1.60 per ton. Both these tariffs were
the same five years a%o as they are now. The recent unusual
increase in the price of meat, as the increase in the price of salf,

is the work of a il‘mt and unholy combination and a conscience-
less trust, and wholly for the benefit of a trust that defies law
and despoils both the owner of live stock and the consumer of
Eeat v};lroducts. The remedy should be directed to the cause of

e evil.

The Attorney-General has already instituted proceedings for
this purpose. e Democratic party, according to a speech made
by the gentleman from New Jersey to his constituents a short
time ago, has discovered that “* there is no power in the President
and none in the Attorney-General to suppress monopoly.” And
so our Democratic friends, in their eagerness to take advantage
of tempo: conditions and make political capital out of an ex-
cited and indignant public opinion, now propose to strike, not at
the real culprit, but, as I expect to show, at one of its victims.
They propose to let the guilty escape and punish the innocent for

political gurposes.

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. TONGUE. Yes, if it is brief, as I have but little time.

Mr. COCHRAN. When do you think the Attorney-General
or the President first discovered that there was a beef trust; within
the last thirty days?

Mr. TONGUE. Thatquestion had probably better be directed
to the Attorney-General. I am not the keeper of his official se-
crets. I want to say—

Mr. COCHRAN. After the beef trust has been discovered and
prosecufed, will the Attorney-General prosecute the steel trust,
the barb-wire trust, the wood-pulp trust, and other trusts that
have been in existence, some for forty, some for twenty, and some
for ten years?

Mr. TONGUE. I am not undertaking to discuss all the trusts.
Some of these were in existence as prominently when the gentle-
man’s own party was in Ig)(;ﬂf@:r as they are now. If the attitude
of the gentleman from New Jersey is correct, that *‘ there is no
power in the President and there is none in the Attorney-General
to suppress monopoly,’”’ and that this can be done only by an
au*;ended Federal Constitution, proceedings would be of little
value,

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman indorse the opinion of
the gentleman from New Jersey?

Mr. TONGUE. No; I do know, and from a recent conference
with the Attorney-General I feel fully warranted in saying that if
the gentleman from Missouri will come out of his hazy realm of
common report and hearsay and will produce to the Attorney-
General tangible, legal, and valid evidence showing the existence
and operation of any trust doing business contrary to the laws of
the United States, Sroceedjngs will be promptly instituted against
them and vigorously prosecuted. But I am not going into the
entire trust question. Just now I am after one trust—the meat
trust—and I propose to say something to my friends on the other
side of the House for the singular remedy they propose. It is a
proposition not to injure, but to help, the trust; not to reduce its
prices to consumers, but to enlarge the markets in which it is to
purchase and destroy competition; not in its selling, but in its
buying. While retaining grotection upon every other product
they propose to remove all duties, not only from fresh meats, not
only from all meat-producing live stock, but from all ** food stuffs
in daily use,”” which includes every agricultural production
within the United States.

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. TONGUE. I have not the time to yield.

Mr. SULZER. Is the gentleman willing to vote to take the
tariff on meat products off?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. TONGUE. I certainly am not, and yet that would not
lower the price of meat. Does the gentleman suppose that tak-
ing the tariff of 2 cents a pound on tenderloin beefsteak that sells
for $1 a pound would reduce the price to the consumer? Does
the gentleman from New York suppose that taking the tariff of
5 cents a pound off dressed chickens, now selling in this city at
40 cents a pound, would reduce the price to 12 cents, just as it
was a year ago under the same tariff? -

Mr. SULZER. Does not the gentleman think——

Mr. TONGUE. I have not time to discuss all these questions
relating to the tariff in the limited time assigned to me.

The (%HA]:B. The gentleman declines to yield. The gen-
tleman from New York is aware that a gentleman can not be
taken from the floor when he declines to yield.

Mr. TONGUE. Mry. Chairman,Iwant toconsider for a moment
tl&e r;ameﬂy proposed by our Democratic friends, and its probable
effect.

The New York American and Journal, ambitious to be the
leading Democratic newspaper of the country, in its issue of the
24th ultimo devotes more than a page to this question. It is
full of glaring headlines, sentences in capitalg, all centering to
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“ Off with the tariff on beef, veal, mutfon, and
pork” will read a few extracts from that paper:

Throngh the manipulations of monopolists the prices of meats have re-
cently inereased enorm
Thus an unusual demand for othersrﬁclasoftoodhubeenuﬁﬂma]ly
created, and they, in turn, have greatly advanced in pri
The chief articles of food controlled by the monopo]mtsotthefoodtmst
are beef, veal, mutton. and pork.
to maintain their of

These meat monopolists are enabled in
the market by the tariff duties now levied upon foreign beef, veal, mutton,

and pork.

o is pél.rtne:rship between the Government and the food trust must come
an en:
Congress, ifitsowms‘mnatomanpe&lthemleydnﬁmandlatin

free t.ha beef, mutton, and pork of Canada an
That woulrl bring prices down on the run.
. It wonld give relief to the 'p!undemd peop}.e and the suffe
The American and J goﬁyaee to the people of the United States
that they pour in pet.:.tions to ouse of Representatives in favor of the

at once.

. passage of a free-meat bill.
Off with the tariff on beef, veal, mutton. and pork.
Let umt be the cry of every victim of the fi trust.

Every pillaged household should be a campaign headquarters for the
turthcn.m,e of this movement against famine prices for the necessaries of life.

Down with the food trust.

Give Congress to understand that you mean business.

Mr. McDeRMOTT, & Democratic member of Congress from New
Jersey, on the 23d of last month introdueed a bill to remove all
the duty * &ch meat of any kind and upon live or dressed poul-
try imported from foreign countries.”

On the 25th nltimo Mr. Sius, another Democratic member, in-
troduced a similar bill for the repeal of all duties * upon ‘beef
mutton, pork, and veal.”

The Detroif Free Press, a leading Democratic paper, ina recent
issue, urges the total repeal of the duties upon ** cattle, sheep, and
dressed meats.”’

It urges that in this way—

The markets of the United States wounld be thrown
cattle and sheep, as well as to the refrigerated beef o
Anustralia.

It further alleges:

‘Whether the high prices are due to the operation of the trust or to the
gearcity of ¥, it is the evident duty of Congress to remove the tariff, in
the interest of the consumer.

It forgets that the recent increased retail price is due to neither.

The demand for cheaper meats is immediate.

A leading newspaper a few days ago contained the following in
its Washington dispatches:

A New York paper to—dx:;rpolled the Democratic side of the House to ascer-
tain whether the members were willing to vote for the removal of duties on
meats on account of the beef trust having forced prices so much higher.
‘Almost all gave affirmative answers,

The Washington Post, owned and controlled by an ex-Demo-
cratic member of Congress and substantially a Democratic paper,
under the name of Independent, in its issue of Friday, May 2,
also adds its indorsement of this new Democraticissue. It makes
the following statement:

The duty is §2.75 a head on cattle worth not more than §14 a head, and 27}
per cent on cattle valued at a higher price. The repeal of this tax would let
T ca large numbers from Mexico and Canada—cheap cattle for the
farmer to restock the ranges that are said to be deplsted; fat cattle for tke
butcher from the latier.

Not only the cattle duty but the tariff on all earnivorous foods, including
pork, veal.. mutton poultry, and the 2 cents a pound on dressed beef, should
come off. o an emergency like this, it is fal.lggo talk of waiting till
Congress can msk:e a thorough revision of the tarif! before the cnttle?g
mther immediate taxes are touched. is an oceasion

_ But the same paper in its editorial columns of yesterday morn-
ing asserts:

It is everlastingly true that the country does not want and will not have
an entire abolition of protection,

The same paper in an editorial this morning, discussing this
subject, contains the following: :

Meanwhile the one sure and immediate remedy is left untried. Repub-
lican candidates for Congress wi.ll be mmpel]ed to defend the tariff taxes on
beef cattle and on dressed mea

And the beef trust is but one ol! thair many afflictions. They know that

the countfy is not a bit in love with the Democratic party, but remaems-
ber that the parzmhas more than once been anbjoct.ed by its own members
to the wholesome ipline of defeat.

This is a plain issue. We are given notice *that the country
does not want and will not have an entire abolition of protection
of the productions of the factory, but Democracy asserts that
the country does want and will have an entire abolition of pro-
tection to the productions of the farm and range. Republican
candidates for Congress are given notice of this issue and are
threatened with defeat if they attempt ** to defend the tariff taxes
on beef cattle and on dressed mea

A meeting held in Jersey City on the 28th ultimo, dominated
by Democrats and addressed by Democrats, passed reaoluhons,
alleging among other things: :

That food at our very borders Proh.lb!ted an entry until a tariff rate is

paid, is not protection but opp:
The essential and most expeditions rem a{lto bring to an end this condi-
tion is the immediate repeal of the tariff on all meats and food stuffs in daily

use.

n to Canadian
Argentine and

17 damz.n

The executive committee of the national and State associations
of Democratic clubs, and the State League of Democratic Clubs
at a recent conference adopted the following resolutions:

ereas President Roosevelt has set the Depn.rtment of Justice in metion

on the protest of the the meat monopo
‘Whereas the food tis attacked by the At"t.omay -General of the
United States;

and
Whereas it is desired to rescue the people from the clutehes of the trust;

and
Whereas Con, ess,itftsowﬂls.mnp]aee th.sfoodprodnctsomtmnedb
thetl"astupon&beahatmnveryshortt and 7
Whereas it seems neceasary that Congress should be stirred to activity in
this direction: Therefore, be
Reso!ved, 'I’hat the Prosident of these United States should send a special
in seasion, urging repeal of the duties on the prod-
ucta controned by t i:a tmst.. or such legis%atdon as may bring relief to the
people generally.
In another issue a leading Democratic paper a few days ago
had the following:

But the duties on foreign meats can be removed immediately.

‘Why should this relief to the people be delayed a single day?

President Roosevelt has it inhis power to drive to the rear the Republican
leaders who are helping the food trust to empty the workingman's dinner
pail and to make meager the fare of the workingman’s family.

Repeal of the meat duties would th'a results at once. Ssnd in a special
message, Mr. Hoosevelt. Hit the food trust through the tariff,

How refreshing this belated Democratic interest in the * work-
ingman’s dinner pail.””

Now, Mr. Chairman, conceding that most of the recent in-
crease in the price of meat to the eonsumer is indefensible, that
it is an evil that ought to be remedied, let us examine for a
moment the proposed remedy.

First. The proposal to remove the duties npon dressed meats.
Let it be understood that neither the tariff upon dressed meats
nor live stock has been increased during the last five years. The
tariff is p the same now as before the recent increase.
The rates of tan% upon dressed meat are as follows:

Frech beef, veal, mutton, and pork ... oooiicomiicraaaas
Poultry, live ....._.. -
I’oultry, dressed

Are these tariff duties the cause of the recent rise in meat?
Why have these prices gone up so enormously while the tariff
has remained stationary? How much cheaper would tenderloin
steak that sells in Eastern cities for §1 per pound be if the tariff
of 2 cents per pound were removed? O beefsteaks sell for
30 cents per pound retail. How much would these be cheapened
by removing a tariff duty of 2 cents per pound?

The retail price of dressed poultry within a short time has in-
creased from 12 cents to 40 cents per pound. How much cheaper
would that be if the tariff duty of 5 cents per pound were removed.

‘Who are making these enormous profits? What is the cause of
this enormous increase in prices? o are receiving them? Cer-
tainly not the men who grow, raise, and feed live stock. The
highest market price for dressed beef, mutton, and pork in the
cities of the West dnrmg the present year has not exceeded 9
cents egr pound. The increase in the last sixty in the price
of fresh meats paid to the producers has not exoeecied 2 cents per
pound. On the other hand, d the last few days, the decrease
in the use of meats through the increased price has ed
the sale for cattle. A leading Democratic paper, on the 2d of thi
month, contained the following dispatch:

REFUSAL TO EAT MEAT CAUSKS §500,000 LOSS—STOCK RATSERS AND INDUSTRIES

IDENTIFIED WITH THE CATTLE TRADE FEEL THE COUNTRY'S RESENTMENT
AGAINST THE TRUST.

CHICAGO, May 1, 1902,

Depreciation in the price of cattle and rednction in consumption during
the last three days are said on the most trustworthy authority to have re-
sulted in a loss of §200,000 to the live-stock raisers sdjaeenttn Chicago.
in the other industries elosely identified with the cattle trade, the loss is
to run over L0,

In Rockford, I1l., where themndiﬁmmmldwbeasnm le of those in
other cities in northern the demand for meat has en off 37¢ per
;::?t T&g mqlffm mnx{.h ad aboutt 11;)1:9 m%xllgtgnn. refuse to impart l:ini

ormation 8y Sa o va not been a secure figures on whic
e i s “gm{g in the business, and admitted]

of the ers 2] an ttedly one of the best-
posted cattie:tmn in the thtéJ mwrgt Sita ia&n' it is simp x
** Business is wWo over saw; i paralyzed. In fac
there is no busﬁm at all for the !pu-.km houses. If hgm agitation and faltlz:
ing off in consumption continue, 1 don’ ow what will happen. Certain it
is that if the sgitation continues the worst is yet to come.”

‘When re to come in from the far West the t reduction in
CONSUm; ﬁcm. with the consequent depreciation in cattle values, it is assorted,
will run into the millions.

Commission men at the s1.ock ys,rds to-day blocked the further fall in cat-
tle prices by t.elellﬁlra h.mF ppers to hold their eattle until the market
stwngthencd pts to-da.y were only 6,000 head to the 18,000 head of
yesterday. The packers continued their policyof yesterday, 'imﬁng only
the animals necessary to flll immediate orders.

“The yards have not been so lifeless since the panic of 1893, was the com-
ment of the commission men to-day. The cattle that were sold brought yes-
terday’sprices, 25 cents a hundredweight lower than those of Tuesday. Hogs
fell 10 cents lower.

Another Chicago dispatch of A states that because of
the falling off in the demand for 3ressed meats ** Chicago pack-
ers have discharged hundreds of men.” ‘‘In nearly all the big
plants large numbers of men are being laid off.”
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The condition of the meat trade of Boston on May 2 and 3 is

shown by the following:
DECREASED CONBUMPTION OF BEEF. -

Twelve cars of dressed beef were received at Boston on Friday and Satur-
day of last week. The receipts for the two corresponding daysa year ago
were 87 cars. It is evident that Bostonians and the le- in the vicinity of
their cit{'m not, patronizing the beef trust so extensively as they have been
in the habit of doiu%m

‘What is true of ton is true also of nearly the entire country. Anad-
vance in the price of any commodity so notable as the advance in the price
of beef has been necessarily brings with it a decrease in consumption.

Yet with this demoralization of the cattle market the following
appeared in the New York Tribune of Sunday, May 4, under the
heading—

HIGHER PRICED RESTAURANTS MAKE 20 CENTS MORE THAN USUAL ON
ETEAKS,

A pound of tenderloin‘beefsteak cooked and served in a restaurant that
has raised prices is sold to the consumer at an increase of about 25 cents in
the price. This means that the purveyor makes #) cents more on every
pound of steak than he did before the trust raised prices.

On the same day the New York American and Journal con-
tained the following:

NO RELIEF IN SIGHT FOR CONSUMERS IN GREATER NEW YORK.

From the legal standpoint, the local war against the food trust wasata
standstill yesterday.

From the consnmers’ standpoint the situation was about as bad as ever, re-
tail prices of meats remaining at about the same figures as during the week.

Fresh pork is the only meat staple that sees an approach {0 reasonsbls
prices. Ham and bacon and other pork products re; nat abnormally high
pricf& i;glislu beef and lamb of all varieties are still beyond the reach of lean
pocket S.

Eight dealers said yesterday that women who conduct dining rooms and
boarding houses freg;:_s;ugi_leava the shops in tears after learning that the
high prices remain . The present prices threaten the boa g-house
keepers with ruin. >

5,000 MEN PROPOSE TO BUY NO TRUST MEATS FOR THIRTY DAYS.
AMSTERDAM, N. Y., May 3, 1902,

The Amsterdam Central Labor Union, composed of 25 subordinate unions,
with a total mem‘bersg‘iip of 5,000, has ado a resolution to sbstain from
the use of meat handled by the meat trust for the next thirty days.

The Washington Post of Sunday contains the following:

MEAT GOES UP AGAIN—ANOTHER INCREASE IN PRICE OF BEEF MADE BY
THE PACKERS.

Yesterday saw another advance in the price of beef in the local market
and with the increase came corrqsﬂondin‘; advance in the price of subst
tute commaodities. The figures, which had already been unprecedentedly higl
for meat, were sent up farther by the wholesale people, who were followed,
though not toan equal degree, by the retail dealersabout thecity. Theselat-
ter were notified yesterday that meat would cost 31 more a hundred,while with
this came from other sources information, direct and indirect, of a prospective
increase in the price of poultry in the coming week of about a cent a pound.

Retail dealersare inclined to take a very gloomy view of the sitnation. As
a rule, they find very little comfort in the i?‘h prices prevailing. Thereis
little, if any, more money in it for them, while a larger outlay is necessary,
and, in addition, there is the public discontent to meet. N

Regarding the present additional advance, as in the case of the G&n‘ecedmg
ra the representatives of the packing interests are disinclined to speak.
Those who will talk, however, volunteer no hope for a lowering of prices in
the near future. 2

It #5 evident the farmer and stockman, the producer of meats,
is not getting the benefit of this increase in price. The small
additional amount paid to him does not more than cover the cost
of feeding, growing out of the scarcity of corn and higher-priced
feed. On the contrary, he has been made the victim of decreased
consumption. While there has certainly been a great increasein
the Price of fresh meats to the consumer, the highest price paid
for fresh dressed beef to the farmer and stockman in the city of
Portland, Oreg., during the year has been 8} cents per pound, 1
cent higher than at a corresponding period one year ago.

The recent Summary of Commerce and Finance, published by
the Treasury Department, gives *‘ the top prices per 100 pounds
for cattle on the hoof for each week’ at the Chicago stock yards
since January 2, 1897. I select the prices at the end of the firs

=g

week in April and May of each year: -
Native | Texas
Year. steers. |steers. Cows.
April 8 i .40 | $4.45| 8430
i) i w S o e T e S A S . i i i ot it Sl e e S g o 0 P s, A o
e R e e 5.40 | 4.50 4.40
1808,
B L e e e O B 4.10
7 o 5 5.2 | 4.40 4,15
April 1 5.80 | 4.8 4.5
¥ M 5.50 | 4.%0 4.80
5.80 | 5.00 4.85
5.7 | 5.10 4.80
6.25 | 5.80 4.7
6.10 | 5.25 4.85
7.50 | 8.10 6.00
7.40 6.10 8.00
.50 | 6.00 6.30
7.50 | 6.50 6.50

This is the end of the official record, but the quotations from
responsible newspapers for April 80 of this year, from the Chicago
market, are as follows:

s e Al o % ot lover ool o i s M 0
| Al & .5 5 . 5
canners, $1.25 to §2.90; calves, §2 to s-l:fma?'rema:g'ee’fa, 95.25’ w%%m e

Prices the 10th instant are practically the same.

The increase in the prices paid to the stockmen in Chicago in
April and May, 1902, is from 80 cents to $1.25 per 100 pounds, or
practically an average of 1 cent per pound.

Who is getting the remainder of &e increased cost to the con-
sumer from 12 to 25 cents per pound? Who are responsible for
this unusnal increase in the retail price? There can be but one
answer. There is but oneanswer. It is the wealthy corporations
who own the great slanghtering establishments, who own the
great packing houses, refrigerating plants, refrigerating cars, and
who, according to the New York American and Journal, * enjoy
discriminating transportation rates,” and who control absolutely
the slanghter, sale, and distribution of all classes of fresh meats,
who in 1901 bonght, slanghtered, and sold 15,000,000 head of cattle,
shcep, and hogs.

They name and control alike the prices charged to the consumer
and the prices paid to the producer, the farmer and stockman.
They are the enemies of both, and plunder both with perfect im-
partiality. The owner of cattle can find no market but such
as they offer. There is scarcely a retail butcher in the land who
would not be rnined should he dare to purchase a dressed beef
from the farmer who raised and slanghtered it. These are the
men who have organized and compose the so-called ** food trust,”
who, while robbing the consumer, distressing the poor, and stary-
ing the hungry, are stopping the conmmgtion of meats, destroy-
ing the market for cattle, and sending distress to the homes of
the men who depend upon the sale of their cattle and live stock
for daily bread. They depress prices paid to the owner of live
stock and increase the price of meats to the consnmer.

A Republican Administration proposes to strike this trust
throngh the courtsunder existing laws, which they are openly
defying and contemptuously violating. Its action is sending
consternation into the ranks of the conspirators. But our Demo-
cratic friends, on the contrary, propose to strike not the cul-
prits, but the vietims; not to cripple the trust, but to help it;
not to relieve its victims, but to bind at least one class still firmer
in its clutches, 'What cares the trust for free meat or free cattle?
It produces neither. It buys both, slaughters, dresses, preserves
meats, and puts them upon the block of the retailer. It wants
to buy where it can buy cheapest. It wants a wide market in
which to purchase its supplies. It would welcome the removal
of duties both on cattle and dressed meat as much as Have-
meyer would weleome the removal of the duties upon unrefined
sSugar.

Both trusts want “ free raw material.”’ Controlling, as the
meat trust does, every great slaughtering establishment, every
great packing house, refrigerating plant, and refrigerating cars,
and ** discriminating transportation rates,’”’ and practically the
freedom-of every retail butcher in the land, does anyone snppose
for one moment that the removal of the duties upon dressed meats
would enable any foreign butcher to invade the dominion of the
trust, interfere with its trade, diminish its sales, or supply the
retailer? Omnthecontrary, the removal of these duties npon dressed
meats and upon cattle would tend to render the trust more inde-
pendent of the home producer of live stock. Doesanyoneseriously
expect to cripple the trust by extending and cheapening the mar-
ket in which it buys its supplies?

Under these conditions, what relief would the removal of tariff
npon fresh meats give to the consumer? We do not import; we
have not for years imported fresh meats in any considerable quan-
tities. The importations of that, as past experience shows, has
not been affected by the tariff. Prior to 1890 there was no tariff
on mutton or veal. The tariff on beef and pork was 1 cent per
pound. TUnder the tariff law of October 1, 1890, there was no
tariff on veal, while the tariff on beef, mutton, and pork was 2
cents per pound.

Under the Wilson bill there was no tariff on veal, while the
tariff on beef, mutton, and pork was 20 per cent ad valorem.
Under the present law the tariff on beef, veal, mutton, and pork
is 2 cents per pound. This variation of the tariff has had prac-
tically no influence whatever npon the importation of fresh meats.
The importation of meats and meat extracts under these several
tariffs have been as follows:

L B e e o s b Bt i i S A S e ---- $407,088
In 1891, with a marked increase of tariff . BZLA22
In 1865, after a lowering of the tariff____. .- 479,588

In 1801, with the tariff againincreased __ - 407,003

In this last year less than $60,000 was paid for fresh beef,
mutton, pork, veal, and poultry. The remainder was paid for
various ‘‘extracts’ and ‘* preserved meats.”” This shows how

.
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absolutely the great packing houses control the sale and distribn-
tion of dressed meats.

The United States exports enormous quantities of dressed meats.
It imports practically none. Remove all of the duties from all
forms of dressed meats, and there would be no increase in im-
portation. The proposal to remove the evil growing out of the
recent high prices by removing this tariff seems so entirely inad-
equate that it is ha,rg to conceive that those who propose it believe
that it will have any beneficial result whatever.

A Republican Attorney-General, under the directions and with
the advice of a Republican President, proposes a differentand, as
I believe, amuch more efficacious proceeding. The President and
Attorney-General believe it is not the farmer and the stock raiser,
but the great trusts and combinations owning and controlling the
slaughtering establishments and refrigerating plants, snd control-
ling the slanghtering. preservation, and distrﬁmtion of meats, that
by an unholy combination and agreement have forced up prices
unjustifiably and in defiance of public opinion, good conscience,
and the laws of the United States. They are instituting proceed-
ings under the antitrust laws to dissolve these combinations in
restraint of frade. Thisis the practical remedy, and the only prac-
tical remedy.

It is strange how suddenly our Democratic friends have become
imbued with the idea that neither Congress nor the Administra-
tion can do anything to repress trusts. The gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. McDErMOTT], on that side of the House, in a
%eech made a few days ago in Jersey City, as reported by the

ew York Herald, is said to have made the following statement:

There is no power in the President and there is none in the Attorney-Gen-
eral to suppress monopoly. At best, the States which create these institu-
tions can impose fines for a violation of charters, and what isa fine to a band
of conspirators who, without heart or conscience, are in the business of
wringing, with greedy hands, millions of the public?

Men and newspapers may suggest remedies, but there will never be any
remedy until the National Government has the sole power to grant life to
corporations which do an interstate business and untHOit has power to take
away that life for good cause,

For the pu of accomplishing this end, I bave introduced an amend-
to the Fede Constitution, which, in my judgment and the judgment of
others who have examined it, is the way iu remedy the great evil about
which the whole ootmlﬁg is now crying.

Take down that ta wall and et in the mutton of Canada and the beef

of Mexico and I believe you will accomplish at least something, though, per-
haps, the onl{ substantial and permanent remedy is Federal control of Fed-
eral corporations.
. A year ago, on this side of the House, we proposed to amend
the Federal Constitution so as to give Congress the power to
regualate trusts. The amendment failed to secure the necessary
two-thirds vote because of a solid Democratic opposition. Now,
when the Republican Administration proposes to appeal to the
laws upon the statute books, passed by a Republican é)ongreas and
signed by a Republican President, to repress the most iniquitous
trust that ever existed and to grant a suffering people immediate
relief, the Democracy suddenly discovers that the Federal Govern-
ment is powerless to control trusts. and that ** there is no power
in the President and there is none in the Attorney-General to
suppress monopoly,” and suddenly discovers the mecessity of
amending the Federal Constitution!

The trusts that are made defendants do not share the confidence
of the gentleman from New Jersey. We are told by the leading
newspapers that the action of the Government ‘* has caused alarm
among the packers.”

Mr. Chairman, the proposition to remove the tariff on fresh
meat alone would alarm no one, but the Democracy does not pro-
pose to stoph there. It seeks to take advantage of the distress
caused by thoseincreased prices to urge other remedies that wonld
be disastrous, that would be far-reaching, and would fall with
crushing weight upon the farmers and stock raisers of the United
States, and particularly in the great West.

They do not propose to stop by the removal of the duties upon
meats. They are advocating the removal of the duties upon all
** food stuffs indaily use,”” and particularly upon cattle and sheep.
Let it be nunderstood that whatever the condition of the tariff, we
do not import well-fed animals ready for the block. No other
nation competes with the farmers of the great Middle West in
the ability to take unfed cattle and fatten and prepare them for
market.

From the Pacific coast young stock—sheep as well as cattle—
drift eastward, are grazed upon the ranges of Montana, Wyoming,
Idaho, and other mountain States, and drift still farther eastward
to be fed upon the corn of Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and Illinois,

and there uS) ed for market. Toremove the duty on cattle and
sheep would be to fill the feeding pens and cornfields of the Mid-
dle West with unfed animals from other countries now as in 1895

and 1896. The stockman and farmer of the Pacific coast, from
the Western States, could not compete with the stockman of
Mexico, with the advantage of milder climate, cheaper land and
labor, in supplying stockers and feeders. The removal of this
duty would strike with unusual severity upon the great live-stock
indnstry on the Pacific coast and of the entire West. :

But a removal of the duties upon meats and live stock is not all
that “* united Democracy '’ contemplates. Mark the words, ** food
stuffs in daily use.”’ Itis but a short time ago we listened to a
distingnished member of the other side of the House, then the
floor leader of Democracy, in discussing tariff problems, use this

language:

A tax upon consumption must always be unjust.

The necessaries of life ought to bear no burden at all, or at least they
oug‘tlttto bear as little as is consistent with the necessities of the Govern-
ment.

Placing the necessaries of life on the free list is not, as some seem to sup-
pose, an n.;:penl to the selflshness of the masses, but it is an effort to approxi-
mate justice under an unjust system. Iam so Iu]]g persuaded that it is our
duty whenever possible to remove all taxes from the necessaries of life that
I will never consent to place upon the free list any article which is bought
purely for the sake of makin ofit out of it until we have first taken all
taxes off of those articles whic e poor are compelled to buy in order to be
comfortable and decent.

In the vocabulary of this orator, the taxes referred to were du-
ties npon imports. *‘The necessaries of life,” ** those articles
which the poor are compelled to buy in order to be comfortable
and decent’ include every product of the farm, the range, the
orchard, the garden, the field, the forest, and the flock. They
involve every industry of the State which I have the honor in
part to represent, and of the entire Northwest. To remove the
tariff duties from all of these is to remove the tariff duties upon
every agricultural product of the State of Oregon, upon the prod-
ucts of its forests, of its flocks and herds, its gardens and orchards,
and the coal from its mines. - -

The duties from these are to be wholly removed before there
is to be any reduction upon ** any article which is bought purely
for the sake of making profit.”” Buf articles bought for the pur-
pose of making profit include everything to be purchased by the
American farmer. Upon these the duty is not only being main-
tained, but it will necessarily be increased to supply the taxes re-
moved from agricultural products. Taxes must be levied.
Revenues must be collected. Governments must be maintained.
There are no resources from which this money can be raised ex-
cept by methods of taxation. Itis conceded on all sides that the
simplest, the most expeditious, and the least burdensome method
of collecting taxes is by imposing and collecting duties upon
imports.

‘ihe Democrats of Oregon have just declared in favor of a
*“tariff for revenue only.”” When these duties are levied upon
foreign geods competing with our own it affords incidental pro-
tection to the American products. Under the policy now pro-
posed all of this incidental protection and the increased price is
to be retained, or rather increased, npon the goods which farm-
ers buy, and the whole of it to be removed from the goods which
farmers produce and sell.

Mr. Chairman, this is not only a return to the policy of the
Wilson bill, which brought such widespread ruin, E(rit goes fur-
ther than that. In the Wilson bill some measure of tanff duties
was levied npon live stock and agricultural products and some
measure of protection accorded to the home products, Now even
this is to be swept away. Why is all this? Is this the first fruit
of reunited Democracy? Is this the first and greatest effort to be
made by the Democratic party, to abandon its friends in the West,
in order to seek new alliances in the East? Is this the policy con-
templated by the Democratic legislature of Mississippi nnder the
lead of McAlister? Is this what a recent ocratic journal of
that State means by the use of the following langnage—

That will be one steEgstownrd a reconciliation with our former and
potent friends of the t, whom we treated so shabbily in two national con-
ventions. We must go to them, exclaiming, like the prodigal son, * We have
sinned inst heaven and against you, and are no longer worthy to be called

our brethren.” Yet will they receive us with open arms, notwithstanding

hat they are *bloated bondholders™ and we hu??' bonded bloatholders,” a
state of affairs due mainly to the closely nipped grassin the Populist pasture,
where we have been grazing for so many years.

Does the prodigal propose to celebrate his return to his former’
**potent ** friends—his ‘* bloated bondholder's** friends—by sacri-
ficing and destroying the industries of that class of people, for
which during the past few years he has professed such devoted
and undying friendship?

And yet these entire duties, not only upon fresh meats, not only
upon all classes of live stock, but upon all ** foodstuffs in daily
use,” must be at once removed. It must be done now. *“‘An
emergency '’ exists. We can wait to remove the duties from
products of trusts, but not from products of farm and range.
**This is an ocecasion that demands dispatch.” They demand
‘‘results at once.” ‘ Why should this relief to the people be de-
layed a single day?”’

In other words, that while the entire country is prosperous,
while increased prices prevail everywhere, when every wheel is
turning, when every factory is running at its full capacity, when
every laboring man is employed at increased wages, at a time
when there is not a producer of any product within the United
States that does not ]Enve a full and ready market at increased
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prices, the whole power of the Government must be invoked to
strike down the prices of the products of the farm, the field, the
orchard, and the range. This is the real meaning of the Demo-
cratic cry of ** cheaper foods for the masses.”’

A few days ago the oleomargarine bill, as amended in the Senate,
came before the House. In order totake it up it was necessary
toadopt a special rule. On a rising vote 101 members voted for it
and 76 voted against it. I did not observe a member on the Dem-
ocratic side arise to his feet to vote for the rule or a Republican
on this side who voted against it. On a roll call there were 153
voted for it and 79 against it. Onroll call a few Democrats from
dairy districts voted ““ aye' and a very few Republicans from
cattle districts voted * no.’”* It was practically a solid Repub-
lican vote for and.a solid Democratic vote against. The chief
burden of the Democratic song in opposition to this bill was that
it made the price of butter too high.

Mr. CowHERD, who, from his name, should have been on the
other side, leads the Democratic hosts. He complains:

The price of butter has been F]:lt. up by this

islation which you are now
enacting against the table of the poor people of the United States. When

food products were never so high, when butter was never at such a high
price, and when butter makers were never so prnsmons. there is not only no
need of this legisiation, but it is a little short of, I almost said, infamons,

This bill, it will be remembered, was mm;ivllgl to prevent the
makers of oleomargarine from fraudulently selling it as butter to
those who wanted only butter and who would not knowintgly buy
oleomargarine. But this fraud must not be suppressed for fear
that thereby there should be an increase in the price of creamery
butter to the farmer and dairyman.

Mr. Chairman, what have farmers done to deserve this at-
tack? While cheerfully paying an increased price for every pur-
chase he makes, why should the farmer not have his share in
existing %rosperity? ‘Why should there not be some increase of
g;ioe in the products he has to sell as well as in those he has to

y? Let us see the ?robable effect of the blow, and where and
upon whom it would fall.

‘We are not left without some experience in legislation in line
with that now proposed. Prior to the passage of the McKinley
bill we were importing into the United States annually from
50,000 to 60,000 head of cattle. Under the provisions of that law
the tariff upon such importations was materially decreased while
it was in effect. The importation of cattle decreased from 64,371
in 1888 to 1,280 during the year ending June 30, 1894, But while
the importation decreased in such a marked degree, exports in-
creased from 140,208 head in 1888 to 384.607 head in 1892. Under
the last three years of the McKinley bill we imported 7,058 head
of cattle and exported 1,040,970 head. In other words, under the
last three years of the McKinley bill we exported 1,038,924 head
of cattle more than we importe(i. This was not the only effect of
the encouragement to the cattle industry by the protection
afforded by that bill.

Under the lower duties of the Wilson bill, during the last
three years of its operation, we imported 696,584 head of cattle
and exported 1,006,373 head. The decrease in exports of cattle,
meat, and dairy products was, in value, $10,481,741 less in 1895
than in 1892,

Under three years of the McKinley bill we exported 1,033,024
head of cattle more than we img%rted.

Under the three years of the Wilson bill we exported 596,790
head of cattle more than we imported.

Under the Administration of President Harrison and the opera-
tion of the McKinley bill cattle increased in the United States in
number 2,764,5628.

Under the Administration of President Cleveland and the oper-
ation of the Wilson bill cattle in the United States decreased in
number 6,617,555, The effect upon the sheep industry was Erac-
tically the same. Under protection, imports of live stock de-
crease, exports increase, and our flocks and herds increase in
numbers.

Under the Administration of President Harrison and the Mec-
Kinley tariff sheep in the United States increased in numbers
4,674,474 and in value $34,268,895.

Under the Administration of President Cleveland and the
operation of the Wilson bill sheep decreased in number 10,454, -
910 and in value $60,741,520. Remove protection to live stock,
and é::gorts increase, exports decrease, and flocks and herds

It is needless to dwell upon the depression of the live-stock in-
dustry during the last Democratic Administration. Under the
% otection afforded by the Dingley law it has rapidly revived.

ile the importations have largely decreased, the exports have
largely increased. Instead of importing 328,773 head of cattle—
the amount imported under the last year of the Wilson bill—our
importations last year had fallen to 144,778, Our exports of cat-
tle had increased from 872,461 head in 1896 to 459,218 head in
1901, and at a value of §37,566,080.

Durin, i the last three years our excess of exports of cattle over
imports have been 722,132 head, while our:;)p?orta of meat and
dairy products have increased from $133,377,549 in 1896 o $196,-
959,637 in 1901, and live stock from $41,840,969 to $52,058,876.

Under the operations of the Wilson bill there was a steady in-
crease in the value of our imports of live stock, a steady decrease
in the amount of our exports of live stock, meat, and dairy
products.

Under the present law there has been a marked and steady de-
crease in the importations of live stock, a still more marked and
steady increase in the value of the exports of live stock, meat, and
dairy products.

I have pointed out with some particularity the effect of the
several tariff laws upon the domestic live-stock industry. This
but illustrates the general effects upon the entire agricultural
interests of the United States,

It is well known that the principal tariff reductions made in
the Wilson bill were %gon the importation of live stock and agri-
cultural products. e greatest difference of duties between
that law and the present is upon this class of imports. The effect
of the two laws can be seen in the imports and exports of these
productions. I givethe imports and exports of agricultural prod-
ucts for the last six years ending with June 30, 1901, including the
last two years of the life of the Wilson law, and the full four
years under the Dingley law, and which are as follows:

Agricultural Agricultural

Year, imports,

During the last four years the American market for food prod-
ucts has been the best and largest in the world. The increase of
the home consumption over the previous years is beyond compu-
tation. Through the proper rding of this market by the pro-
tection accorded under the Dingley law the importations of agri-
cultural products decreased npon an average of $22,000,000 a year.
The exports of agricultural products during the four years ending
June 30, 1901, reached an annual average of $827,568,147, against
an annual average of agricultural exports for the previous four
years of $638,748.318.

The increase in the price of agricultural products and the pros-
perity of the American farmer has not been the result of unholy
combinations, grinding monopolists, or billion-dollar trusts. The
Erioes of farm products have been sold in our open markets in

ealthful American competition. The owners of 5,739,657 farms
have been competitors in the sale of their products, each stand-
ing u its merits, and each offering his products for what it
would fairly bring. With present protection the farmer is sub-
ject to more competition than the men engaged in any other busi-
ness in the United States.

The total imports of all classes of goods into the United States
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, amounted to $823,-
172,165. Of this sum, $301,931,051, almost one-half the total, con-
sisted of agricultural products. Under the Wilson law more than
one-half our total imports were agricultural products. Does this
indicate too much protection for the farmer? The total exports
of the United States during the same year, all classes, amounted
to §1,464,462 806. Of thissum, the agricultural exports amounted
to $951,628,331, or more than two-thirds of the entire exports, sold
in open competition with all the world. Do the men who add this
much to the nation’'s wealth deserve this severe attack? Are they
not entitled to fair protection in the home market?

Suddenly, within the past few days, the Democratic Fa.rty, here-
fofore so loud in its professions of friendship for the farmer, has
become jealous of his moderate prosperity. It begins an organ-
ized and systematic attack on food products constituting the dis-
tinctive productions of the farmer. They are too high. The
price received is too great. They must be put npon the free list,
not next year, not under eral tariff revision, but now. Itis
“ an emergency.”’” Immediate relief is demanded. The remedy
must be ** expeditious.”” It must be * immediate.”” There must
be ‘‘results at once.” Delay must not be ““a single day.”’

There is not time to wait for other tariff revision. **This isan
occasion that demands dispatch.’”” The tariff npon goods manu-
factured by wealthy trusts, the tariff npon machinery, upon
clothing, upon every product that the farmer buys, must remain
the same, but the tariff npon the goods which the farmer sells
must be stricken off, The trusts are to have peace from Demo-
cratic attack., ‘‘There is no power in the President and there is
none in the Attorney-General to suppress monopoly.” And so
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the power of Congress to ‘“suppress the price of farm products
must be invoked.”’

It is the old issue, but modified. The old ery—protected man-
ufactured ds, free raw materials, with an exception. Free
coal is in doubt until the manufacturer has been heard from,
but free iron ore is abandoned. The entire attack of tariff re-
form is centered npon the cry for ** free food products,’”’ and the
miner and manufacturer must be tempted to join in the attempt
to despoil the food producer and bring about ‘* the immediate re-
peal ggthe tariff on all meats and food stuffs in daily use.”

Mr, Chairman, I recall listening to a very able and very eloquent
speech delivered in this Honse upon the passage of the Dingley
act by the gentleman from Texas, then the minority leader, and
now a Senator of the United States. That very eloguent gentle-
man denounced as undemocratic the position previously assumed
by his party in favor of the admission of free raw materials. He
insisted that it was a new doctrine imported into the party by
the friends of ex-President Cleveland. He used the following
langunage:

Up to the time that Mr. Cleveland was first inangurated President in 1885,

nobody ever dreamed that the Democratic party would advocate a proposi-
t‘lon&ooxampt- the manufacturers of this country from their fair share of
taxation,

, it requires no special wisdom to discern that it was the same influ-
ences which came so near pl our party to the maintenance of the sin-
gle gold standard that commitied it to the doctrine of free raw materials
and taxed finished products. It was that strange infatuation which was will-
ing to Ea.c.pﬂ.ca Democratic principles in the party to secure mugwump
votes,

They were so eager to make New England Democratic that they forgot
our immutablﬁﬁtzgpmitian to special mvon‘ban th?ﬁ offered the man
turers of the the valuable privilege of buying their materials at free-
trade prices and selling their finished products at protection ces, That
was n temptation which the rock-ribbed Republicanism of New England
could not withstand, and when I first en Congress, gix years ago, the
entire delegations from both Rhode Island and New Hampshire were 0-
cratic, three cut of the four members from Connecticut were Democratic,

and there were five Democrats from Massachusetts, * # #

‘Whatever strength this advocacy of free raw materials may have brought
to the Democratic party in the past, it can bring none now, and will not
bring any in the future. There are not in all this broad land to-day, 100 men
who could be induced to vote the Democratic ticket for the sake of free raw
materials, as long as the Democratic party holds to the coin; of silver;
while on the other hand, there were thousands of brave and honest men
throughout the Western States, who, agreeing with usupon the great financial
question, will embrace our tariff doctrine when we have thoroughly repudi-
ated this Cleveland heresy.

Mr. Chairman, what a strange arraignment of the Democratic
party by one of its great leaders and one who is prominently men-
tioned as its next candidate for the Presidency. He charges that
his party was willing to sell out the West in order to procure
votes in New England and in the East. Then alleging that such
a course of conduct, while the party advocated free coinage of
silver, counld no longer be profitable, could no longer bring votes,
he was intent upon making friends and politl,ca.%' alliances with
those ‘‘ thousands of brave and honest men thronghount the West-
ern States”’ who were willing to vote for free coinage when the

abandoned its attitude in favor of free trade in the prod-
ucts of the West and tariff upon manunfactured goods.

Now the party is going back to its old idols. The men whom
the disti ished gentleman charges with leading the party away
from its old landmarks are in obtaining control. The reign
of King Bryan I is over. They are looking for a new king, a
new leader, whose starisin the Ilast. They are again attempting
to renew the alliance with Eastern cities *‘ in the hope of secur-
ing mugwump votes.” In order todo this they are ostentatiously
abandoning the interests of the West, are complaining of what
they choose to term *° their follies,”” are begging forgiveness
of their Eastern friends, and the better to prove the sincerety of
their conversion, propose to slanghter the industrial interests of
their late allies.

To the men whom the solateljwraised and courted, the * brave
and honest men throughout the Western States,’’ they offer, not
as they offered then and offer now to the East, ‘‘ the valuable
privileges of buying their materials at free-trade prices and sell-
ing their finished products at protection prices,’” but they threaten
to compel the farmers and stockmen of the West to buy in a pro-
tected market and to sell their entire productions in a free-trade
market in open competition with all the world.

Mr, Chairman, is it impossible for the Democratic party to be
approximately right on two questions at the same time? A few

ears ago, when professing undying friendship for the Western

armer, it conpled this with the advocacy of financial measures
which, while aimed at the creditor, wonld have overwhelmed all
classes in irretrievable ruin. Now, while abandoning its finan-
cial heresies, it couples return to sound finaneial principles with
an unprecedented attack upon farmers and stockmen, the people
for whom it expressed such great concern.

‘Will the Democratic party never cease looking for political ad-
vantage by arraying one class of its countrymen against another?
Will it ever attain to that elevation from which it can see that
the welfare of all classes, of one people, living under one law and

under one flag, is i bly interwoven, that to strike down
one is to strike down all, and that the highest statesmanship seeks
E foaterhnd?and maintain the equal prosperity of all the people of all

3}

I protest against this threatened attack, this contemplated in-

justice. I warn my friends upon that side of the House that
their experience of a few years , the attack then made u
farm products, produced a resunlt that was not expected, that
ought not to be repeated. The hoped-for benefits did not come.
The manufacturers of the East were charmed with the prospect
of free raw material, cheaper food for their employees, protected
manufactured goods. To secure this purpose the East allied it-
self with the Democracy. Even Massachusetts went Democratic.
The legislation was secured. ‘‘Free raw materials’® was con-
ceded. But what was the result? The ruin of American agri-
culture, the widespread distress among American farmers, the
foreclosures of mortgages, depression in the value of farm prop-
erty and live stock, carried with it the destruction of the markets
for American manufactured .
The Southern producers of cotton and corn did not escape.
Demand for labor ceased, millions of hands were idle and mil-
lions of men hungry. The great railroads of the country believed
that free trade in farm products would increase enormously ex-
rts and imports; that the traffic upon the railroads, takin
reight from the farm and returning manufactured goods, wo
enormously swell the earnings of this class of corporations.
‘What was the result? Bankruptey everywhere and a large num-
ber of railroad corporations in the hands of receivers.

The American farmer is the basis of American prosperity. He
is the greatest purchaser of the products of its looms and 1ts fac-
tories. Directly and indirectly, in the men he employs and in the
market he furnishes for the productions of labor, the American
farmer is beyond doubt the greatest employer and the best friend
of labor the world contains. He is the greatest contributor to
the national wealth. Destroyhis prosperity, diminish materially
his purchasing power, and there be, there can be, no prosperity
to any other productive class within the United States.

Bring disaster upon him, and you bring disaster upon every
industry within every section of the land. The fire in the fur-
nace will die out, the smoke of the factory will disappear, the
music of the wheels will cease, willing hands will be idle, and the
days of the soup hounse will return. Turn the hand of laboragainst
the farmer, and it will strike down its best friend, its chief sup-

rt. DMarkets for manufactured ds and demand for factory

bor will largely cease. The Southern planter will find less de-
mand for cotton goods and less market for the meat fattened with
Southern corn. The welfare and ?rmperity of the farmer and
the laborer are “ one and inseparable,” **now and forever.”” He
is an enemy of his countxis' and of mankind who would raise up
discord between them. They have never prospered, they have
never suffered, in a business way, excegt side by side. Well-paid
labor bringing prosperity for one enables him to pay good prices
for increased food sugphes produced by the farmer.

The prosperity of the farmer determines the demand for labor.

In a few weeks there is to be an election in the State of Or?on, -

a State whose entire business welfare is interwoven with and de-

dent upon the prosperity of the agricultural and live-stock
interests. The contest is between the Republican and Democratic
parties. What is it that you ask of the voter who contemplates
voting the Democratic ticket and supporting the Democratic can-
ditates and Democratic policies? You are not content with asking
him to join with you in an effort to tear down the flag where it
has been erected upon American Territory by the courage of
American soldiers.

You are not econtent with asking him to defile the national
honor, to lend his indorsement to the vile slanders that are now
being daily uttered upon the floor of the other end of this Capitol
against the Army of the United States and against the men who
are daily risking their lives to maintain the honor of the flag and
the supremacy of the American authority. You not only ask
him to indorse the conduct of those men who, standing in their
places in the United States Senate, shower fulsome praises upon
men who torture American soldiers by slow fires, hack prisoners
to a lingering death with their bolos, bury our wounded prison-
ers while still living, announce to their followers to spare no
white man, but who have no word of praise or encouragement
for the American soldiers, American institutions, American Gov-
ernment, or anything pertaining to America,

But you also ask the voters of that State to deliberately deal a
deadly blow to their own business interests and to stand by and
support that political party which openly threatens to despoil
them of their share of that prosperity which, under Republican
laws, administered by Republican Administrations, is now en-
joyed by all classes of the people in all sections of our common
coun

try.
Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe that the present
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tariff laws ought to be and will be revised. Their schedules are
not sacred, are not intended to be, and will not be eternal. They
should be changed to meet changed conditions. Not conditions
that are temporary or transient or largely local, but conditions
that promise some degree of permanency. I believe there are
wealthy corporations for whose productions the American market
is preserved by protective duties. who are exacting unreasonable
prices from American consumers. If these conditions promise
continnance, as I believe they do, such duties should be materi-
ally lowered or entirely removed. Buf such revision, when revi-
sion comes, must be equitable and fair to all sections of the coun-
try and to all classes of ifs citizens. It must not destroy the
prosperity of all to decrease the profits of a part of the people.

Above all, it must not diseriminate against our agricultural
industries that contribute more to the national wealth than any
other industry that concern the prosperity of the most peaceable,
the most law-abiding, the most industrious, and the most patri-

. otic people that dwell under the Stars and Stripes. Against this

threatened Democratic attack upon the business interests and

rity of the most numerous and industrious class of our cit-

izens, the Republican party stands for the equal and fair pro-

tection of every legitimate American indnstliy and the business
prosperity of all classes of the American peog e.

For the vindication of these &rinciplea, faithfully embodied into
laws, passed by Republican Congress, and administered by Re-
publican Presidents, I submit for the consideration and judgment
of the American peo;ﬂle, with their own memories and observa-
tions as witnesses, the widespread and universal {troaf»erity of
1002 against the equally widespread and universal calamity of
1805. ese conditions, not theories, have been witnessed, ex-
perienced, suffered, and are known by us all.

Lord God of hosts, be with us yet,
Lest we forget, lest we forget,

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten minutes tothe gen-

tleman from New York [Mr. LESSLER].
; Mr, LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, I sometimes wonder, when I
listen to speeches about soldiers in the Philippines if it would not
be wise to send a deputation to the Democratic leader and inform
him, and the gentlemen under him, that they were elected by an
American constituency of the United States of America, and that
they are not the representatives of the natives of the island of
Guam or the district of Samar.

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if I had a son who had gone

,Iwould be the last one of those who would publish it abroad.
m done a wrong I want o take him somewhere near to my
heart and protect him if necessary even against myself. To me
it seems very much like the old saying of ** a bird fouling its own
nest,’” to hear the American soldier upbraided and slandered and
vilified without a word of defense in the one place on the Ameri-
can continent that he ought to be defended—the House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America. [Applause.]
I want to serve notice now, for one. that when the time comes
that we investigate what our soldiers have done or have not done,
- sons of men here. brothers of men here, suckled by mothers like
yours, American boys and American citizens, most of us will be
willing and ready and able to acquit on any testimony. I some-
times think that if you would knock at the door of one of these
gentlemen in the long hours of the morning, when the time of
sleep has come and the time to rest from their arduous labors of
finding something to fling at their own countrymen—if you would
knock at their door youn would find them singing ‘*Aguinaldo,”
or ‘‘ the Filipinos.” )

It is time that we should pay some attention to our own people.
It is time that in the House of Representatives of the American
Congress we should look to our own * boys ih blue’ and be as

roud of them as we were in the early history of this country or
in the war of the rebellion—be as proud of them now, when they
are 10,000 miles away from home—not men who have run away
from their post of duty—not men who have gone out of the Army
to tell any number of lies to further a political interest.

Ibeg to call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to a
Senate document which they seem to ignore all the time—the
report relating tothe charges of cruelty to the natives of the Philip-
pines. I want to read from this document the utterance of one
of the best and most high-minded men that this country holds, a
man who has given up as much to do his duty to his country with
honor as any man ay in the city of Washington—Hon. Elihu
Root. No broader-minded American, no lovelier gentleman, no

nder man to follow when duty to country calls is there in the
nited States than Elihu Root. And when that man puts his
name to & document he puts it there because he tells the truth.
He is not a critie, not a tearer down, but a man who is helping to
upbuild and uplift, and who, in the opening of this fwentieth
century, must be reckoned as one of the great men of our time.

.

I beg to read from this Senate document, and, mind you, I have
this document in my hands so that you can look at it when called
for. Itis entitled Senate Document No. 205, part 1:

The war on the part of the Filipinos has been conducted with the barba-
rous cruelty common among uncivilized races, and with general disregard of
the rules of civilized warfare. The deliberately adopted the policy of kill-
mqja.ll natives, however peaceful, who were friendly to our Government, and
in literally thousands of instances these poor creatures, dependent upon our
soldiers for protection, have been assassinated.

The Fili%mn troops have frequently fired upon our men from under pro-
tection of flags of truce, tortured to death erican prisoners who have
fallen into their hands, buried alive both Americans and triendly natives, and
horribly mutilated the bodies of the American dead. That the soldiers fight-
ing against such an enemy, and with their own eyes witnessing such deeds,
should occasionally be regardless of their orders and retaliate by unjustifi-
able severities is not ineredible. Such things happen in every war, even be-
tweon two civilized nations, and they always wl:iuﬁnhap yen while war lasts.
That such occurrences have been sanctioned or permitted isnot true. A con-
stant and effective pressure of prohibition, precept, and discipline has been
maintained against them.

hat there has been any such ;gmﬂce is not true. The cases have been
few and far batween, scattered infrequently over a great area of country
along the course of three years of active conflict, through thousands of en-
gagements, and among many thousands of troops. That these occasional
cas=s have characterized onr Am{ or its conduct is not true, any more than
the deeds of lawless violence which constantly occur in every large city char-
acterize the people of the city. The war in the Phil!pfpines has been con-
ducted by the American Army with scrupulous regard for the rules of civil-
ized warfare, with careful and genuine consideration for the prisoner and
the noncombatant, with self-restraint, and with humanity never surpassed,
if ever equaled, in any conflict, worthy only of praise, and reflecting credit
upon the American people.

There is more of this that I might read. ButI appeal to these
men who are lawyers not to convict their own fellow-countrymen
without the semblance of a trial. When you read me what some
man has said before a Senate committee, will you not please, be-
fore convicting 40,000 or 70,000 men of misconduct as soldiers,
wait till some of the men who are accused can appear before the
same committee? i

‘Why, sir, under the light of the American system of Govern-
ment a man who in broad daylight assassinated a President was
accorded a fair trial in a court of law—not 10,000 miles away but
about 600 away from here.

I beseech %t:ntlemen here to discard from their hearts the spirit
of partisanship in dealing with questions of this kind. I desire
to plead for justice to our own fellow-citizens, I desire to appeal
to gentlemen to stand up for their own fellow-countrymen. I
plead that until the last partficle of evidence is given in the jury
shall not pronounce its seal of doom. Gentlemen. I appezl to
you to stand with us above all for our own ** boys in blue * who
are carrying t{ou.r work, your mission of light and civilization in
the twentieth century—the mission of the United States of
America, the United States of the world. [Loud spplanse.}

Mr. FOSS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. HEPBURN].

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] has seen fit to inject
into this debate the character of speech that he has indulged in.
I think the gentleman has forgotten, or at least has refused to
recognize many things when he indulies in this character of dis-
cussion. think he has forgotten that the complaints, the as-
saults, that he has been in the habit of making for thirty-five years
following the war of the rebellion, are not now in place, -

I can see how a'man, situnated as he has been during this period,
might indulge in criticisms of the Government, in criticisms of
the Army, in assaults in fact npon everything that has been done.
But the era making justifiable, perhaps, that kind of plaint and
that kind of discussion, we are told has passed. The gentleman
apparently thinks that now, while the war in the Philippines is
going on, it is proper for him to use the same methods, the same
character of assault, to look upon the Government as he did and
has through all of the intervening years, when he talked about
*your Government,” talked about ** your Army,” talked abont
what “ you did.”” I had supposed that the gentleman was now
prepared to talk about '‘ our Government,” to talk about * our
Army,” to talk about what *‘ we did.”’ and what *‘ our duties ™
are. But it seems he can not forget the old days and the old
methods. . . !

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman permit a correction
there?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes.

Mr. VANDIVER. Instead of saying ‘' your Government,” I
did say ** our Government;’’ and I said what ** we are doing.”
The gentleman’s statement is not correct in that particular.

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman may have changed his pro-
nouns, but he has not changed his method. [Laughter.] Itis
the same old method. Mr. E.}hai:ma.n,,the gentleman forgets an-
other thing, that this army that he is criticising is our Army, that
the boys who compose that army are our boys, that they were raised
in American homes; that they have been taught American civilize -
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tion, and he ought not to join with all of the libelers and slan-
derers to traduce his own. Every man knows that in a state of
war, where large armies are assembled, there will be some char-
acters who are not, perhaps, all that they should be. There may
be some men—a few—who would be cruel men at home or abroad.
who wonld indulge in outrages npon the American continent or
in the islands; but, forgetting that, it seems to me that he has
seized npon every exaggerated story that bears harmmfully upon
his own, npon our Army, upon our boys, and for what purpose?
'To secure, as he hopes, a miserable and despicable political advan-
tage. [Applaunse on the Republican side.]

I feel ashamed of the man, whoever he may be, who loses his
Americanism in the pursuit of a petty imagivary political advan-
tage, and I want to tell the gentleman he is mistaken in his ex-
pectation that that advantage will come. No matter how he
may look upon the Army as alien, no matter how he may lock
upon his Government as foreign, he will have but few sympa-
thizers among the American le. His old methods, his cast-
away methods, will not be potential in this day of enlightenment,
bearing upon the guestions that now are before the American

ple. I do not see how if is possible for any American to take
g:?ight in parading before the world all these miserable exaggera-
tions of fact when the only result can be to degrade Americanism,
to degrade the standards of estimation in which this nation is or
ought to be held. What good does it do that he should parade
all these matters? He knows that if there has been violation of
discipline, if there has been a violation of the laws of war, if there
has been extraordinary cruelty, that the men, the individnals,
the exceptionals will be punished, as they should be. No man
wants to screen crime of that kind. He can not secure a party
advantage in that W&ﬂ. If these things are true, they are horrors
to Republicans as well as to Democrats.

Mr. VANDIVER. May I ask the gentleman a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I think so.

Mr. VANDIVER. I have not introduced politics into this
matter, nor do I hope for political advantage. but now I want to
ask, in view of what the gentleman has said, that Republicans
abhor these crimes as much as we do—why is it, then, that Re-
publicans, the gentleman himself among them, have been here in
gession now for nearly six months, and have never yet decried
these horrors, but have allowed them to go on, and, I will ven-
ture to say, have not spoken a word against them, Now, let me
read one sentence from the official report, the report of the In-
spector-General, to show these are not exaggerations. May I
read that?

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ﬁ::sﬂmed the gentleman
made his speech. He had an hour, and his heart seemed to be full
of all the influences of malice and malevolence to bring all the
facts to bear. [Applause on the Republican side.] I donot care

to yield my time.

Mr. XA%DIVER. The gentleman seems anxious to conceal
them all. .

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will yon protect me from
that gentleman? [Loud laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I can tell the gentleman why
we have not discussed this matter. It is becaunse we do not be-
lieve these statements.

Mr. VANDIVER. That is just why I want the gentleman to
lelalt me read the official evidence, the official reports, to prove
them. ‘

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman did not
make his case in an hour, I do notknow why Ishould yield to him
nOW.

Mr. VANDIVER. No; you do not want any more facts.

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I do not want any more of such facts
dribbled throngh yon. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, we do not
believe these statements to be true. If they are trune—

Mr. VANDIVER. Then, one question. Are you willing to
admit the finding of a court-martial to be true?

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will you keep that gentle-

man in his seat? [Laughter.]
fulft]ilxe CHAIRM The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield
er

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Iowa
yield to me just for one moment?

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from
Towa believe that it is true that General Smith issued an order to
make Samar a howling wilderness, and to kill all men and women
over 10 years of age? Or does he believe that to be a lie?

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe that to be a lie. [Applause on the
Republican side.] I do not believe that General Smith ever issued

an order of that kind. I do not believe that any other American
officer ever made an order of that kind. I believe it to be a slan-
der, pure and simple. ‘

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman one
more gquestion?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman believe
that the lawyer representing the defendant in the court-martial
in the Philippines the other day, who acknowledged that that
order had been issued, was lying when he acknowledged it?

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know anything about the condi-
tions.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman believe——

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know who the lawyer was, but I
have known some lawyers who were capable of a lie. [Laughter.]

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did the gentleman ever know
a lawyer to lie by admission or confession against his client?

Mr. HEPBURN. There are some lawyers who are not smart.

My, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One other qnestion. Does the
gentleman believe that the officer who was being tried, and who
pleaded General Smith’s order in his justification, was making a
lying plea?

My. VANDIVER. And who was acquitted by the court-mar-
tial on that ground?

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, that gentleman has again
broken loose. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Towa declines to yield
further. The committee will please be in order.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know u what
kind of flimsy pretext the gentleman from Missouri or the gentle-
man from Mississippi will hang a belief, but I do know something
about the American people. 1 do know something about Ameri-
can officers. Idoknow something about the civilization in which
they have been reared. I do know something about the laws of
war that govern and control them and that they are familiar.
with. I know something about the laws of humanity that ani-
mate them in common with the rest of us, and therefore I am
prepared to say, in my judgment, that any statement of an order
of that kind, of its existence as having been issued, is false, and
made for a sinister purpose.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to
the gentleman from Missouri?

Mr. HEPBURN. I have only fifteen minutes.

Mr. COCHRAN. I just want to make a suggestion.

Mr. HEPBURN. I am always glad to hear suggestions from
the gentleman.

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not true that the fact of the promulga-
tion of this order was made public in the course 0? a court-
martial of Major Waller by United States officers?

Mr. HEPBURN. Not in that way.

Mr, COCHRAN. Andis it not true that the counsel repre-
senting the defendant pleaded that order in justification?

Mr. HEPBURN. But, Mr. Chairman, suppose it is true?

er'.: COCHRAN. Then that is what we want to hear you
about.

Mr. HEPBURN. Butadmitting that it be true, for the sake of
argument. These men are now undergoing a court-martial. The
investigation is being made, and what good is it to parade these
matters before the whole civilized world? Where do you find
consolation in the fact, if it is true, that they are to be punished,
if it is true that the processes of justice have been set to work
against them? Why parade it here? What is the benefit that
will come from it?

Mr. COCHRAN. But the officer who was just tried was not

unished, but acquitted on the ground of his superior officer hav-
ing ordered him to do it.

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that officer now being tried?

Mr. COCHRAN. The verdict has not reached us yet.

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not General Smith now undergoing trial?

Mr. COCHRAN. I am onlytrying to enlighten the gentleman
as to the fact that these things are true.

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; yon do not establish the fact that
they are true in the way that you suggest; notatall. Some man
may have used in his defense this fiction of an order——

Mr. COCHRAN. Then do you think that the acquittal of
Major Waller was secured by pleading a falsehood?

Mr, HEPBURN. Oh, that is not a fair question at all, and I
do not propose to answer it. Iam content to make the statement
that in my belief no such order as is charged against General
Smith was ever issued. I am content to rest there.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the
gentleman from Wyoming?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes.
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Mr. MONDELL. Isitnot a fact that, whether such an order
as has been referred to was issued or not, there has been no claim
by anyone that Samar was made a howling wilderness, or that
any man or any child was injured in Samar by reason of that
order, if there was such an order?

Mr. HEPBURN. I take it for granted that Samar is not a
howling wilderness, or the gentleman from Missouri. with glee,
would have told us of that fact. [Applause on the Republican

side.

g{‘era the hammer fell.] ;

.FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleagne upon the
committee forty-five minutes. :

Mr. MEYER of Lounisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes
of that forty-five minutes to my colleague on the committee, Mr.
WaEELER of Kentucky.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, judges full often become ad-
vocates, unfortunately; and the bitter language of the gentleman
from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Heppury] illustrates the truth of this statement most forcibly.
However, I can not, or rather I will not, permit the opportunity
to pass without noticing at least a portion of what the gentleman
from Jowa has said. I deprecate in no uncertain terms the effort
of any American citizen to make political capital out of the un-
fortunate occurrences in the Philippine Islands. It is a matter
that lies beyond the partisan, whether Republican or Democrat.
‘Whether true or false, when we discuss them, as we should, nay,
as is our bounden duty, we should speak not in the hope of politi-
cal advantage for this or that side of the Chamber.

I can not refrain from expressing astonishment at the vindictive
and bitter exposition made by the gentleman from Connecticut of
the barbarous and inhuman practices of some of the semicivilized
inhabitants of those unhappy islands. He hurled it with ghoul-
ish glee in the teeth of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber as
a justification for what is charged against the American Army
inthose islands. I condemn with equal sternness and severity the
barbarities, if barbarities there be, of the Filipino and the Ameri-
can goldier. It is not to criticise the Army—but that is a right
that every decent, fair, and intelligent man not only claims, but

s, When did the Army become so sacred that when it
goes wrong an American citizen can not criticise it?

Mr. WII]ELIAMS of Mississippi. To defend the Army is to in-
vestigate error.

Mr. WHEELER. Are we to sit quietly by when unworthy
men wearing the uniform of their country do unworthy deeds
and not expose them?

The gentleman from Iowa asks pathetically what good will
come from an exposition of the barbarities that have been com-
mitted by these vicious, unworthy men that have been exposed
upon the floor of this House. Sir, what good comes to civilization
when the prowling night thief, who climbs your porches and com-
mits depredations on your property, is and condemned?
‘What comes to human civilization when the murderer and
the thief and all of those infamous men that connect their names
with crimes are brought to the bar of judgment, and for their act
branded with infamy, and henceforth kmown as scoundrels and
unworthy to associate with decent people or with the better class
of their kind? I in the same manner condemn all human mon-
sters who in the security of their rank set social safety and civili-
zation at defiance, not as a Democrat, not as a Republican, but
as an American citizen; not in condemnation of the Army, not in
condemnation of our civilization, but as an humble citizen who
loves justice and is not so charged with bitter partisanship that
he is lost to all sense of pity. i y

I condemn in unmeasured terms the barbarities said to be prac-
ticed in those unhappy islands by men who wear the uniform of
our country. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] .Our
country, my country, and I say my because under th;sgmndence
of God I will be here when you are gone. How foolish, how un-
worthy of the great gentleman from Iowa to quibble and seek to

behind the facts that there is mo official statement as to
the guilt of this inhuman monster Smith. Not as a Republican,
but as President of the United States—and I pause here to give
him my unstinted commendation for his manly efforts to bring
justice, not as aI:sEnblican, but as the chief citizen of the Repub-
lie, to this same inhuman monster that you say it is unpatriotic
to criticise and condemn. [Loud applause.] Ishe aecting with-
out authority? Wonld he disgrace his great place or subject him-
self to the eriticism of the delicate consciences by the
gentleman from Connecticut and the gentleman from Iowa by
ordering a court-martial to investigate this man npon testimony
so flimsy that it is unbecoming for us to mention it upen the
floor of Congress?

This is not a political question. This is not a criticism of the
Army, but it is a criticism of that policy whieh we have warned
you against, that gives the opportunity to produce the occasion

for these unspeakable acts. 'We point them out to you to show
%Ot_l where you are drifting. Inhumanity and barbarity in the

hilippines will, as certain as God hung the sun in yonder heavens,
culminate in inhumanity and barbarity in your own homes and
the Republic. Itis against the system; it is against the oppor-
tunity; it is against the occasion; it is against the men that make
these opportunities and make the occasion, that we as American
cittiz'ent: are protesting in earnest terms, not as partisans, but as
patriots.

I agree with you, sir, that it is unfortunate that we should be

uired to air these things before the world; but, sir, it serves
to illustrate a lesson that all can well afford to learn. I remember
to have read with shuddering horror when the man Kitchener,
now commanding in South Africa, was sent along the Nile, he
reached Omdurman, and when these helpless people came in white
robes and kneeled with uplifted hands to pray for peace at his
hands, a long file of women and children kmnelt on that sunlit
plain amidst those adobe houses, his answer to them was to open
upon them with grape and canister and shoot down thousands of
women and children in order to set an example o the unfortunate
E&h’m and establish peace and to accomplish benevolent as-
similation. And yet on the floor of the British Parliament men
rose in their es and defended that act.

Never did I dream that on the floor of the American Congress
there could be found even a man from Connecticut or from lowa
who would be willing to arise in his place and speak in terms of
commendation of an order issued by an American general under
the American flag in the American uniform to kill all above thg
age of 10, whether they be women or men.

And yet we find that men are so eager for partisan advantags
they stifle their noble impulses—I say noble impulses becanse
these gentlemen who speak in'’commendation of these crimes are
gentlemen of chivalrous and noble impulses, triotic and
country loving; but it only shows, gentlemen, to what depths of
degradation we may descend for partisan advantage. Is honor
so dear, or national good will so sweet that we must put beneath
us every emotion of charity and humanity? Is national glory so
much to be sought in our war with the Philippines that the
American flag, thus far unstained by barbarities, shall sacrifice
thousands and thousands of lives, forgetting the traditions and

i of our country? [Loud applaunse. |
The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman from Kentucky

Mr. YER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the tlemnan from Missouri.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I heartily appreciate and ap-
prove of the elogquent words of my {riend and colleague on the
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] who
has just taken his seat, and I want also to assure the members of
this House that with me there is something dearer than party
advantage. I am not ashamed of the fact that I am a Democrat,
but above that I am an American citizen, and above that I am a

‘human being. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It seems evi-

dent from the snarling and sneers of some gentlemen on the other
side that they have lost the sentiments of humanity, if they ever
had any.

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that my sole purpose in present-
ing these facts to the House of Representatives was to bring
them to your attention, because I do not believe that you have
investigated them; I do not believe you have taken the pains to
examine the evidence of these charges. I challenge you now to
investigate them, and if I can not substantiate every fact I have
mentioned on this floor here to-day, I shall withdraw every one of
them.

Now, it seems to be the policy of the managers on the other
side of the floor and of the party in power to protect itself by
insinuating that every criticism that is offered, every statement
of fact as to barbarity and cruelty of our soldiers in the Philip-

ines, is a reflection on the glory of the American Army. The

ashington Post, usually an Administration organ, has this edi-
torial comment on the course you are pursuing:
A QUESTION OF NATIONAL HONOR.

Those Republicans in who have seen fit to condone the alleged
atrocities in the Philippines by comparing them with the work of Gran
Sherman, and Sheridan during the civil war can hardly be compliment
upon their taste or their regard for the truths of history. Even if their
proposition had any warrant in fact the argument woul neath con-
tempt. Anactof 'garharima committed forty yearsago does not excuse in-
human cruelty to-day. As well set up the bloody Duke of Alva as a screen
for Hell Roaring Jake Smith to hide behind.

It is not true, however, that the Union armies in the South, or even Quan-
trell's Confederate guerrillas on the Kansas border, ever practiced such hid-
eous savagery as is ch d against certain of our officers in the Philippines.
The accusations in qnm may or may not be well ed—we hope not—
but such as they are, true or o wise, they far exceed in horror sng.hing
ever dreamed oef in the war of 1861-1865 between the North and S8outh. Every
survivor of that tremendous conflict knows that we speak the truth herein.
It was a war—a desperate and sangui war, a struggle of the Titans—and
death and desolation were its fruits. But it was not a ruthless and barbaric
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orgie, a carnival of ghouls and fiends. To say it is to slander the living and
the dead of both sides—the bravest men that ever fought. i

Just why Con, can not investigate thisaffair in a judicial and patriotic

irit we can not even distantly imn'ﬁi_ne. It is not pro{)ﬁr‘ly a partgem.qtlgar.
'.'Bll:ilel'e is no anti-American party in this country—none that shonld be willing
to geek or to accept advantage at the cost of our national digmt{ and honor.
Such a parti would deserve the scorn and execration of all honest men.
What we seek is the truth. We want to know, for the sake of our flag and
our humanity, whether these appalling erimes have been committed, and if
80, at whose instance and responsibility. To make this quest the opportunity
for political campaign material is simple, unadulterated shame.

publicans and Democrats should make common cause in the effort to

erase a frightful scandal and to punish the guilty, if such there be. ty
rivalries may wait upon our common honor.

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBUB.N;
stated emphatically that he did not believe these stories an
charges, I asked him if he would allow me to read him one sen-
tence from an official document coming from an official of the
Army who had himself investigated them, and he declined to
hear it read. I will now read just two sentences from the report
of Maj. Frank B. McKenna, tor-General of the United
States Army, who investigated, by the authority of the War
Department, the charges of cruelty against the helpless natives
in northern Luzon. Here is what he says:

Baturina de la Crus, 18; married; lives in barrio SBan Rafacl, Montal-
ban: Night of F’ebrum*;rgtl!. after taps, about 10 o'clock, three Macabebe sol-
diers armed with guns and one with revolver entered her house; she and her
husband were asleep; a man with a revolver foreed her husband out of the
house; other two took him away first, then returned and at the pointof a
revolver raped her; she was raped again on night of the 25th.

I should not mention such a deplorable and outrageous instance,
if it had been the only one committed or if it had been a very ex-
ceptional case. But here in this report this officer details case
after case just as barbarous as that; and in conclusion he makes
this general, sweeping statement about the whole affair:

In conclusion, I find, if the almost unanimous testimony of the nativesis
to be considered, that the Macabebe garrison at Montalban has committed

numerous outrages a{mi.nst them; that these acts of violence commenceq al-
maost with the arrival of the Macabebes, and occurred at intervals until the

night of February 25, when on that night they must have indulged themselves
}n a saturnalia, ost, of rapine and violence under the guise of looking for
nsurgents.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. STEWART of New
York having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message
in writing from the President of the United States was commnu-
nicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. B. F. BARNES,
one of his Secretaries, who also announced that the President
had approved and signed joint resolution (H. J. Res. 177) provid-
ing for the printing of the American Ephemeris and Nautical
Almanac.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. FOSS. I havethe consentof the gentleman from Lonis:M
[Mr. MEYER] to yield of the time which I have left five minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow].

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, war isa barbarism whenever and
wherever engaged in by mankind. If is a constant struggle be-
tween two ?posing forces to protect and preserve the lives of the
one and to destroy the lives of the other. Under what is called
civilized warfare—if there is such a thin%:it is allowable to the
commander of a force to adopt a course that might otherwise be
denominated cruel barbarism and atrocity. in order to prevent
or to put a stop to still greater cruelties and atrocities. And in
extreme cases in warfare the black flag is justified.

Such are the universal rules of warfare. While many gentle-
men on the other side seem to delight in referring to every report
that comes to them of cruelties and barbarities charged upon
American soldiers, they fail to recall the history of our own war
in this generation. On our own soil and under the flag of Chris-
tian civilization, as we call it, the Shenandoah Valley was swept
with fire by order of the Commanding General of the Army.
Every gristmill and every storehouse was destroyed. The naked
chimneys of dwellings destroyed in that conflict lined that fertile
valley from the Potomac to the mountains., Sherman’s “ march
to the sea left in its rear the smoke of burning dwellings dark-
ening the sky. And part of Atlanta was laid in ashes.

Mr. CoCHRAN rose.

Mr. GROW. I can not yield to anybody.

I am calling attention to the scenes of our own civil war, on
both sides—Chambersburg, burned by the Confederate soldiers,
the houses of women and children burned over their heads; of
Atlanta, part of which was burned by the Union Army, and the
desolation of Sherman’s ‘* march to the sea.”

‘Why should you not rake up from dead history all the cruelties
perpetrated then under what we called * civilized warfare?”’ But
who ever thought or who wounld now think of arraigning Amer-
ican citizen, soldiers on either side, when that contest was over

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL,

American citizen soldiers do not become barbarians as soon as
they leave the shores of their native land any more than they are
at home. [Applause.] This arraignment, this delight in bring-
ing up everything pertaining to war, barbarous and atrocious as
it is in all cases, does not become the members of the American
Congress to-day. Why should gentlemen undertake to libel and
malign the glorious achievements of the citizen soldiers of the
American Army from the time the war with Spain was declared?
The insurrection in the Philippine Islands against the authority
o:ff the Government of the United States was the result of two
things.

One was the return of Agninaldo to the Philippine Islands.
When the war was declared he was at Singapore on his way to
France or England, having left the islands with a pledge to the
authorities of the Spanish Government never to return. The
other was the discussion in the. Senate of the United States of the
treaty of peace on a resolution in open session. These two thin
caused the insurrection in the islands, and from that day to this
there has been a class of wordy politicians calling themselves anti-
imperialists perverting the actual facts of history in order, if pos-
sible, to bring discredit upon their own Government and the citizen
soldiers of the Republic.

The first perversion of the facts of history in order to bring dis-
credit npon the Government is that Dewey brought Aguinaldo
with him to Manila. Aguinaldo reached Manila nineteen days
after Dewey had destroyed the Asiatic squadron of the Spanish
navy, and Dewey reported to his home Government that at
that Eime there was no insurrection in the islands worth speak-
ing of.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. GROW. Just one word more, if the House will pardon
me. AllIwishtosayin conclusionisthat the cruelties of war are
always to be deprecated. One man can not claim in his self-con-
ceit that he is superior to all others in his sentiment of humanity,
Everybody has but one sentiment and one feeling as to these bar-
barities, but it is an incident of war. The order issued by Gen-
eral Smith was after the massacre of a portion of the Ninth Regi-
ment, by treacll:;ly, and a massacre of unarmed men, It wasthe
regiment that ed San Juan Hill.

If a general was ever justified in issuing an order to kill every
man with arms in his hands—and the order did not apply to
children, as has been so often repeated on this floor; it was
only those who bore arms, and 10-year-old soldiers in the Philip-
pine army have killed American soldiers—the general was jus-

tified in issuing that order if that was the most probable method
tosnd such atrocities. He did just what Lincoln’s order 100 was

‘ere at home in our own war, and if there was no way to put an

end to these barbarities in Samar, he was justified under the rules
of what is called civilized warfare. [Applause.]

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks that I shall sub-
mit npon this bill I do not propose to make a merely technical
speech or one of detail, or even to discuss generally the history
and value of our Navy to us in the past, or of an adequate navy
to any State n.sgiring fo a place among the nations. Asamember
of the Naval Committee, I have more than once presented this
branch of the subject. There is hardly any occasion for it now.
Public opinion, which was once much divided, is now practically
unanimous for a navy which shall be effective for our wants and
needs as a leading power of the globe, with large and extensive
interests to defend. The increase and maintenance of the Navy
is not a sectional question. The West is asmuch interested as the
Atlantic seaboard.

The great Mississippi Valley can not permit the mouth of the
Mississippi River, its natural outlet for commerce, to be blocked
by a hostile fleet any more than by those natural obstructions to
commerce which science is now removing. The Pacific coast is
keenly alive to the protection of its cities and the development of
its trade to Australia, South America, and the Orient. Nor is
the question in any sense a party question. Since 1883 both the
political parties have been friendly to this policy, and all the
Secretaries of each party have urged a liberal nditure. I
have a right to point to the energetic efforts, zeal, and intelli-
genclg of Secretary Whitney and Secretary Herbert in this grand
work,

The Democratic party has been in all its history jealous of a
large standing army, knowing that in other lands it had been often
used by bad rulers to deprive the people of their rights and to
commit them to bloody, expensive, and ruinous wars; but it has
had no such dread of the Navy. With our party the Navy has
always been the favorite arm of national defense, and it will con-
tinue to be so. Fortunately, in this country we do not need a
large standing army. We have a large arms-bearing population,
easily converted into good soldiers, and we have a large volunteer
soldie ‘We have more than one excellent military school be-

for anything that had been done in the course of it?

sides West Point for the training of our officers. e have no
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powerful or dangerous neighbor to gunard against. We have
peaceful relations with Great Britain,and I hope and believe they
will continue to be friendly; but if it were unfortunately other-
wise, no invasion from Canada is even a possible peril.

The army of 200,000 men which Eng}:md has with so much
difficulty and expense sent to South Africa to put down and con-
quer the Boers could not protect Canada against us if we were
forced to invade that country. Mexico is sincerely friendly to
this country, and the bonds of amity and oommercia{intercoume
are drawing closer every day. I see no occasion whatever, there-
fore, for a large standing army for our defense. It can only be
necessary in the event that this country is to be committed to a
policy of foreign conquest—colonies, land grabbing, and spolia-
tion. To such a policy the traditions of our fathers, the lessons
of the Constitution, and our own practical interests are all opposed,
and thongh such a policy may have been temporarily fastened
upon us by the party in power, I do not believe it can stand or
ought to stand. I do not defend or advocate a navy as a part of
such a programme of subject colonies, war, and imperialism, and
if there was no other and nobler argument for building up our
Na:ivy, I should hesitate to vote for it. I desire to see peace,
an

PEACE WITH HONOR.

I can not forget, sir, that we have a population of over 76,000,000.
It is rapidly increasing. Our lands are fertile and we have every
variety of production. There is probably no large area of terri-
tory in the world capable of sustaining so large a population as
ours with general comfort and happiness asours. With this vast
area of soil, and every year developing some new method of human
sustenance and advancement, no man can fix a limit upon our

wth. In agriculture we are easily the first of the nations,
r manufactures are already being shipped to every part of the
world; but this grand movement which has so seriously alarmed
the industrial centers of Europe has barely begun. Onr com-
mercial marine, I admit, is not what it should be nor what it will
be at no distant day. Other nations have grown in wealth and
pulation, but we have ontgrown them all in wealth. In pogu-
E'tion we are second, indeed, to Russia, but we are immeasurably
superior to that country in wealth and resources. China has a
vast population, but the great mass are paupers. She is notori-
ously deficient in the arts of war and peace; has no capital, and
can not now be regarded as a rival to any country. Neither her
army nor her navy deserve any consideration.

With a rapidly growing nation and a developing commerce

with all the world, we

NEED THE “OPEN DOOR" FOR OUR TRADE,

as far as it is possible to have it, and we need also the ability to
protect our commerce and our markets. How can we do this or
even attempt to do it withont a strong and efficient Navy? [Ap-
lause.
. This is not all. Let us remember, sir, that we have a line of
seacoast on the Atlantie, the Gulf, and the Pacifio to defend which
can not be less than six or eight thousand miles; it is far greater
than that of any European nation. In addition to this we have
Alaska to defend, both by sea and by land. Alaska does not rep-
resent the new-fledged policy of greed and foreign conquest. We
bought her from Russia many years ago, and she proves to have
great resources. Then there is Hawaii, which we secured by
agencies which some regard as more questionable, but it is an
important outpost on the Pacific, and that people have certainly
been greatly blessed by our rule. No native of Hawaii has been
killed or maltreated in order to exploit our civilization or our trade.
I did not favor its annexation, but I do favor its defense, if neces-
BaTY.
CUBAN POLICY,

I come now to a yet more vital point. I mean Cuba and the
West Indies. I think it would be very nnwise to annex Cuba,
either as a State or a Territory, even if she came to us voluntarily.
‘We have had trouble enough already with incongruous elements
of population. Let Cuba carve out her own destinies in peace.
She has a wonderfully fertile soil, and the proof is that in two
years she recovered from the ravages of a long and desolating war
and all her people are now employed. No laborer stands in need
of work. ut we have dislodged Spanish power. We have made
Cuba free and independent, and we can not and will not permit
any European government to establish dominion there. In order
to make good onr position there and properly guard our interests
in respect to Cuba we must maintain and develop our maval
strength. The same is true in respect to Porto Rico and also the
Danish West Indies, if the latter pass into our hands.

I think the truth of these observations can not be denied by any
intelligent man; but there is another and a fixed policy of the
United States handed down to us by our ancestors to which we

have to look. I refer to the well-known Monroe doctrine. I do
not need to recite its history to this House. The country is
familiar with it since the time it was formally announced by
President Monroe in the early days of the last century. It was
in substance, as embodied in his message of 1823, that while we
did not propose to disturb the possessions then held by the powers
of Europe in North and South America, we would regard as an
unfriendly and hostile act the attempt by any one or more of
them to extend their dominions in this part of the globe. The
republics of South America were especially in the views of this
announcement, for it was these countries that were supposed to
be menaced by the Holy Alliance. But Cnba, the West Indies,
and l}Iﬁlx'ico were objects of even greater concern to us—Cuba
ecially,
ere ias never been a day that our people wonld have per-
mitted Cuba to be held by any other power of Europe than Spain.
Since that memorable declaration of President Monroe we ?:wa
witnessed the unscm}mlous partition of the vast continent of
Africa by the powers of Europe and the occupation of large parts of
Asia by this or that European power. Two of them oceupy each
an area there equal to our own on this continent. We have not
protested or opposed these proceedings, though public opinion
condemned them,
KO PARTITION OF CHINA.

‘When it came to the proposed partition of China very recently,
we threw our influence against it, but I fear the scheme was ar-
rested far more by the jealousies of the great powers than by
our interposition. It issuspended for the present, and, I fear, for
the present only. It is still a menace to China and our own
interests. Germany was the last of the great European powers
to adopt this policy of foreign colonies and conquest.

It was not until after the Franco-Prussian war of 1870 that,
under the master leadership of Bismarck, Germany became a
nation and a great empire. It was natural and right that she
should become anation and a great power. The world looks with
admiration on her splendid achievements in war, learning, sci-
ence, arts, and progress. Under the present Emperor, a man of
remarkable force of character, the German Empire has adopted
a colonial policy in South Africa and Asia. Asan incident and
aid to this policy it has created a great navy, which twenty years
ago had no existence. Of this navy I may speak hereafter.

But this isnot all. This great, powerful, and I may say aggres-
sive people are expanding and colonizing everywhere. T{wy %fwe
gone to South America. Hundreds of thousands of Germans are
in Brazil settled in its most temperate and inviting regions, and
many others are located in Venezuela. That these settlers will
rapidly increase and mult.i{;ly is almost certain, and it is almost
equally certain that they will assert themselves and overthrow the
existing anthorities. They will have for this act plausible rea-
sons and the support of the mother Government, and they will
naturally affiliate with the German Empire. This will practically
involve an annulment and abrogation of the Monroe doctrine, as
our people understand it, and it will involve a very grave issue
for our country. Thisis notall. It means the partition of Sonth
America by the great European powers, just as Africa has been
divided. The man who can not foresee all this is blind or inat-
tentive to passing events. When that day comes it will be neces-
sary for us to have a

NAVY CAPABLE OF RESISTING GERMANY

if we think our interests shall require us to do so.

I hope this evil day may not come, but if it should, that man
will be purblind—I will not say idiotic—who now imagines that
the hospitalities we extended the other day to Prince Henry or any
courtesies shown to President Roosevelt or any civilities to onr
ambassador at Berlin by the German Emperor will weigh a
feather in settling the disputes that may arise. Pretty speeches
and nice dinners are all a part of the diplomacy of European rulers
to mask their most serious and dangerous designs.

For a long time European governments, being occupied with
enormous land-grabbing in Asia and Africa, paid little heed to our
cherished Monroe doctrine, but latterly there are abundant mani-
festations of opinion all over Europe which indicate an inclination
and a purpose todisregard it whenever they please to doso. They
will not do it, I am confident, in the West Indies, norin our neigh-
bor, the Mexican Republic. There they would have to face the
power of this country. In respect to South America they feel
very differently. Then ask pertinently emough, ““If you insist
on playing the dog in the manger in South America, why are you
building up a conquest in the Philippines over an unwillin
people of ten millions?’* Sir, we have Eeyond a doubt weaken
the logic of our position and lessened the hold we might have had
if we had adhered to our old traditions as a government and a

people.
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STRONG NAVY INDISPENSABLE.

I have said enough to show that without adopting a policy of
imperialism, colonies, and conquest, a strong navy for us is indis-
pensable to guard our varied interests and maintain our just
rights all over the world. We have interests everywhere to de-
fend and protect. This is better than the sectional malignity and

rsecution ur by certain politicians of the dominant party.

Applanse on the Democratic side.]

In this cursory and imperfect review I have said nothing of the
proposed isthmian canal. Public sentiment in the United States
may not be united in respect to the selection of a route, but it is
overwhelmingly in favor of beginning at an early day the con-
struction of such a canal by the American Government, to be
paid for out of our own Treasury, to be under American sover-
eignty, and to be operated, managed, and guarded by us. Other
nations are to share in its benefits, but it is to be an American
canal just as the Suez Canal is substantially and effectively a
British canal.

But how can we gunard and

PROTECT OUR CANAL

if it is to be at the mercy of any one of three or four European
powers which may happen to have a superior navy? We have,
indeed, a treaty with Great Britain, which %e:s a reasonable as-
surance in that quarter, but we have mone ring on this ques-
tion with Germany. France, Russia, or Italy, to say nothing of
Japan, Austria, and the South American powers. Yet it is pro-

to expend $200,000,000 on this canal, which could be de-
stroyed in forty-eight hours by any country havinlg a superior
fleet to onr own. Ifavorthecanal, butI favoralsoa Navy capable
of defending it.

WAR I8 A CALAMITY

under any circumstances, however just and necessary. The late
Spanish war carried evils in its train which many are beginning
to believe will far outweigh any possible benefits. Of these I do
not now care to speak, but there is one mischievous result to
which I may advert as directly apim&niate to the pending ques-
tion. We engaged a power which did not have a third of our
population or a tenth part of our wealth and resources, with an
army brave enough but badly fed, badly equipped, badly officered,
and who were fighting over 3,000 miles away from their own soil.
That army was bound to be overcome in the end, unless Spain
could maintain her command of the sea and supply it from time
to time with reenforcements of men, food, arms, munitions, and
all that is necessary to equip and keep up anarmy in war. Hence,
in order to keep her hold on Cuba, Spain was compelled to send
her fleet to the West Indies and put up the best fight she could.
We did not have a large navy, but it was almost perfect in
its way.

It was immensely superior to that of Spain. Spain has not
been a strong naval power for centuries. In the early days her
galleons were the easy prey of the English buccaneers and daring
adventurers. The ‘‘invincible Spanish armada,’” prepared with
so much ostentation and expense to overwhelm England in the
days of Queen Elizabeth, was easily baffled, defeated, and de-
stroyed by one-third or one-half their number of British vessels
manned by men of our own stock and race. From that day to
this Spain has not figured as a naval power. I do not mean to
reflect upon Spanish valor or character, but as a nation she has
not exhibited naval aptitude like that of the northern nations of
Europe. So when the Spanish war came on, Spain had a navy,
it is true, but a navy on paper; brave and splendid heroes like
Cervera and his associate captains, but it was no match for our
few efficient and well-handled ships.

The battles of Manila Bay and Santiago were very easy victo-
ries. If you doubt this statement, look at the lists of the killed
and wounded on each gide, a few only on our side and thousands
on the other. Compare these suggestive figures with the naval
battles of the war of 1812, such as the Constitution and Guerriere,
the Chesapeake and the Shannon, and all the others of our his-
tory, including that battle which is painted on our walls, when
Perry had to quit his sinking ship to fight in another, or when
John Paul Jones. by sheer endeavor and with his decks running
with blood, npheld the glory of our arms till the enemy struck
his flag. It is needless to refer to the bloody battles of the Nile,
the Baltic, or Trafalgar, in the days when a ship would lose half
her crew and still fight on till victory crowned endurance and
valor and suffering.

FOLLY HAS GOXE WILD,

Over this easy victory against Spain folly has gone wild, and
many interpret it as a proof that we are y a great naval
power and that the world is half afraid of us. For one I do not

-

believe it. This battle was not fought with a great maritime
power, but with a very weak one, and we have no right to assume
that a British, French, or a German ship is like a Spanish ship,
and not equal to our own. The ships of Great Britain, Germany,
and France have all the aids of modern naval science; they have
officers of trained skill, high courage, with good crews, and if
ever we should have to meet one of 'glem it will be a very differ-
ent combat from that at Santiago or Manila. Our officers and
men will do all that we have a right to ask, but it will be no holi-
day task.
CONSIDER OUR NAVAL STRENGTH.

« Therefore, I say it is important for us to consider, first, what

is onr naval strength to-day, and also that of the leading Eu-

ropean powers. I say to-day, secondly, it is well to ask what

:&m they doing in the way of an increase, and what are we
oing?

It would be trifling with a great question and with this House
to speak on this point with a lack of candor. I shall not do so.
The building of a Navy or even of a single vessel of war is not a
thing that can be hidden from the world. The effective strength
of the navies of the great powers is a matter of publicity and no-
toriety. We know the present strength of England, Russia,
France, and Germany. All these powers, save Russia, have togo
before the legislative bodies to procure the means and authority
to increase their armaments, just as our own Executive comes to
Congress for the necessary supplies and authority. I venture the
assertion that there is not a government in Europe that does not
know exactly our strength and our weakness, how many fighting
battle ships we have, how many we are building, and how lon
we will have to wait for their completion. Let us, therefore, loo
the truth fairly in the face. It will not do to *‘live in a fool’s
paradise.”

NAVAL PROGRAMME,

The able report submitted by the chairman of the committee
[Mr. Foss] in the paragraph on the cost of ships of the new Na
gives the number of completed battle ships as 10, and those build-
ing as 8: armored cruisers built, 2, and building, 6; protected
cruoisers built, 12, and building, 9. The report well says that—

‘While we have built and are building all told 188 ships, yet comparatively
few of them have any real fighting value. Our naval power lies almost en-
tirely in our 18 battle ahui})s armored cruisers, and 930 rotected cruisers.
The rest of our ships wonld cut but little figure in ac‘l:nalpwar. Ships of the
battle line practically alone determine the paval strength of a nation,

But, sir. when you examine this table in the report it appears
that only 24 battle ships of the three descriptions mentioned are
already built and available for service. Some twenty-three ships
are being built or authorized, and we know by sad e ience
how long it takes us after a ship is anthorized by law to have her
built, armored, and equipped, so as to be ready for commission.
According to this report, on May 4, 1808—some four years ago—
there were anthorized three battle ships, each of 12,500 tons—the
Maine, Missouri, and the Ohio. Four yearshave elapsed. These
ghips are being built at three different private yards.

The Maineis completed 87 per cent, the Missouri 60 per cent,
and the Ohio 56 per cent. After that will come the armor, often
a slow business, and it may be two years more before these three
battle ships will be added to our effective force. Over three years
ago three more battle ships were authorized, of about 15,000 tons
each, namely, th: Virginia, Nebraska, and Georgia. They are
also to be built at different private yards. Eight per cent of work
has been done on the Georgia and nothing on the Virginia and the
Nebraska. Three years ago there were authorized three armored
cruisers of 14,000 tons each. The highest percentage of work
done on any one of the three is 19 per cent. This is a bad
exhibit.

The Secretary of the Navy tells us that the contracts for the
construction of the six armored cruisers authorized by the actsof
March 3, 1899, and June 7, 1800, require their completion in three
years from the date of the contract. The five battle ships aun-
thorized by the same laws are also to be completed in three years
from the date of the contract. After that will come the armor
and armament, often a slow business. From all this and from
past experience it will be three years or more before we can count
on having the ships already authorized ready for service.

Let us look briefly at the strength of the other great powers and
see what they are doing to increase it. England has about 50
battle ships. She is building energetically. Her known and
avowed PUlin; it is to make and keep her navy fully equal to any
possible combination against her by any two of the European
g?wers. She dare not do less. She can not afford to be driven

om the sea. Her programme for this and the next year includes
5 more battle ships. She has 18 armored cruisers and will speed-
ily add 8 more to the number. Remember that she builds and
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equips a ship in about one-half the time that we do. She has
many other ships a.lrea.d}yl' built, such as torpedo boats and destroy-
ers, but she is adding heavily to this force. She has 29 coast-
defense ships and monitors. Her government dockyards are in
the highest state of equipment and efficiency, not merely to repair
ghips, but to build them.

France has 18 large battle ships and will build 6 more in two
yvears. She has 21 armored cruisers and is about to build 3 more.
She has 14 coast-defense ships and monitors. She has 253 torpedo
boats to our 85. She is far inferior to this country in wealth,
population, and resources. .

Russia has a navy larger than our own and is adding to it en-
ergetically. And yet she has no Atlantic port, no easy access t&
that ocean, and no great commerce to protect. She has only one
or two ports on the Pacific. Her great strength lies in her vast
territory and her comparative fnaccessibility to invasion. She
needs a navy far less than we do, but she is a great power and
her Government is wise, sagacions, and farseeing. She means to
have a navy worthy of her high place and aspirations among the
nations,

I come now to that great Empire which we ought to watch most
carefully. Ireferto Germany. There isno malice oneither side,
but there may be a conflict of interests and ambitions, especially if
we adhere to the Monroe doctrine, as we will, and yet more danger
if we persevere in the folly of subject colonies and imperialism.
Now, what is the strength and what the plans of Germany? Re-
member that only three or four years ago we were fourth among
the nations in naval strength. Now,

GERMANY I8 THE FOURTH AND WE ARE THE FIFTH.

I beg here to remind you that we have a far larger population
than Germany and much more wealth and capital. We are richer
than Germany, Russia, France, or even Great Britain. But Ger-
many hasan able ruler, and her people are industrions, ambitions,
energetic. They are a strong and aggressive nation. The Ger-
man army is easily the first in Europe in case of war. Her people
in war wounld be patriotic and united. About twenty years ago the
(German navy was only nominal, but with the rapid growth of her
commerce and the adoption of the policy of having foreign col-
onies her statesmen have concluded that it was indispensable
to have a strong navy. She is building more rapidly than any
other country. Already German;i‘has 25 battle ships, 9 armored
crunisers, and many other ships. The committee report sums up
the situation briefly but clearly:

Her ship-building Erogramme started in 1898 and will be com-
pleted in 1908, possibly in 1607. It will give her in all 38 battle
ships, 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 98 torpedo boats.
After the completion of this programme, the plan contemplates
new constructions toreplace ships which, though still serviceable,
may have reached the prescribed age limit.

I say nothing of such powers as Italy, Austria, Chile, and Japan,
countries with far less wealth than our own, and not having our
large and varied interests to defend all over the world. Nor will
Is of a possible combination against us by powers singly in-
ferior, but united superior, to our own force.

Being deeply impressed with the vity of this branch of
the subject, and anxious to obtain all possible light, both for
my own benefit and for that of others who might listen to
my suggestions or read them, I applied directly to the proper
officers of the Navy Department, and through the courtesy of
Captain Sigsbee, the Chief Intelligence Officer of our Navy, I
have been supplied in accordance with my specific request
with some very valuable tables which more than confirm and
vindicate the observations I have made in respect to the status of
the great naval powers and our own. They present the snbject
far more clearly and fully than anything I could say. I ask the
permission of tﬁe House to print them as an addendum to my
remarks, and I beg members to weigh well the facts which they
contain. These tables contain:

IMPORTANT CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONS,

First. A comparison of the German and United States ship-
building programmes; this includes a list of the United States
ghips built and building and the German naval-building pro-
gramme.

Second. A table of United States ships building and the state
of completion of each.

Third. A printed list of vessels built and building for the
prineipal navies.

There is another table, being a copy of a memorandum fur-
nished the Committee on Naval Affairs, House of resenta-
tives, as to the relative cost of shipbunilding in navy-y and by

private contract in England, France, and Germany,

All these tables will be found interesting and instructive. They
are of the highest official authority.

GOVERNMENT YARD SHIPBUILDING.

In t to the last point, I beg to say that I have favored the
licy of giving onr own navy-yards a trial in building ships.
ere was a time in our history when all or nearly all of our
ships of war were built in Government navy-yards. These ships
won the splendid naval battles of the war of 1812-14. They were
worthy of the brave men who fought on their decks. It has been
said, I think by some naval expert, that these victories of 1812-14
were won by the work in our navy-yards.

Now, the practice of England, France, Germany, and Russia is
to build largely in the Government dockyards. England builds
most of her ships in Government dockyards, and they do not cost
any more than those built in private yards. I do not see why we
can not do the same to a certain extent at least. At present not
cne of our navy-yards is in a fit condition to build and equip a
great ship of war. This is not a satisfactory condition of aifairs,
If a British minister were to go into the House of Commons and
announce that the Government did not possess a single dockyard
where a first-class ship of war could gg built immediately he
would very probably be hooted out of the House.

Is it a wise thing for this Government so to run its large navy-
yards that if war were to break out snddenly, as most wars do, it
could not build a single first-class vessel of war in one of them,
and in ifs hour of peril and need would be wholly dependent on
the capacity, energy, liberality, and possibly the rapacity of pri-
vate con ors? They make no provision for poasibﬁa WAaTs.
That would cost money.

If you build a ship in a Government navy-yard, there is not a
man connected with its construction, from the captain to the
humblest workman, who has any interest in putting off inferior
material upon the Government. Every man would be trying to
get the best material available for the ship.

An argnment sometimes made against building our ships in
our own naw—g;rds is that the yards would be used for political
purposes. If this argument be sound, it applies to repairs as well °
as construction, and we wonld have to give np the whole business
of Government dockyards and admit the Government to be in-
curably affected with inefficiency and corruption. My observa-
tion of naval officers leads me to a far different conclusion than
this. I know of no officer who wonld prostitute a Government
navy-yard to dirty political work or attempt to control the votes
of the employees. They are far less likely to do it than private
contractors.

The building of vessels in our own vards should be fried, not
with one ship merely, but fully and fairly, as foreign nations do,
from year to year and until we find out what we can do. As we
grow we will improve our economics, efficiency, and rapidity of
construction. is competition will put the private shipyards to
their mettle, quicken and stimulate them to the best work. and
e;:glble us to judge when we are paying too much on our contract
ships.

It is most important to us to see if something can not be done
that will enable us to build ships as rapidly as Great Britain or
any other nation. We have unlimited resonrces. We have steel
and iron equal to any in the world. We have the best of timber
and of everything else that goes into a ship. We have skillful,
highly educated, and scientific officers, not gecond to those of any
country. Our mechanics have a reputation for skill, expertness,
individualify. intelligence, and energy superior to those of the
0Old World, as we all believe. For the life of me I can not see
how with all this and our very liberal grants of money by Con-
gress we can not build a ship as quickly as England. Let us
equip fully two of our best navy-yards on the Atlantic coast and
one on the Pacific coast and see if something can not be done to
remedy an evil which in time of war might have the most serious
) nences.

In this connection I wish to remind members of the House how
often we have read of American contractors for bridges, loco-
motives, and many forms of structure and work bidding and
securing contracts over British bidders by offering better terms
not only as to price, but in respect to the time of completion or
delivery. This has been done on British soil in different quarters
of the globe for years past. The English papers have pro-
claimed and lamented the fact. This fact is decisive as to what
can be done and will be done if we do but resolve to assert
ourselves. [Lound applause.]

COMPARISON OF GERMAN AND UNITED STATES WAR-SHIP BUILDING PRO-
GRAMMES.

The German shipbuilding programme will be completed in 1903, probalily
1907, instead of 1916, as first planned.

After the completion of the Er amme the plan contemplates new con-
structions to s ships which, though still serviceable, may have reached
the age limit.
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COMPARISON OF SHIPS.

Battle ships, including coast-defense vessels,
UNITED STATES.

&. Miantonomoh,
9. Monterey.
10. Monadnock.

1.

Amphitrite.

12. Kearsarge.
13. Kentucky‘
Alabama.

—
F“

17.
18.

B\’g’ll‘lﬂ;ﬂf of German
finished 1 29 .7, battle
tons, ﬂn 1905;: 51 L, battle ship,

14.
15. Il‘linois
msin

finished mber, 1
Missouri, finished February, 1903.
otl February‘ 1905,

inished May, 1904.
Nebra.ska. ﬂnisheﬁ July. 1004,
Georgia, finished .Tu.lﬁ 1904,
New Jersey, finishe

R‘]’&ﬂ” Island, finished February,

shed 1906; 24, fin

XXXV—346

February,

GERMANY.
1. Bachsen,reconstructed battle ship,
2. BaT}arn, reconstructed battleship,
8. Wurtem , reconstructed bat-

tle ship, 7,400 tons.
4 B&do‘n, reconstructed battle ship,

7,400 tons.
b. Olstiﬁu t:)eoonsh'uc!ed battle
6. Bieg ,coast-defense, steel. !owA

freeboard ironclad, 3,495

freeboard ironclad, 8,485

8. Frithjof, coast-de fense.steel low-
ironelad, ?,195 ns.

9. Hi]dabrand

stee
ow - free ironchui L

10. Hexmdall,coaarb-da ense, steel, low-

11. Hage et '8‘%;9 I‘1{“"

coast-defense, s -

treenﬁoardl rclm!l mt.lanl.e?w

t-defense, steel -

reeboa rd ironclad, 3,754 to ns?w

13. Odin maabdereme. sbeel lowrme-
board ironclad, 3,754

4. Bra.ndenbnrg battle ship. 10,083

15. Kurrnrst Fﬂedx&:h ‘Wilhelm, bat-
16. W ?mrg battle ship, 10,033

1. Worth. battle ehip. 10,063 tons.
1 er , battle ship,

1 tons
19. lenm Wilhelm IT, battle ship,
20. Kaiser Wﬂhemder Grosse, battle
ship, 11,130 tons.
Kum‘r Ba.rharcm, bagtle ship,
.180 tons.
2. Ka:ser Km-l der Grosse, battle
hip, 11,130 tons.
23. Wltte]sbnch battle ship, 12,000
s WomnTHeb I W o
e e
finished 1 i i
25. Zahringen. battle ship, 12,000 tons,

26. Schv{:hben battle ship, 12,000 tons,
21. M%cnklenbnrg. baat:éle ship, 12,000

tons, finished
End of programme of 1898,

MR

amme of 1900.—28 H battle shi

ip, 13,000 tons, ﬂnmhad 1

ished 1907;
ﬁnished mu!. 28, finished 19808, or probably 1wr

*mK.ba Gl
13(]II

35, finished miﬂhg. fintshed &me‘l

1908; 87,

9. Columbia. 12, Ersatz Kinig Wilhelm, 8,800 tons.

10. Minneapolis.

1. OIympla =
12- CAgo.
13. StknLou:;s. date of delivery un-
14. Milwaukee, finished April, 1904.
15. Charleston.

Cruisers,
UNITED STATES. GERMANY,

1. Baltimore. 1. Zietan, unprotected, 975 tona.

2. Philadelphia. 2. Arkonaa;:igprotecte& 2,370 tons.

8. Newark. 3. Alexan ted, 2,570
4. Ban Francisco.

5. Albany. 4. B‘htz unprotected, 1,382 tons.

6. New (;rleems. 5. Pfeil, unprotected, 1. 1382 tons,

7. Cincinnati. 6. Greif, unpmtoc't,ed 1,970 tons.

8. Raleigh. T Hateor torpedo-gun vessel, M6
9. Atlanta, tons.
10, Boston. 8. Komet., torpedo-gun vessel, 840
15 Rt 9 Wncht torped essel, 1,250

on ory. ; iy o-gun v

18. m‘m
14. Manila. 10. Jagd torpedo-gun vessel, 1,250
15. Banmnin,
16. Concor 11. Schwalbe unprotected, 1,120 tons.
7. Yorktown 12. Sperber, u:aprot.ected 1,120 tons.
18. Dolphin, 13. Bussard, protective deck, 1,580
19. Wilmington.

tons.
. Helena. 14. Falke, protective deck; 1.580 tons.

15. Kormoran, protective deck, 1,640
tons

20
g.
23. Machias. 16. Kondor, protective deck, 1,640
24. Don Juan de Austria. tons.
25. Isla de Luzon. 17. Seeadler, protective deck, 1,640
26, Isla de Cuba. tons.
27. Alert. 18, Geder, protectwe deck, 1,776 tons.
28. Ranger, 19. Irene, protective deck, 4,400 tons.
29, An.nngohﬂ 20. Prinzess Wilhelm, protective
30. Vicksburg. deck, 4,400 tons.
31. Wheeling. 2L Ge&on, protactimdeck 4,108 tons,
2. tta. 22, Hela, protective deck, 2,000 tons.
8. Newport. 23, Gazelle, protective deck, 2,645
84. Princeton. tons.
35. Petrel. 24, N’mbﬁ, rotective deck, 2,645 tons.
36. Bancroft. 25, wazn e, protective deck, 2,645
87. Chattanooga, finished January,
1 28. Thetis, protective deck, 2,645 tons.

88. Cleveland, finished Aug'ust] 1902, 27, Ans.dna, protective deck, 2,645
39. Denver, finished October, 5 tons.
40. Dﬂsl[o‘!nmh;ﬂllgxhed July, 1902, 28, Medtusa. protective deck, 2,645
41. Galveston, hed June, 1908.
42, Tacoma, finished October, 1902, 29, A.mazona. protective deck, 2,045
43. G\mboat No. 16, unknown. - Gtons

81. H.

8. J.

3. K.

84. L.

35. M.

86, N.

Additional vessels not counted in list.—Holhenzollern, unprotected, 4,187
tons; Bremse, tive deck, 866 tons; Brummer, 'protectiva deck, 866 tons;
Jaguar, steel’ k, 885 tons; ﬂtls.steel deck, 895 tons; Tiger, steel deck, 803

tons; Luchs, steel deck 805 tons; 4, unprotected, 895 tons; Habich?, unpro.
tected, 848 tons; Wol rotect,e& 489 tons; Hyane, unprotected 480 tons;
Pemmn unprotected, tons; (Ser armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons;
We. ‘armored gunboat. iron, l 109 tons; Bienne, armorad gtmhoat l.mn,
1,1 tons, Skorpion, armored gun’ t, iron, 1,100 tons; Mucke, armored
bmt iron, 1,109 tons; Basilisk, armored gunboa.t. irom, 1,100 tons; Camaleon,
armored gunboat, iron, l,%g.; tons; Crocodil, armored gunbon.t iron, 1,108

tons; Natter, armored t, iron, 1,109 tons; Salamander, armored gun-
boat, iron, 1,100 tons; mmel, armored gunboat, iron, 1.100 tons.

UNITED STATES TRAINING VESSELS, GERMAN TRAINING FLEET.
Topeka. Marie, iron, unprotecte 370 tons,
Prairie. Sophie, iron, anprotocte& 1&9 tons,
Lancaster. O iron, unprotected, 2,160 tons.
Hartford. Stein, iron, unproteet«ed, 2‘ tons.
Yankee. Moltke iron, unprotected, 2 856 tons,
Buffalo. , iron, unprot.ectei 2,856 tons.
Dixie. Bluchar. iron, unprotected, 2 856 tons.
Panther. Carola, iron, unprotected, 2,175 tons.

Ch::rlott.e iron, unprotected,

ns

Mars, iron, unprotected, 8,333 tons,
Nixe, iron, unprotected, 1,760 tons,

mBeside?,o there are 5 old iron-armored ships comparable to United States
old monitors.

A number of small and old vessels, not suitable for war purposes, have
been omitted.

No account has been given of torpedo boats and destro “i’ers, as Germany
has four times the force of the United States in this rega;

Captain, United States Naw.
Chief Intelligence Officer.
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GERMAN SHIPS UNDER CONSTRUCTION IN 1001
The principal data of the ships under construction during the year 1901 are given in the following table: 2
l;mnt. Speed. Laying of keel. Launching. Date of completion. ‘Where built.,
A. BATTLE SHIPS,
Tons.
Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse....cceeefoeecaeas 11,150 Germania,
Ka rbarossa .......ceee- 11,150 Schichau.
Kaiser Karl der Grosse . 11,150 Blohm & Vosa.
Wittalsbach ... .eveneee- 11,832 W ven.
Wettin. ... ﬂ,% Schichan,
Zahringen ...... f Germania.
Mecklenburg ... 11,832 Vulkan.
Schwaben ... 11,832 Wilbelmshaven.
e D e 12, 800 Germania,
A e e b e e e 12,800 Behichan.
B. ARMORED CRUISERS.
Prine Fenrloh o s i s 8,000 2.5 Mar, 22,1001 ... inning ot 1002....| Kiel.
Prinz Adalbert....... SR S 9,000 21 June22,1901... -] Endof 108 ... ... Do.
Ersatz Konig Wilhelm . ... o ocv oo ceeas 9,000 S W T S ) ) B AR SR s, e e A Blohm & Voss.
€. PROTECTED CRUISERS,
2,680 21 .| July 38,1900 ... Fall of 1901 Danzig.
2,060 21 Au,g.slﬁ. 1900 . Summer of 1901 Weser.
2,660 21 -| Dec,5,1900 __ Fall of Do.
2,660 21 Oct. 6,1900.... Summer of 1901 Germania.,
2,700 21.5 | Summer of 1901.. ...} . oo.ooo b1 ¢ R Weser.
2,700 21.5 e ] SEpey. do.... Do.
2,700 B e D S e M i iy 5 T e R L Howaldt.
980 13.5 | July, 1900 ............ Apr. L1901 . eeaveneee Beginning of 1902....| Danzig.
Hence, there were under construction 20 la ships, with an te to: of 155,830, aside from the two torpedo-boat divisions building at

Bchichan’s and at the Germania Works, of which 8. 108 and S. 109 have

THE NAVAL AND MILITARY RECORD,
NAVY,

Dnrin%'last ear four ironclads—the Wetting, the Zahringen, the Schwa-
ben, and the Hzcklmtm —were launched for tgs German navy. The other
German launchings in com nee A t, the
Panther ( mboag.sand several torpedo-boat destmﬁers. The Panther was
launched at Dantzic and the destroyers at Kiel and Elbing.
rds further additions now in gro _for the German navy, two
irome —the Kaiser Karl der Grosse an a Wittelsbach—are 08t com-
pleted, as is also the srmor—g]sted cruiser Prince Heinrich. The coast d
ships—Heimdall, Hildebrand, and Beowulf—are being modifled at Kiel and
se’ ¥
type are abount to be modified.

Dantzic and will soon be :gain ready for
the Brande:
and thron{hout each ship wood is to be

Thet boila o b it
TS are c
by steel as far as possible; steel tables and other steel furniture
are even to troduced. The ventilation of the four ironclads is to be
ved and aerin lance torpedo tubes are to be replaced by submarine

The introduction of submarine boats into the German navy has been in-
definitely postponed.

ANUARY 23, 1902, OF THE GERMAN

NAVY DEPARTMENT
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND én»‘.\m.

Lpril 1, 1902.
Vessels under construction, United States Navy,
Degree of com-
pletion.
No. Name. Speed. Builder.

Mar.1.| Apr.1.

Per et.| Per ct.

10 B4 . 8T
1 58 60
12 55 56
13 0 0
14 0 0
15 7 8
16 7 7
17 7 7
4 17 19
b 10 13
6 1 4
7 20 2
8 9 12
9 1 4
14 | Denver.....cc.oxae 17T | Neafle & Levy. _-oocceeoee- T4 m
15 | Des Moines........ 17 | Fore River 8.& E.Co . 65 67
16 17 | Lewis Nixon ._.... 56 58
7 17 | Wm.R.Tr Co .. 58 56
18 17 | Union Iron Works 40 41
19 17 | Bath Iron Works.. 76 78
20 22 | Neafie & LOVY.-caccaeaanennan 3 8

n launch

at Kiel and 8. 102 to 107 at Elbing.

Vessels under construction, United States Navy—Continued.

et e ek
=

BEREBRRES

O =3 0 T T3

No.

Degree of com-
Name, Speed. Builder, DI

Mar.1.| Apr.1.
i Per ct.| Per ct.
Union Iron Works .......... 0 0
Newport News Co cccceueaee 1 2
Newport News Co _......... ] 04
Bath Iron Works. .. 92 93
Lewis Nixon........ 88 80
Union Iron Works 80 81

TORPEDO-BOAT DE-

STROYERS.
29 ] ]
20 o ]
20 98 pL
28 98 2
2 82 B4
2 81 82
80 9 w
30 98 o8
29 8 I
2 89
20 |- 87 90
29 65 66
30 86 o]
80 83 85
80 8 8
TORPEDO BOATS.
Stringham ........ 80 | Harlan & Hollingsworth.... 08 a8
80 | Wolf & Zwicker____ =7 a9 o
26 | Geo, Lawley & Son a8 93
o LA 28 98
26 | Lewis N a7 a
. 1 do.__. 8 ]
26 | Wm. R. Trigg Co. 9 ]
28 | Columbian Iron Works..... T4 T4
2 Gas E. &P.Co ... .cenas..n 04 00
BUBMARINE TOR-
PEDO BOATS,

84 80 85
8 08 ]
8 a2 66
8 96 ]
8 57 L]
-] " 9
8 88 92
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Number and displ ent o .qu different classes, bm'u cmd building, for Number and displacement of vessels of different classes, etc.—Continued.
the six pré naval powers, November 1, JAPAN.
UNITED STATES.
: Built. | Building.
) Type.
Type. X B g Lt No. Tons. | No. | Toms.
No. Tons. No. Tons.
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons). 6 By R R SR e R
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) . 9| 99,8% 8| 111,700 | Other batuleshipsand m*iefem iron- sl 2606
Othsr bﬂtm ships and coast-defense iron- g 5T : lads e b 60'855
...................................... i L]
'Am"“"}f"“’m TR e, Bove 5.000 B Liss ° P?mm)-,-- = S 10| 41,48
FRUMCIS ALRImE S SO (e R o 1m0 8| 28,800 | Protected cruisers, third class (below 5,000 e
5 ’fd"ﬁ‘ﬂ;ﬁs)“ __ wisers, secon f‘_ _““‘”___"_‘f’_"f'f’_‘??_ 12| 41,100 6| 18600 | Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons). - '
Unprotected {above 1,000 tons) . 2 7 S e Gunboats (below 1,000 fm‘-" --------------- 545
boats (below 1000 tons) —......---.... i O 7 e Torpedo-boat destroyers. ... ...
Torpedo-boat AestrOyers. . .. --.o..-oowofaememealmmmeaeaaan 16 6,605 | Torpedo boats, first class nbove 100 tons).
Torpedo boats, first classg above 100 tons).| 21| 8,305 9 1,724 Torpeclo boats, second (below 1
A urpug;u boats, (below 100 s mmn-g‘:‘:----;v-—“-“ -
Total displacement. ....cccceececcanen
Total built and building . .ccceevee..n 176—259, T80 tops.
RUSSIA.
REA ATR. Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) - 13 | 149,85 6 81,000
i Farey Otherbnt]:ﬁashlpesndmast-de fense iron- =
Battlo ships, first class (above 10,000tons).| 42 | 557,800 | 11 500 | Armored cruisers _____ "7 T 12
Ot.her batgla‘ e ships and coast-defense imn)— A% Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000
R T S T 201 190,405 foocooo oo tons) . 65| 32,80 5
Amoﬂad cruisers _ 19 | 163,830 2| 225,200 Pro%tt%%acrmers, ‘second class (3,000 to g e : S
Pro roisers firstclass(above 8000 | | 4 | | B0 ODS) e e e s & 1
tect‘eif. = “rs, first class juigas lll) #1d 200,060 e N o Unprotectad cruisers (above 1,000 tons). .. 19 29,020
Protected cruisers, second class (8,000 to Gunboats (‘below 1,000 tons) -------------- 1 6200 | e
6,000 tOD8) - - - weee e eeoe o 54 | 288,8% 2 11,760 | Torpedo-boat d ’im 21 5,970 30 10,350
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3.um urpmu‘mts, first ¢ bove 100 tons 0 4,675 2r 300
= 40 92, 085 o 5,800 | Torpedo boa ts, second ¢ (below
%:E g% 6 6,880 BONB) s e e St ke b s e 128 5,930 3 210
pedo-boat destroye m| 8035 53| 18,500 Total displacement. ....cueoeeeeneee. 07 | 462,315 74| 138,220
Torpedo boats, first clusa (above 100 tons). v 4,590 6 900
Torper)io boats, second class (below 1 s; S Total built and building ...c.cc ... 351598, 585 tona,
tons e e b e DAY SR a A ) R e
Submarine boats ... 2 1 120 4 450
Training ‘?emek; ____________________________ 9 [T e A=A AUSTRIA.
Total displacement . ... oceeeezooe 578 |1, 583, 005 105 433,020 | Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons).|_.......
Total built and building 6832, 016,025 ¢ c;nﬁsmm s el
and building .. ...oo..... L 016, ons | | e s e e e
Armored cruisers __ - 2
Protected cruisers,second class (3,000 to
FRANCE. LR 1
Pmtac-i ted cruisers, third class (below 3,000 .
$t16 ships, Airst cliss (above i ; Un "E&MEQE&%ET&@E:’:E)': 8
jeprig s o e o e ek tﬂi}. = g 2 o i Guggz)‘in 2 (oelow L0 ton) ... 13
PO g o e S Ay o S o e ol %5 000 1. e iminees | T OTDEC first
Armored eruisers ... 10| 52,240 187 Torpedo boats, second cSm (‘mlo 106
Protected cruisers, first class (a‘bove 6,000 63
e R e e 4| 81,905 |.. 2
ted cruisers, second class (3,000 to
TR T A N S e 20 | . 84,500 |___. 114
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000
e RS e L R Sl e e 15| 25,260 |.
Unprotected eruisers (above 1,000 tons) .. 15| 25,845 | .. 2
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) - .oeooeoooomeee = |y g [ BETEER BIERRSAR
Torpedo- t des‘t.ro 12 8,5&) 20 5, 965 ITALY.
"ormoboqta,ﬂrstclnss (above 100 tons). 44 | et R Al A T
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 Battle ships, first c!am (above 10,000 tons) . 5
185 | 12,805 = 2,835 | Other battleships an d coast-defense iron-
8 1,115 - 3,15 clads - S S UG s S et [ d
e e e e L
38| 04,50 0| 18,1 | gred crulsers, first class XpRt . s
Protected cruisers,second class (3,000 to
478818, 000 tons. T AR e sl 5
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 =
GERMANY. Unprotected cruisers (above i'['!fflvféﬁé')".'. 7
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) 14
m &Pﬁmﬁﬂnt cﬁ 100 tons lr{
Battle shi; ﬂmtciam(n.‘tnvelﬂ,ﬂl]tons i 9 5, T2 L g 000 do " bove
Other bnt& ships and coast-defense iron- : s Torpedo boats, second c (below 10(‘3
Co O F, R T N 18] 00000 1. cvinnilesithnnns O e e e e e 13
ed .......................... 5| 44,625 2 17,600 | Submarine boats . ..o cmeeiiiiianiaas 1
tocted cruisers, first class 6,000 -
g s e el 6] et a0l Total displacement. ... ... .-co—-— 210 | 219,815 12| 8,0
; an‘%gd c):ruimrs, second class (8,000 to S ol G
B o i e R A Rk 5 | R e St and building «...ocenee.nn 222848, T45 tons,
Protec)tadcrmsers,thirdchm(belowa 000 20958 i 1,50 8 B 10
Unprotected eruisers (above 1,000 tons) .| 12| 20,725 |-cceeeeslevnnr... | SUPPLEMENT TO “ COMPARATIVE COST OF DOCKYARD-BUILT AND CONTRACT-
Gunboats b(mtlm tons) .. g lg.m ...... S i BUILT SHIPS ABROA
Torpedo- vers y 5 copy of which was furnish hnlrm&n commi
Torpedo boats, first clam (above lmtcna). 2 B0 e [ e (A St $ fpt,?ﬁ‘,"igﬁu 1 Of e Sotes then
Forpe poalny o cem (iow 1] el | ae The information herein contained has boon compiled from the official bud-
w8 e ey ety gets of England, France and for 1802, It brings down to date the
2 Sy sl agwalohcﬁ?of dwkrnrg-i uﬂi;ggd e I&uﬁr'ism orhiélﬁestmtado%ts
of su as modifi work done durin,
242 | 350,135 20 | 117,250 nﬁnt es fnrgea are ustﬁﬁ aecu.mte. but thosg aa %&gﬁwﬂggﬁ?ﬁctt‘%
ion. In Germany the cost been estimat @ S o
202476, 885 tons. ¥menﬁe, these generally extending, in the case of battle ships, over
a perioci four years.
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Name.
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GERMANY.
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Name. Class, place- Yard, Cost.
ment.
Ships building i
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Tons. Marks.
Eaiser Friederich | Battle ship..| 11,080 | Wilhelmshaven ......| 20,010,000
Kglisérln Wilhelm |.___. ae i 11,080 | ... B0 hrmismaem s 19,830,000
Wittelsbach ........|-.... do..o....| 11,800 |..... ol oo 22,135, 000
Schwaben o

Ships built l’nmgri-

vate shipya
K%;iser ‘Wilhelm der | Battle ship..| 11,080 | Germania Works._... 19, 830, 000
rosse.
Kaiser Barbarossa . |..... G0 11,080 | Schichan Works...... 19, 960, 000
Ks&’laer EKarl der |..._. do _..... 11,080 | Blohm & Voss........ 189,960, 000
. 800 | Germania Works. ... 23,860, 000
800 | Schichan...c.caeaao... 23, 860,
900 | Vulean.... 9, 250, 000
600 | Weser.. 9,110, 000
600 | Vulean.. , 110,000
00 s 5,210,000
600 | Germania Works.._..| 5,210,000
000 | Weser.....ccecueeaeaae| 5,210,000
600 | Germania Works. 4,620,000
600 | W cronimmmaanmeass| &, 680,000
600 | Germania Works. __.. 4,620,000
Comparative cost per ton of displ. o t of dockyard-built and contract-built
ips.
o Cost per ton of
§ o d.ispBiG(-,eme}:_lt of
g :é ships built in—
Name. Class. : E -: e
= 5] ment | Private -
E E dock- yard.
yard.

ENGLAND.

Implacable....
Bulwark i

Battleship ............

..... o et

Armored cruiser......
do

Kaiser Barbarossa..|.
Prinz Heinrich .
Vineta
Hansa

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. LOUDENSLAGER hav-
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the
Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments
of the Senate to the bill H. R. 8587.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 13805) making appropriations
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year endin
June 50, 1903, disagreed to by the House of Representatives;
agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representatives,
and had appointed Mr. Procror, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr,
BATE as the conferees on th:egart of the Senate.

The message also announ that the Senate had passed bill of
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

S. 5383. An act providing that the circuit court of ap
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at
least one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta,
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+ in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each
year.
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session. ; .

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 4 o’clock hawnglamve_d. gen-
eral debate is closed by order of the House. The Clerk will read
the bill.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
lows:

PAY OF THE NAVY.

Pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty; officers on
shore and other duty; officers on waiting orders; officers on the retired list;
clerks to commandants of yards and stations; clerks to paymasters at yards
and stations; general storekeepers, receiving ships and other vessels; com-
mutation of quarters for officers on shore not oceupying public quarters, in-
cluding boatswains, gunners, ca ters, sailmakers, warrant machi
pharmacists, and mates; pay of enlisted men on the retired list; extra pay to
men reenlisting under honorable discharge; interest on deposits by men;
Pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, and apprentice boys, including men

n the engineers’ force, and for the Fish Com: jon, 25,500 men and ap-
rentices under training at training stations and on board training ships, and
3‘1);, 'H;leeil Bgetnﬂad for duty with Naval Militia, at the pay prescribed by law,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word.

I have no desire at this time to discuss the matter that was u
a few minutes ago in general debate, the order of General Smit
‘! to make Samar a howling wilderness and kill everybody capa-
ble of bearing arms,’’ but I will read three or four lines from the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 5354, being a telegram from General
Corbin to General Chaffee, dated April 15, 1902, as follows:

Press dispatches state that upon the trial of Major Waller, of the Marine
Corps, testimony was given by Waller, corro by other witnesses, that
Gen, Jacob H. Smith instructed him to kill and burn; that the more he killed
and burned the better pleased General Smith would be; that it was no time
to take prisoners, and that when Major Waller asked General Smith to de-
fine the age limit for killing, he replied, * Everything over 10."

If such testimony was given, and the facts can established, you will
place General Smith on 1 by court-martial.

Mr. Chairman, the last sentence of this order was conditional,

The condition was:

If such testimony was given and the facts can be established, you will place
General Smith on trial by court-martial.

‘‘Such testimony '’ must have been ‘‘ given by Major Waller,”
and facts must have been capable of being *‘ established,” because
the court-martial or trial of General Smith was ordered, and he
was tried and a verdict rendered but not yet published, the ver-
dict being sealed and is now en route to Washington for President
Roosevelt to first open. ; :

Now, Isay I have no desire now to discuss this order, but I simply
want to put this order of General Corbin by order of the President
down in the RECORD side by side with another statement. On
April 25 I elipped from the Philadelphia North American, a Re-
publican paper, the following:

GENERAL SMITH ADMITS ALL THE CHARGES—HE ORDERED MAJOR WALLER
TO KILL ALL “OVER 10 YEARS OF AGE"—COURT-MARTIAL OPENS—HIS
i()‘l;."ﬁm DECLARES THAT BAMAR BOYE ARE AS DANGEROUS AS THE

- MANILA, April 25, 1902.

The trial by court-martial of Gen. Jacob H. Bmith on the charge of con-

duct prejudicial to order and discipline began to-day. Gen. Lloyd
Whea gdpmsided. 1. Charles A. Woodruff, counsel for the defense, said
he desired to simplify the proceedin

He was willing to admit General tﬁiith gave instructions to Major Waller
tokill and burn and make Samar a howling wilderness; that he wanted every-
body killed capable of bearing arms, and that he did specify all over 10 years
of age, as the Samar boys of that age were equally as dangerous as their
elders.

Capt. David D. Porter, Marine Corps, and Lieut. John A. Day, Marine
Corps, were the only witnesses examined. Their testimony developed noth-

new.
mﬂ!aj. Littleton W. T. Waller, Marine Corps, will be the only other witness
for the prosecution. He was unable to be present to-day on account of sick-
ness, but it is expected will be in attendance to-morrow.
The defense will call several officers of the Ninth Infantry.

General Smith then in open court confesses to having given this
“fire and sword '’ order. There should no longer be any doubt
about this.

You will all remember, Mr. Chairman, that this order of Gen-
eral Smith was brought to light in the court-martial trial of
Major Waller for enforcing this order of General Smith, and
Major Waller acquitted himself by saying, ‘I simply obeyed the
orders of General Smith, and his orders were to make a
howling wilderness and to kill every person capable of. bearing
arms.” When asked to put a limit on the ‘‘ order ” as to age. he
replied, ““ Ten years.”” But I presume a boy under a tree with a

% 31- with the native soldiers, in or out of camp or action, was
ed.

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire now to discuss this “‘order.”
General Smith gave the ** order,’”” and it was obeyed and had to
be obeyed. The ** Army *’ does not give *‘ orders.”” The officers,
the head officers, give *‘ orders,”” and the ** privates '’ have to obe;
them. The *“ privates’’ did not want to obey this order, an

General Smith says so over his own signature, as shown by the
Army and Navy Journal of ten days ago.
The American, the paper from w{wh' I have read this order and
General Smith’s confession, is a Raublican paper, and the order
I first repd was issued by General Corbin and is found in the REc-
page 5354, and found in the hearings before the Senate
ittee on the Philippines, pages 1548 and 1549.
r. Chairman, we went to war with Spain because she treated
e Cubans just as General Smith has treated the people in Samar,
We ped the * fire and sword ** policy in Cuba and be, it in
the Philippines by ‘‘ orders * from generals who fought in Cuba,
as General Smith did.

I should like very much to have discussed this bill, but the time
has been taken up by others in discussing this ** order '’ of Gen-
eral Smith. :

I presume I may be permitted to proceed for a few minutes any-
way.

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a first-class navy, one com-
mensurate with the needs of our Republic. I have su].gported
measures for that purpose and shall continue to do so. But I do
not want the Navy turned into a *‘ commercial drummer.” TIam
in favor of what we have, a peaceful commerce with all the
world. But we can have that without an unnecessary army
or navy as advance agents,

Now, the question is, What about a navy because of our
oriental possessions?

If we retain permanently the Philg)fine Islands, the very high-
est authority on that subject, Admiral Dewey, says that we must
have a large navy in, and because we are in, the Philippine Is-
lands, because we are in the waters that are plowed by the war
ships and patrolled by the war dogs of the *‘ war powers of Eu-
rope.”” Of necessity, he says, we must have armed vessels there
to protect the sovereignty of the United States.

The sovereignty of the United States is as much in the Philip-
sinea as it is here; and if that sovereignty suffers or is in part

estroyed, it affects the sovereignty of the United States every-
where.

Now, in order that my colleagues and the members of this
House may act with their eyes open, I desire right on this ques-
tion to read from the first volume of the Schurman Philippine
report. It is a report signed by Mr. Worcester, Mr. Denby,
Admiral Dewey, General MacArthur, and Professor Schurman,
It is not signed by General Otis.

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that he be allowed to proceed for five minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. General Otis did not sign this re-
port, although he was a member of the Commission. It is signed
by Jacob Gould Schurman, George Dewey, Charles Denby, and
Dean C. Worcester, and John R. MacArthur as secretary. As I
have said, General Otis did not sign this report, although a member
of the Commission. He was making war on the Filipinos, fighting
every day, while these Commissioners were trying to find what
these peo(gle wanted and bring about peace if possible. But
General Otis was so busy keeping up the war that he only at-
tended one meeting of the Commission, remaining on the Com-
mission all the time. Strange indeed! He rather ignored this
Commission anyway. They weresubordinate to him, the general
in command, although he was one of the Commissioners.

Before I proceed further I want to stop a moment to say that I
congratulate the House that we have such a full and able report
on this bill and our Navy, and I believe I will not incite a spirif
of jealonsy among the members of the committee when I say I
believe the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] very largely
merits our compliments for this report. -

‘While in the Old World this last year he industrionsly studied
the navies there, and we see he has given the House the benefif
of his observations to a t and valuable extent. I will now
resume the reading of this document.

I will read again from Admiral Dewey (vol. 1, p. 127, of this
Schurman Commission’s Report), as follows:

As our interests in the East and in questions affecting it have increased
greatly since our possession of the Philippines, we should maintain a perma-
nent fighting force of ships on the Asiatic station, including battle ships and
AT CIUISers.

A permanent fighting force in the Philippine Islands, he says.

The distance and the time that would be required for reenforcements to
arrive in case of attack by a foreign power show clearly the necessity for
keeping a strong enough force on the spot to make such an attack improb-

able,
for a moderately large fleet being clearly shown, it is neces-

The necaasiﬁ
sary to establish naval and coaling stations for its repair and supply.
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Again, on page 129, Admiral Dewey says:

It has been shown above that nearly all of trade communieation in the
islands is necessarily by water, and that a cnnsadembh force of expensive
war vessels must be maintained in the Philippines

We have determined, from necessity 1t. is claimed by the
Republicans, to maintain on the ** spot*’ in the Philippine Islands
a standing army of 30,000 American soldiers and 5.000 natives,
costing us annually about $1,285 per American soldier and half
price for the natives, or about $42,000,000 per year, exclusive of
armament and fortifications, which cost about $7,000,000 per
year. This makes about $50.000,000 per year for our standing
army in the Philippine Islands.

Then this “‘standing’ navy of and for the Philippine waters
will cost what to build? We see the nmaval board ** estimates ™
are said to amount to $98,910,984.63. Whether this is over or
under the mark I can not say. I will content myself by reading
a paragraph or two of the speech of the gentleman from Ilinois
[Mr. Foss] in yesterday s RECORD, and those who have plenty of
time can make the estimate:

Mr. g;;sxm of Tennessee. How much are they to wﬁmﬂ

The cost of these ships, in accordance with plans recommended
%pt:w Board of Construction, amounts in all to about $30,000,000. The battle
which will be ships of 16,000 tons each—the largest battle ships of any

that we have—will eost §7,5%2,000 apiece.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, How does that compare with the eost of eon-
structing such vessels heretofore?

Mr. Foss. Our battle ships heretofore have cost anywhere from $8,000,000
to six and a half million do!

A MewBER. Inclusive of ordnance?

. Foss. Inclusive of everything‘ that is the completed cost.
Now, the arm cruisers will cost $6,700,000 apiece, and the gunboats

$510,000 apleoe mkinginallatotaleost for 2ﬁm-c]aashu ttle ships, £ armored

eruisers, and 2

Now, there are aevaml rds in tha avy Departmant whose bnaineaa it
is to recommend na mmes. One is the eral board. y have
mommendad the hnﬂ&ngl of something like 35 ships. Then t‘hami& tJm
Boa: f Constructio ich recommended to the gcnmn'y of the Navy

of about 40 ships
tary of the Na'ry made a recommendation, I think, callin,
in number. I have not counted them up. He askad for 3 fivst-
armored of 6,000 tons

e ships, 2 first-class 8 gun dis-
g.wemont, 3 gan‘boats of 2,000 tons lacemant 3 pmkot. boats of 600 tons
Jlacement, 3 stee tmmjng ahﬁps of about 2,000 tons dis?]acement, 1 collier
of 15,000 tons, and 4 ‘boats, and while the recommenda tions of the different
boards have been had, yet it must be remembered, of course, that the men
who recommend them are naval officers ambitious for the profession in
which they are engaged and are desirous of seeing our Navy built np as fast
and speed.E as possible: but this committee—and I refer to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union—composed of the representa-
tives of the American peogl: have to decide for the people themselves as to
%ow far and how fast we shall pursue the policy of building up the American

a

Now. in view of the fact that Congress intimated in the appropriation bill
of last year that it was its wish that the ‘wecretar'y of the Navy should report
only upon two battle ships and two armored cruisers, the Committee on
Naval Affairs did not think it wise to make any further racommendntmn,
and that is the reason why we comé here with a pro e to-day of two
and two armored cruisers and two gun'bmbs. in all, a total ton-
000 t.ona‘ uiring an appm tion of £30,000,000, not in this bill,
bu m su t b to construct them, because we believe that we are
carrying- out the intimt:on and au%gaabon of Congress in the umr;pmtion
hill of t year. Now, we have had greater programmes than

Undm- the naval appropriation bill of March 3, 1809, we provided fora
total wnnmthat year of ships to the amount of 104,000 tons, and under the
appropria’ bill June 7, 1000, we made the further increase in shi
to the amount. of tons. The programme t]us year, if it pm by the
committee and the ﬂouae and Congress, will add only 63,000 tons ton-
nage of our Navy; and so I say to you that it is a moderate i:ncreese, it. isa
healthy increase, but I believe thnt itisnone toolarge if we are to continue the
policy of ‘imﬁd.ing up the American Navy, and building it up in such stre

and power as to maintain the honor of cur country and to back up our

eign policy in every port and harbor throughout the world. [Applause, ]

We all want to and will ** maintain the honor of onr country.”
No doubt about that. We have done that at all times; but the
wital question is, shall we start and uphold a ** foreign policy in
every port and harbor thronghout the world,” to do which we
must turn our Republic into an empire, turn ‘our backs on the
policy of the fathers, keep a standmg Arniy in the United States
and the Phili glpme Islands and bunild and maintain a Navy big
enough to whip all Enrope in case of war in the Philippine Is-
lands, which may occur at any time?

The Naval Board of Construction says we must build 40 ships;
the general board says build 35 ships, and the Secretar{ﬂ'cf the

, Mr. Long, says build 22 ships. For what? *‘To 'k up
onr oreign pohcy in every port and harbor in the world.”

These big ships cost 7,532,000 each. This bill carries in time of
peace appropriations amounting to $77,659,386.63, about as much
as we appropriated when we were in actual war with Spain.
Such a ** foreign policy '’ as this demands immediate, careful, and
patriotic attention; and hence I thus speak, though briefly, to lay
the subject before ‘the House and country.

[Washville American, 1902.]
THE FORT PILLOW * MASSACRE."

In the Benate Tuesday the remarks of Mr. TELLER on the Phihppluaﬁ were
Mr. Bmo;xn,at ‘Wisconsin, with the inguiry: * Does the Sen-

ntor not mmembestg‘&‘r;t illow?" The account of the dsy‘s
n
"Whnt?oeﬂ the Senator mean by his reference to Fort Pillow?" inquired
Mr. CARMACK, of Tennessee,

“T had in mind," rep]ied Hr SPOONER, * what has been considered a mas-
sacre of colored tmo‘ps
Mr. CARMACK insisted wlt.h some heat thatthere was no massacre of troops
or killing of prisoners at Fort Pill
,in at this date that intelli-

ow
Mr. CARMACK is correct, and it
gent and honorable men will lsifying history and endeavor to
lacken t]lga fame of soldiers an ﬂiom whose only crime was service in the
‘ederate army.
massacre at Fort Pillow grew out of a report of a committea
of Congress which was made shortly after the fight there and was framed
to soothe the wounds of the North over the successive defeats of Federal

traT)Ba by General Forrest,
e committee reported that (1) Forrest had taken ndvanta of a flag of
t after the

truce to men to a more advantageous tion; (2)
fort had been carried by storm an indiscrimina usjlte:r, which spared
“neither nor sex, white nor black, soldier nor ei " was carried on;

(3) that aﬂ‘%?- the fighting lmd ceased several of the wounded of thij%]rnm
were intentionally to death in the barracks and tents w. were
destmyed by ﬂr\a,and (4) that the **rebels buried some of the living with the

Tha report is based on testimony of two or three of the officers and some
of the negroes and whites who were of the garrison; but we think thereis
to-day not an impartial military critic, North or South, who would undertake

to omit,orwhowouldmtnythatitmfalseinwary rticular.
A full and complete account of the taking of Fort Pillow GemmlFor—
rest is Yanin . Wyeth's life of Forrest. In it Dr. W mn.kesmst—

tempt to suppress any mnor color an
rather the testimony of such men as M.a l
D. M. Wisdom, Gen. JsmesR Lhnlmers. T reeH Be]J,CoLRohertMc-
Culloch, and Col. R ms&i:ion ofa doubt, that
noadvantage was taken of t'ha ﬂnimtruce that wh truce wasin forcea
steamer loaded with Federal 'ort Pillow, and that an-
uther steamer with artillery on board was also steamtng toward the fort in-
on rescuing it; that no signal of any kind was made to the boat from the
Iortarrmmt.heahore. which was a violation of the truce, and it was to cir-
cumvent it and prevent the landing of the steamers that General Forrest, in
plain view of the commander of the fort made a new disposition of two ‘de-
mchments of men.
Astothemndchminthempmafth Congressional eommittee, this
tedy shows there were no women or children in the fort wlmn it waa;
M Q.
unity to leave. Those who remained Itm ¥ took
g’p arms a.nd f% with the garrison. Dr. C. Fitch, Federal surgeon of the
'ort Pillow ga: I, SAYS:

‘*Early in the morning all of the women and all the noncombatants were
ordered onto some barges and were towed by a gunboat up the river toan
island before anyone was hurt.”

The proportion of killed and wounded in the fort was large, and itison
this fact that the stories of the massacre of Fort Pillow have beén based. Of
the 557 in tl:ua%e m, 321 were killed, 130 wounded, and 206 were uninjured.

But it is to borne in mind that the garrison. after full consideration
during the flag of truce, refused to surrender, and never did surrender. The
Union flag was never hauled down until cut down by one of Forrest's men.
‘When the fort was stormed hand- tcuhsnd encounters followed, many result-
ing in death, and those who attem E to escape g{ﬂm river, as bad been

planned, found themselves cut off by the strategy of Forrest and caught be-
tween two fires of his men.

Agnin most of the negro soldiers were intoxicated, as were many of the

hites, which made them reckless and indifferent to danger or death and in-
nt defense of the fort. The commander of the fort
early in the morning. The storming took place in the after-
noon. There was no competent directing officer. It be remembered
that General the commander of the fort that the black
as well as the white soldiers would have full protection as prisoners of war
if he wonld surrender.

As to the next charge, the garrison was not burned until the next day,
when it had been entire n‘bn.nd.onad. all the wounded Federal soldiers hav-
ing beentaken aboard a Federal gunboat undera truce. And asto the fourth
charge, of which the veriest savages would not be , it was the Union
soldiers who burned their own dead, and if any woun ‘were buried alive
the work was done by their own comrades.

General Forrest himself had two horses killed under him earl{rin the day
and another wounded. One of the horses had fallen on him and i
badly. Hewas di the attack from a little knoll, and as soon as lle aaw
his men had scaled the parapet, and while the Federal flag was still flying,
rode into the fort and ordered all firing to

Dr. Wyeth states: “Among

¥ cireumstance,
CharlesW Anderson, Lieut.

efﬁciemt fornn inf
had bee

cease.
the mass of sworn testimony which will be pre-

sented furtheronit willbe shown thatwith but one exception, the trator
of which was arrested by General Chalmers on the spot and plac under
8 not a gun was fired or a prisoner injured after the flag of the garri-
son
The reason the boats gave the fort no more effectunal aid is found in

Forrest's instructions to Anderson and Bartean to have their sha
cut down the gunners when the ports were opened. * Shooteverything blue
betwixt wind and water until the flag comes down,” were his exact words.

The testimony as giren m Dr Wyeth's book of a few well-known Tennes-
seans who were prasen at ent may be of interest.

J. C. McAdoo. Watertown that he saw the whisky in the fort,
and filled his canteen from a barrel b ﬁ' the consent of a guard who had been
placed to watch it by General Bell. ys there was no surrender.

Joseph Smith, of Dyersburg, states: "I was one of the detnil to gather
the ns after the ﬁghting- was over, and wherever we found a d Fed

und a gnn the whisky found, I did not see it myself, but
heard it en of at the ttme I am a farmer and have lived in Dyer County
for sevanty ears.”

Dr.J. 8. of MeMinnville, says: *The garrison kept firing at us
ga ﬁhﬁ retreated down the bluff. Iam certain no one was killed after the

ght

'W. C. Wert makes this afidavit: I saw snvaral buckets of whisky sitting
within the works as we m?tured the

Lieutenant H. says: I saw the vessels of whisky, and know the flag of
the fort was not lowered until it was cut down by Private Doak Carr, of our
(Seeond Tennemee. Barteau's) regiment.”

Dr D. C. Kelley testifies that a day or two after the fight at Fort Pillow,

conversation with General Forrest in regard to the colored troops, the
ﬁa‘naml said that he was opposed to the killing of ne troops; that it was
is I:cy to capture all he could and return them to r OWDers.
it is unnecessary to adduce furthnr testimon to provoe tho malignuut
falsity of the charges General amd m n at

And even if testimony were lacking t.lmh' courage and valor i-n every en-
gagement, and in every campaighn. and the whole course of their lives, in
and in war, would brand the charges in the minds of honorable men
of consideration. Forrestand his men fought hard, but alwa.{a

umanely. They gave security and sal'cty to the homes of t

peace
as unworth
nobly and
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' f valor and courage are entitled to and will
E‘i'ﬁr%h?’e?i‘% égt:%ﬂm:ﬂedgmmts of their fellow-countrymen.

‘A considerable force' of what, Mr. Chairman? *“War ves-
sels must be maintained in the,Philipﬁne Islands.”

Mr. Chairman, I am reading from high authority. T get this
from an official r:]dnort, where it has been possibly sleeping ever
since it was printed.

Unfortunately very considerable amount of valuable informa-
tion that is obtained for our gunidance, to enlighten us, at least, is
put.into these records and never comes to light again.

The point that.T desire to make is, that this high anthority says
that inasmuch as we have gone from this side of the world to the
other side, where we are in a war ourselves, a war that seems will
‘‘not down,” and where the dogs of war of Europe are plowing
the seas the year round, we must have a Navy to maintain Ameri-
can sovereignty over the islands. This distance is so great we
must have a large navy there at all times on the * spot,” as Ad-
miral Dewey says.

“The CHA%R N. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be eonsidered as withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

i neies and extraordinary ex i
e e B S L s i
Persona. a men! ureans
or offices at Washington, D.VE.. ?!EEI'.[KIJ. ¥

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word.

I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill for a
little information. Can the chairman of the committee tell the
Committee of the Whole how much money is appropriated in this
bill for our new possessions . over there; also, what are the esti-
mates of the naval board for naval work in these colonies?

Mr. FOSS. 'In this bill?

‘Mr. . GAINES of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. FOSS. Well, I can point that out a little later. T will
state that to the gentleman. :

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman did not exactly
cover that in his speech, and T should like to get this information.

The Clerk read as follows: -

EMERGENCY FUKND, NAVY DEPARTMENT.

To meet nnforeseen con encies for the maintenance of the Navy con-
stantiy arising, to be-expe at the tion of the nt,ig(()llmu
Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized
and directed to allow, in_the settlement of the accounts of disbursing officers
involved, pa ts made under the & tion * Emelégmegr- d* to
eivilian e:gf oyees appointed by the Nnvg]u tment for duty in and serv-
ing at naval stations maintained in the possessions during the fiscal
;'en:r 1902, and nuntil such time as shall make specific appropriation

or the pay of such employees.

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman,T make the point of order against

the proviso to that par: ph.

Tﬁe CHA]RM_AIPE %ﬁ is the point of order?

Mr. RIXEY. This bill makes provision for the naval service
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1803. The proviso provides
that the accounting officers of the Treasury shall allow certain
payments for the year 1902, T ingist that the proviso is not ger-
mane to the paragraph or to the bill. If there is a deficiency for
1902, it ought to be provided for in some other bill.

The CHAIRM.AJ\{. The gentleman’s point is that it is not
germane? .

Mr. RIXEY. Yes; and it is also new legislation.

The CHATRMAN. 1If the gentleman makes the point that it
is new legislation, he will sustain it; but the Chair thinks it is

e.

Mr, FOSS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Virginia—
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who knows the
necessity for this provision—desires to make the point of order
agginst it, the chairman of the committee concedes the point of
order.

Mr. RIXEY. The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs
knows that when this ph was reached in the Committee
on Naval Affairs, I was o i to the whole paragraph; and 1
shall not only insist npon point of order, but I expect to vote
to strike out the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 1 move to strike out the para-
graph just read. I will state, Mr. Chairman, this is known as
the emergency fund.

The Cﬂﬂlm. The gentleman from North Carolina moves
to strike out the paragraph. The Clerk will report the paragraph.

The Clerk again read the paragraph.

Tlie CHATRMAN. The question is on ageeeing to the amend-
ment. \

Mr. WILLIAM W, KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the
amendment?

Mr. WILLTAM W. KITCHIN: I desire to call the attention of
the eommittee to a few facts regarding this emergency fund.

The members of the committee will see that in the preceding

‘paragraph there isan item providing for the contingent expenses

of the Navy: -

emer and ex ex arising at home or abroad
bufg;;uossihle %?gam:nticipameé. %

Now, that is known as the contingent fund under this section,
and is $10,000. In addition to this contiﬁﬁent fund there are
numerous others running throughont the , and they amount,
as I recollect it, to over $300,000. This emergency fund, the one
I move to strike out, is a different matter, and it originated dur-
ing or immediately after the war with Spain. At one time it was

-8500,000, in the last bill it was $200,000, and now provision is
‘made for $100,000.

I will state that the Secretary of the Navy when he appeared
before our committee stated that he had recommended $250,000—
or,I believe it was $300,000—but he conld get along with $100,000.
That is but one illustration of the point that the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. RixEy] made yesterday, that it is onr. duty to
serutinize the recommendations of the Departicent, because here
was a recommendation for two and one-half times as much as
was admitted was necessary.

Now, when Imove to strike this ll}:arsruf,'raph out, I think the
motion ought to be carried, because lthe_gayments-which have
absorbed this em cy fund are, and ought to be, either under
the contingent fund or subject to the direct legislation of this
body. For instance, I read from the hearings, and I am going to
show you how the last emergencyfm‘dmosed of, or a part
gt Emergency fund, Navy Department, 1502,

Appropriated (act March 8, 1901) oo o ooooe o measoece e ceean aenen £200, 000. 00
ALLOTMERTS. 4

June 22,1001, To construet two-story buildingat Ca-
vite for equi B e o e e R sl
July 11, li.l?. m of buildings cccupied by Marine

) at Cavite (renewal for1002) ...
A%fqm‘.-ﬂ. 101, Balaries of two civilian clerks for

nited States Marine

£30, 000,00
8,600,00
2,800.00
4,200.00
8,000.00

10,000, 00
10,000.00
15,000.00

Corps, Cavite ...
tember 25, 1901. To aay-uhfea of Tutuila for
about 350 rifles turned in, at$12 .__________..._____
Scﬁlté.hmh&r %1001. Compietmg extension of timber
e e s e e
September 26, 1901. - Completing ship-fitters’ shop for
eclzmatruction and repairson hina Wharf. Cavite
October 4, 1901. To continne work of examining site
of naval station, O! po, Subig Bay. ..
Octo . Expenses att 1g construction of
Awmm 24 mf‘*ﬁ;@ﬂf",‘c‘?M' gy P
i o and con

expenses for Marine Corps at Cavite and iner
places in Philippines ... ... =
10. November 1,1901. ‘To pay for supplies for marines
1L Noenber b 1L, For prepariog s Atiing oaao ;
. Novem . For preparing one o
the casemates at the maval station, Cavite, for
e e L e 2,600, 00

12. January 4, 1902. For construction of permanent
moorings at naval station, Cavite...... . ......... 6,505.00 e

Sty ota i T (e R T W T RN e e 79,418.95

Now, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me ‘that when such items
are charged to the emergency fund -we ought to strike out that
fand b(;agd let these improvements come under the direction of
this ¥,

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I wouldlike toask the gentleman
under what head in 'the last naval appropriation bill this fund
out of which these sums he has enumerated were paid was carried.

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. It was paid ont of this emer-
gency fund. Now, the contingent fund allowed to the Depart-
ment and to its various bureaus usually protects these contingent
and nnforeseen emergencies as described in the paragraph previ-
ous to the one I move to strike out. Under that they pay similar
expenses. 1-will not take the time to read them here, because
any gentleman can find them ‘in the hearings: ** Secret service,
safety deposit storage, wages to civilians, transportation, enter-
tainment of Brazilian officers, servicesof barges, etc., pay of car-
riage hire for officers on official business.” Entertainment by
the officers of the Brooklyn or by the ** U. 8. B. Brooklyn,” etc.

Now, such expenses as have been paid out of ‘the contin-
gent fund. I submit that the emergency fund ought to be
stricken out and the Department ought to be held down to its
ordinary contingent expenses. I submit that no power ht to
be continued in the Secretary that enables him to construct build-
ings such as T have mentioned and incur expenses of 'that char-
acter,

So, Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the necessity for
it when it was first placed in a naval bill it seems tome it is time
for this eme cy fund to be stricken out.

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis onthe amendment to strike*
out the provision.

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will realize
what this motion involves and will understand it before the vote

B p e oo Fow ko

20,1000, 00
7,786.05
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is taken. I want to say that this emergency fund grew out of
the necessities of the Spanish war. It was originally $500,000.
There has never been a moment of time when members of the
Naval Committee have not had an earnest desire and purpose to
do away with this emergency fund so soon as it could be done
‘without injury to the service. It has constantly been decreased
and diminished. The last bill carried $250,000. That fund has
been cut down in the present bill to $100,000.

In the presence of the full committee the Secretary of the Navy
gave his statement that it was his purpose and desire to have this
emergency fund done away with as speedily as possible. The
matter was fully discussed, and he pointed out that there were
contingencies and emergencies arising by reason of our foreign

ssions that made it impossible for him to estimate item by
item for everything necessary, and it was there determined in
full committee that the fund could he cut down to $100,000, and
that would be satisfactory to the Department. And I confess,
My, Chairman, that it is with a considerable degree of surprise
that I notice this motion coming, after that satisfactory arrange-
ment in the committee, from a member of the Naval Committee.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. May I ask the gentleman a
question?

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir.

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Do you mean to intimate that
that action in the committee was unanimous?

Mr. DAYTON. I mean to say that the statement in the hear-
ings was that it was satisfactory; and my recollection distinctly
is that no objection was made to it when the appropriation was
reduced from $250,000 to $100,000.

; Mt.rf W;ELLI.AM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman’s recollection
s at fault.,

Mr. DAYTON. Well, Iwant to say, Mr. Chairman, that there
are two or three members of the Naval Committee on the other
side whose standing some of us can never understand. When it
comes to their action in the Naval Committee and from the Na-
val Committee to this House, it seems to me that the interests of
the great naval establishment are not always considered, but that
the chance to make objection is.

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly.

2 M;'. RIXEY. The hearings show what occurred on that occa-
on'

Mr. DAYTON, Yes, sir.

Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman says that he understood that this
was satisfactory to the whole committee and was so expressed.
Now, I want to find the page on which that occurred, for it will
be found——

Mr. DAYTON. I will yield to a question. I am not yielding
for a statement.. The gentleman will have his chance under the
five-minute rule.

Mr. RIXEY. Iam going toask younow a question. The Sec-
retary, after stating that he had wanted $250,000, said: “I think
we can f{et. along with $100,000.”” The gentleman from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. DavyToN] was the only gentleman of the committee
who expressed any opinion whatever, and he said: ** That would
be entirely satisfactory.”

Mr. DA%'{TON. I think that is exactly right; and I believe no
member made any objection.

Mr. RIXEY. 1 want the gentleman to understand that he does
not represent all the members of the committee.

Mr. DAYTON. Are you making my speech, or am I making
it myself? I object to any further interruption. When I have a
statement to make, I will not allow the gentleman from Virginia
to make it for me, if I can help it. I say that the gentleman has
quoted the hearings exa.ctlgv right. The Secretary of the Navy
stated in terms that it was the anxious purpose of the De ent
to do away with this emergency fund so soon as it could be done
without detriment to the service. He said $300,000 was too much,
and upon consideration, as appears there in the committee hear-
ings, gg stated that he could get along with $100,000. Then the
remark came from me that that would be entirely satisfactory.
And not a single other man made any objection, as I understood,
at the time.

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir,

Mr. TATE. Iknow the gentleman does not desire to misrep-
resent gentlemen on this side of the House or anyone else, and
therefore I want to call his attention to the fact that at the time
this bill was reported to the House it was especially understood
that as to awrovision in this bill, if any member of the com-
:ﬂ;nitt.ee objected, the right was reserved to him to oppose it on the

00T,
Mr. DAYTON. Unquestionably that was so.

[Here the hammer fell.
Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN. Mr. Chairman,in reply to the

gentleman from West Virginia, who seems to want to make some

personal matter of this, I want to say that it was certainly known
to every Democratic member of the committee that I wounld
make this motion again as I have made it heretofore. The inti-
mation that any other member of the minority of the committee,
either by silence or otherwise, ever waived any of our rights in
this matter is not true in fact.

And as for the difference of recollection, while it is unpleasant
for me to refer to these things, yet when the gentleman in his
blustering way undertakes to reflect npon members on this side,
I feel like telling this House that it is only a few weeks since the
gentleman made a most positive statement of his clear recollec-
tion of something which had taken place in committee, and 11
members of the committee stated their recollection exactly to the
contrary. And yet the gentleman undertakes to say that he
would not believe our recollection on this matter.

Mr. Chairman, when he wants to reflect upon three members
of this committee—

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman is out of order in referring
to other members of the House in the second person.

Mr, DAYTON. I hope the gentleman may be allowed to pro-
ceed by unanimous consent. *

Mr, LIAM W. KITCHIN. I donot wish—

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in debate should refer to
other members in the third person.
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITC A

unintentional omission.

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the first spark of personal feeling
or difference should come from the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia. I regret that anything of that nature should be injected
into this debate. But when the gentleman from West Virginia
sees fit to say that there are three members on this committee
who in antagonizing anything do not represent the views of a
brave, intelligent, and enlightened constituency—if he means to
say that these tlemen are not as intelligent and as honest and
as patriotic and as high-minded as any other members of this

v, then I do think, Mr. Chairman, tl}lrat it is time for the gen-
tlemen upon whom he would reflect to call the attention of the
House to the fact and to repel such unjust insinuations.

So far as I am concerned, I have no apologies to make to any
man for my actions here, and am responsible to none except to
the good ple who send me here as their Representative. I
will not sit here and see a member, because he happens to be
senior in service, or because he happens to be in the majority
upon the pending bill, reflect upon my rights and privileges in
this House.

The CHAIRMAN. The %nestion is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. This is an emergency fund for the Navy Department to
meet unforeseen contingencies. My recollection is—and the gen-
tleman will correct meif I am wrong—thatan emergency fund for
the Navy Department first appears in the naval appropriations at
the commencement of the Spanish war,

Mr. DAYTON. It was for $500,000.

If T did not do so it was an

Mr. CANNON. Now, it has been reduced until you recom-
mend $100,0007 .
Mr. DAYTON. That is correct.

Mr. CANNON. Iam frank to confess that I do not like emer-
gency-fund appropriations. I believe that all appropriations
ought to be as specific as possible, and then the contingent fund
for the general service, and that to app%f' to the Department in-
stead of running to all the bureaus and to each branch of the
service, Now, I am not prepared to say, as I have not investi-
gated the question, whether we can dispense with the emergency
fund at this time. I am quite content to take the opinion of the
committee, and would not have said a word were 1t not that I
wanted to express the hope that the time had about arrived when
we could dispense with all emergency-fund appropriations in
either the Navy, or the Army, or the service elsewhere.

Mr. FOSS. vi[r Chairman, I want to interrupt the gentleman
just a moment and to say that that is the policy of the committee;
that we have been gradually year after year reducing this fund,
and we hope to wipe it out entirely next year; but the Secretary
came before the committee and said it was necessary to maintain
it this year, but recommended a reduction down to $100,000.

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman is satisfied it ought to be
there for the good of the service?

Mr. FOSS. I am satisfied that for the good of the service it
should remain, and I am opposed, as a general policy, to the in-
sertion of the emergency fund. .

Mr. CANNON. %’ery well. Iwithdraw the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I renew the motion to strike
out the last word, for just a moment or two. It has been from
the beginning the policy of this committee to o these
emergency appropriations, but because of the unsettled condition
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of affairs in the Philippines, and the condition generally which
grew out of the Spanish-American war, it seemed to the commit-
tee that it was a necessity that there should be an emergency
fund placed at the disposal of the President of the United States
to be expended upon the estion of the Secretary of the Navy,
and, as has already been said here, that fund at first was placed
at $500,000. Subsequently it was reduced to $300,000. This year
it was a very grave question with the committee as to whether or
not the emergency fund might not be dispensed with altogether
and no appropriation made. The matter was left open until the
Secretary of the Navy appeared before our committee for the
purpose of %'ving his testimony. When there, npon the general
subject of the emergency fund, he used this language:

Most of these expenditures have been in the Philippines, where unforeseen
contingencies arise.

Now, it was unforeseen contingencies that caused this emer-
gency-fund appropriation, and if it was wise in the beginning it
is wise to-day, because of the fact that these unforeseen contin-
gencies have not away, but still exist. On the next page

the Secretary used this langnage:
are still in such an unsettled con-

Iam inclined to think that many
dition that there ought to be some omergang;, ppropriation. The estimate

a
of L000 .
S S o P i, Lo SR e 1, oo et
propriety of getting rid of the emergency fund as soon as we can, and he sug-
s whether or not you could ngg increase my contingent fund. Ihavea
contingent fund of from ten to twelve thousand dollars. Itis an old form of
appropriation for certain well-understood objects.

And then the Secretary of the Navy went on to say that that
would not be sufficient to meet the contingencies that might arise
in the Philippines, but thought that $100,000 would be ample and
would be sufficient. 'We appropriated $500,000 at first when the
condition of affairs was more unsettled than it is to-day, when the
contingencies that met us were more appalling than to-day. If it
was proper then, why is it not now proper to appropriate $100,000
and place it at the disposal of the President of the United States
to meet such unforeseen contingéncies as may arise in the Philip-
pines? I hope this emergency fund will be permitted to remain
this élw' becaunse it seems to be absolutely necessary for the snc-
cessful maintenunce of the naval establishment in our new pos-
sessions.

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to refer to the
statement made by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
Davrox] farther to state that at the time Secretary Long
was before the committee, and that hearing took place to which
reference has been made, I was not present. Afterwards, when
the emergency paragraph came up for consideration in commit-
tee, I voted against it. I will state further that some of the
gentlemen who are now favoring this provision also expressed
their opinion against it.

This provision in the naval bill was carried for the first time
during the Spanish-American war. There was no serious objec-
tion to it then, because we knew that many demands were made
upon the Government which could not be foreseen. But now,
four years after the close of that war, when the Secretary of the
Navy has a contingent fund at his disposal, when almost every
Bureau in the Navy Department, I believe without exception, has
a contingent fund, there is no necessity for carrying this emer-
gency fund longer. This emergency fund is nominally nunder the
control of the President. but, as a matter of fact, it is nused by the
geveral bureaus and the Secretary of the Navy for other purposes.
It seems to me that, four years after the close of the war, we can,
without detriment to the service, cut out these extraordi
provisions, and the emergency fund which had its origin wi
the Spanish war ought to be cut off. 'We should legislate for the
erection of buildings in the Philippine Islands, and for clerks
there. to which this fund has been applied, just as we legislate
for other items in the naval establishment. It does seem to me,
Mr. Chairman, that it is time that we get rid of this emergency
fund, and I hope the motion of the gentleman from North Caro-
lina er. WinLiam W. KrrcHiN] will prevail.

On motion of Mr. FOSS, the committee rose; and the Speaker
having resumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R.
14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, and had come
to no resolution thereon,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
JacksoN of Kansas, for ten days, on account of important busi-
ness,

INDIAN APPROPRIATION ACT,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of Senate resolution 99.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous

consent for the present consideration of a Senate joint resolu-
tion, which the Clerk will report. |

The joint resolution (S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain
gmvmonﬂ of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending

une 30, 1903, shall take effect was read, as follows:

Resolved, etc,, That the act entitled “An act making appropriations for
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the flscal year ending

June 30, 1808, and for other purposes,” sghall take effect from n\ng after July

1, 1902, except as otherwise specially provided therein.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the joint resolution?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, I desire to
ask the gentleman if this resolution has been considered by the
Committee on Indian Affairs?

Mr. CURTIS. A similar resolution was considered this morn-
inlﬁ, and a favorable report was directed limiting it to section 8
only. Thisisa general resolution, but its effect is similar to that
of the one considered by our committee. The objéct is to fix the
date for the taking effect of section 8 of the act, which creates a
new judicial district in the Indian Territory. It is requested by
the Attorney-General, and the report in favor of the resolution

was unanimous.
nll\{; RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does it affect that one case
only

Mr. CURTIS. There are two or three other items that it might
affect, but that is immaterial. It sixtr‘l&ly fixes July 1, 1902, as the
date when certain provisions shall e effect, and there can be
no objection to it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

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

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

Mr. CURTIS. I also ask unanimous consent to print in the
ﬁ‘i.conb the letter of the Attorney-General asking for this legis-

ion.

The SPEAKER. The %antleman from Kansas asks unanimous
consent to print in the RECORD a letter from the ent
bearing upon the resolution just passed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUBTICE,
Washington, D. C., May 12, 1902.
Hon. JAMES 8. SHERMAN,

Chairman Committee on Indian airs,
House of Representatives.

Srr: In the bill or act entitled ‘*An act making appropriations for the cur-
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and trea
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June
1903, and for other 'Fu " there is legislation dividing the northern dis-
trict of the Indian Territory into two districts; alsoanthorizing the appoint-
ment of an additional United States marshal, an additional United States
attorney, and other officers;. also fixing additional places for holding terms
of court, etc. It is deemed important that said legislation shall not take
effect until July 1, 1902, in order that all necessary appointments may be
made before that time and business arranged in accordanee with the pro-
visions of said act.

If said act shall be allowed to take effect immediately upon approval,
much confusion is likely to resnlt; also much additional expense will be
cansed thembg, as is more fully explained by the United States marshal for
the northern district of the Indian Territory in his letter dated the 9th in-
stant, a copy of which is inclosed herewith.

It is therefore considered u:l:lfortant that a &tl:int resolution (a draft of
which is herewith inclosed) should be passed without delay, in order that it
may be appro stngz' the President before the date of the approval of the
above-mentioned act.

ully, P. C. ENOX, Attorney-General,
HERMAN GAUSS,

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution
which will be reported by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations is authorized to

vide
in the %eneral deficiency appropriation bill for the payment to Herman
Gauss o

$750 for services as acting assistant clerk to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We would like to under-
stand what this resolution is,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, let us have an
explanation of this.

e SPEAKER. Two tlemen ask for an explanation.

Mr. SULLOWAY. This is the allowance made to that gentle-
man, which usnally goes into the general deficiency bill. Under
the present s%)stem we come to the House and ask that it be in-
serted in the bill, and that the committee be directed to insert it,
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Has the resolution been
considered by the Committee on Acconnts?

Mr. SULLOWAY. I am directed by the committee unani-
mounsly to ask for its §n.asage

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. By your committee. Ought
it not to be considered by the Committee on Accounts?

Mr. SULLOWAY. is no oceasion for it to go to the
Committee on Accounts. There is no reason why it should that
I am aware of,

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Matters of that kind usu-
ally go to the Committee on Accounts.

My. SULLOWAY. It might. perhaps, be done in that way.

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me for a moment.
The gentleman from Tennessee will recollect that heretofore on
the defficiency bill a number of items have generally been re-
ported by the Committee on Appropriations touching extra com-
pensation. I think one of the most worthy items that the bill has
ever carried has been giving the extra compensation to the clerk
detailed from the Pension Office—yon ma E say the expert clerk—
that works with the Committee on Invali

Mr. RICHARDBSON of Tennessee. I understand.

Mr. CANNON. Now, the Committee on A
concluded from this on, so far as it is conce
items of this kind in the éemaral deficiency bill nnless requested

ations have

to do so by action of the House. I have no doubt about the pro-
priety of the item, so far as that is concerned.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, The gentleman feels that it
is a proper item?

Mr. CANNON. Iam satisfied from what I know of this official
and the work he is perfo . and from the practice heretofore,
that he might well have this additional allowance in addition to
the pay he receives from the Government as a Pension Office
clerk; and it has been nsual to give it to him. I think itisoneof
the few cases where it is justified by the merit of the case.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire if he will yield tome, if unanimouns
consent is given, to offeran amendment? I donot propose to hold
g:n m pl'01)()31“:;'1.?11:|I but i gest;re htg offer an amendment to

say if he declines to permit me to offer
an amendment I will not hold him up.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman that
while this hasnot gone to the Committee on Accounts, the Com-
mittee on Appropriations substantially refused to consider them;
and I believe it would be an unwise precedent to establish in this
gglgehjﬂ;nthout thetconsiderati(m of a c%“imtltieia to here now

a precedent giyving extra pay; and I wi ve to object.
The SPEAKER. Objection is nf:de. 2
VETO MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT—CASE OF HARRY C. MIX.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read:
To the House of Representatives:

I return without sgprovnl House bill No. 4446, entitled “An act for the re-
lief of Harry C. Mix

The Attorne —Geneml writes me as follows concerning this bill:

“A.F. Holt was postmaster at Valdosta, Ga., and as such berame a de-
faulter to the Government Suit was brought on hia official bond, a.nd the
amount was finally Criminal g9 were commenced

nst him, and 'ha gavea bond for his a at conrt, with Harry C.
surety thereon. The defendant failed to appear, and forfeiture m

A-ﬂmt Attorney William R. Leaken represented the Government in
m'ce the collection of the bond so given

tl:l e The papers
ELEE to to Mr. Leaken January 12, 1901. Inmmply
aken sa

" ‘Idonot thinkﬂmt this is a case where the proceedings ought to be discon-
tinued. I do not know the hlstor{’nf the case prior to m énppolntmenta.q
assistant United States attorne ut as goon as the matter was placed in

my hands it was called up, both En.nmt on the bond in the civil case,
at Macon, Ga., and upon the eriminal bond at Savannah. One after an-
obtohna&' }m}u‘m by counsel for Mr. Mix, the surety on the criminal

n

“+] have moved on thfee different oecasions for aruleabsolute agsmst Mr.
Hix but Mr. Strohecker, his counsel, has succeeded in the mat-
ter. The case was set for final dxsgamtmn on the &th of
eferred at the request of Mr. Strohecker, I inclose a letter "from
trohecker, which to my mind shows that the judgment should be taken up

0"‘

“ Mr. Strohecker was attorney for the defendant, Holt, and in his letter,
dated March 21, 1899, to the assistant attorney, said:

"‘Plaaseﬂndouzassoonaupmb whe or not the nol. pros. can be
obtained in the Holt case. If it can be, I am pretty sure the money due the
Gova‘rnmlmt on the defalcation can be obtained and we can produce the

3 we pmsentunyway but no money will be paid on that
claim unless a no] T0s. is ente

“:] have found the man. He did not die as thonght, but recovered, and T

in eommunication with him.

“iOonld it be arranged so that the nol. pro& could be entered at Macon
during this term of court? If it can be, plesse use your efforts to have it so
done. Mr. Irwin being disqualified, of course it require your presence

so direct, after you have heard from 'l.haDe‘pll'tmen,Iwﬂl
spalktotg e judge concerning the noll. pross. and payment.
n h h defendant, Holt, it ssems, went to Mexico and has never been tried.
L

gm t at one time Mr. Holt, the defendant, was about to be pres-
ent ata of court, when a deputy marshal said to

o
Sa

to him that the case would

. not to insert | lows

not htﬁp&mﬁ:mﬁ.or court and ii})woukl theta%tore not bhe necemryizz
him, endan course deputy marshal was
authorized to excu:'e Mr. m:n attendance, as 4

In view of the sta.tements above set forth, I am constrained to withhold

my approval of the bill.
THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

Wiite Housg, May 15, 1502,

Mr. PARKER, Mr. Speaker, understanding that that bill was
reported by the Committee on the Judi move that the bill
and veto m%be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The SPEA The gentleman from New Jersey moves to
refer the message and the bill to the Committee on the J u(l:[c‘lﬂ.r)r

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to

CHARLES D. PALMER.

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report.
The Clerk read as follows: ;s i

The committee of conference d!sﬁree otas of the two Houses on
theamendments of theﬂemt.a to thabm (H.R ting an increase of
Charles D. Palmer, ha

pension to met, after rullmdtraeecmfmm have
agnad to recommend and do

recommend to their respective Houses as fol-

That the Senate recede from ita amendment numbered
That the House recede from i dlangmemnt to the nmsndmntofthe
Senate numbered 2, mdngreetoﬂm
RNRY R. GIBSON,

A. CALD.
BOBERT W. MIERS,
Managers on the part of the House,
J. H. GALLINGER,
N. B. BCOTT,
PARIS GIBSON,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was that the report or the
statement?
Mr. GIBSON. The report.
The SPEAKER. Is there a statement?
Mr. GIBSON. There is a statement with the re rt.
Mx RICHARDSON of Tennessee., It should at least be printed.
e SPEAKER. Without objection, the statement will be

prmted in the RECOB.D

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have the statement
read, or that will exp. the action.

Mr. GR OR., If the gentleman will allow me a word,

the only difference between the two Houses was that the Bemﬁe
cat the rate $10 a month and more aceurately defined the service
of the soldier. It was a bill I introduced, and it is entirely satis-
factory, although the rate has been cut’ a little below what it

should have been.
The statement contains the facts, and I ask that
The statement was read, as follows:

This hill originally passed the House at §40 month, but was amended
in the Senate to $30 per month. Theresultgt”thn conference is that the
House recedes from i ent to the Senate (second) amendment, and
your thstthabmpamuw&»rmomh as it was
Ma{ mg&.iza&mw.mm receding from rst amendment as to
name of or

HENRY R. GIBSON
W. A. CALDERHEAD,
= R. W. MIERS,
Managers on the part of the House.
Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I just wanted to know what

the report was. I have no objection.
The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed to.

ELIZABETH A. BURRILL.
Mr. GIBSON. Mr.S er, I call up the fol]owmg conference

report the bill H. 12054.
The C kreadthﬁreport as follows:
The committee of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendment of the Sem.w to the hill (H. R IM) tmguapeg.-iim
to Elizabeth A. Burrill, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
to recommend and do recommend &W"ﬂ Houses as follows:
That the SBenate recede from its

HENRY R. GIBSON,

W. A. CALDERHEAD,

ROBERT W.MIERS,
Managers on the part of the House,

J. H. GALLINGER,

WM. . DEBOE,

EO. 3
Managers on the part of the Senate.
The Clerk also read the following statement:

The seryice of the soldier in this bill was amended in the Senate from the
“Fiftieth New York Volunteer Engineers,” as it the House of Repre-
sentatives, to the “Fiftieth New York Volunteer Infantry.” The Senate
amendment was an error, and the result of the conference is that the Senate
recedes from its amendment. and the bill is recommended as it was origi-
nally passed by the House of Representatives.
HENRY R. GIBSON

W. A. CALDERHEAD,
R. W. MIERS,
BManagers on the part of the House,
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to
the conference report.
The conference report was agreed to.

LEAYVE TO EXTEND REMARKS,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unamimous con-
gent to extend in the RECORD my remarks this afternoon upon
the naval bill.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this order will be made.

There was no objection.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, Imove that the House donow adjourn.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
BTATES.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ed that they had presented this day to the President of the

nited States for his approval bills and joint resolntion of the
following titles:

H. J. . 189. Joint resolution making an additional appro-
gaﬁon for expenses of the dedication of the statue of Marshal de

chambean to be unveiled in the city of Washington;

H. R. 2436. An act granting an increase of pension to James
W. Roath;

H. R. 7982. Amn act granting an increase of pension to William
T. Peterson;

H. R. 5600. An act granting an increase of pension to John G.
Sanders;

H. R. 5190,
Hartzell;

H. R. 8788.
Weidel;

H. R. 9156. And act granting an increase of pension to Uriah

T3
H. R. 8016. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannibal
C. Saint Clair;
°  H.R.8013. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel
8. Lyman;
H. R. 9819. Anact granting an increase of pension to Robert A.

Pinn:
H. R. 10122, An act
Burket;
AHEa%' 10396. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvin
. ¥i
Yﬁﬁaﬁ. 9656. An act granting an increase of pension to Lunsford

. Bailey;
H. R. 2129. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren
‘W. H. Lawrence:

H. R. 1479, An act granting an increase of pension to Michael
Marnane;
H. R. 1380. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary

ate;

= Pé R. _592d17. An act granting an incneaée of pension to Elizabeth
» 1 H
H. R. 5183, An act granting an increase of pension to William

Holdridge;

HHWR'GML An act granting an increase of pension to William
. Wood;

AH. R. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E.
ustin;
H. R, 7840. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver

An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin J.
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob

granting an increase of pension to John S,

err;
H. R. 7507. An act granting an increase of pension to James M.

Ashley;
H. g 2486, An act granting an increase of pension to William
Matthews;
H. R. 8756. An act granting an increase of pension to James
C. G. Smith;
HHf)iE' 5110. An act granting an increase of pension to William
R on;
H. R. 7901. An act granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton Letts;
H. R. 8351. An act granting a pension to Matthew V. Ellis;
H. R. 9777. An act granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher;
. R. 10496, An act granting a pension to James T, Steele;
. 1681, An act granting a pension to Erma G. Harvey;
. 4622, An act granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn;
. R. 6434. An act granting a pension to Ma?rgn Fitch;
. 8277, An act granting a pension to ces J. Aber-

. R. 4927. An act granting a pension to George Tucker: .
. R. 4993. An act gﬂmtmg a pension to Mary Shelton Huston:
. R. 7018. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood, and
heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased:

. R. 2316, An act to correct the military record of Albert

. 53. An act for the tection of cities and towns in the
Territory, and for r purposes; and
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H. R. 11853, An act making appropriations for the current and
contingent expenses of the Indian ent and for fulfilling
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year

ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 9037. An act fo allow the commutation of homestead
entries in certain cases and providing for fees and commissions;
WH#}. r:tlw%. An act granting an increase of pension to George.

. Wertz;

H. R.11894. An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons;

H. R. 12148. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred-
erick O. Clark; :

H. R. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
E. Williams;

H. R. 11117.

50. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A.

An act granting an increase of pension to William

Volkmar;
H. R. 12835. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton

Brown;

H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State
of Oregon, as a public park, ete.: :

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Volun-
teer Infantry; e
BIglhR. 52534. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Enos (.

ndd:

LOH. R. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W,

Wery;

H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James W.

wWis;
H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb

W. Story:
H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar
T. Daniels;
H. R. 11181, An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause;
H.kR. 12239. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes

H. R. 11325. An act granting an increase of pension to James

Merrick;

B %txlla 11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion
. Stiles;
H. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke,

alias Burt A. Erwin; : 2

CHBnB' 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb
. Briggs;

Hii%. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George

e

H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner;
H. R. 12788. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDon-

ald;

H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
M. Montgomery;

H. R. 12713, An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard
MeceCormick;

H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of Senators
elected at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii;

H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow;

H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Rightmire;

H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella
H. Thompson;

H. R. 13288, An act to anthorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; and

H. R. 13489, Anact granting an increase of pension to William
Blanchard.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and
joint resolution of the following titles:

S. 1205, An act foamend an act authorizing the construction of
a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge
over the Missonri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha,
Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ag—
proved January 28, 1803, and by an act approved April 21, 1808,
and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com-
pany, snccessor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Com-
pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway
and street railway purposes over the Missouri River near Coun-
cil Bluffs, Jowa, and Omaha, Nebr.;

8. 2851. An act granting an increase of pension to Maris J.
‘Wilson; and

S. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing annually
of franks required for sending ont seeds. ;




5532

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 15,

SENATE BILL REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate
committee as indicated below:

8. 5888, An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least
one term of gaid court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State
of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each year—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 57
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

"Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
?ii:lations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as
ollows:

A letter from the Secretary of State, announcing the trans-
mission to Congress of certified copies of franchises granted by
the executive council of Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular
Affairs and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the courtin the case of
‘William E. Carhart against the United States—to the Committee
on War Claims and ordered to be printed,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
t.hei Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as
follows:

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5406)
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah
River from the mainland of Aiken County, S. C., to the main-
land of Richmond County, Ga., reported the same without
amendment, a.ccomfpa.nied by a report (No. 2045); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate
(S. 1026) to fix the compensation of district superintendents in
the Life-Saving Service, ragTurted the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2046); which said bill and report
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14107) adjusting
certain conflicts re ing State school indemnity selections in
lien of school sections in abandoned military reservations, re-

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 2048); which said bill and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WOOTEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10933) to provide for
the erection, at Fredericksburg, Va., of the monument to the
memory of Gen. Hugh Mercer, which it was ordered by Congress
on the 8th day of April, 1777, should be erected, repo the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2054);
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SCHIRM, from the Commit-
tee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
11329) for the relief of Mrs. Inez Shorb White, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2049); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under claunse 2 of Rule XIIT, Mr. HEPBURN, from the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred
the bill of the Senate (8. 1568) to restore Henry D. Hall to the
Revenue-Cutter Service, reported the same adversely, accompa-
miedhby abligport (No. 2047); which said bill and report were laid
on the table.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged from
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were
thereupon referred, as follows: !

A bill (H, R. 11093) granting a pension to Nannie M. Kim-

berly—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 14392) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay
Crooks—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
?fl lthe following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14441) to author-
ize the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to favor American-built
ships in the trans%'rtation of Government supplies to the Philip-
piirrles across the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14442) to establish a fish-
hatching and fish-culture station in north central Kentucky (Sev-
enth Congressional district)—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. METCALF (by request): A bill (H. R. 14443) to estab-
lish a national conservatory of music and art for the education of
advanced pupils in music in all its branches, vocal and instru-
mental, as well as painting, drawing, and etching—to the Com-
mittee on Education. :

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14464) to amend the law relat-
ing to the salmon fisheries of Alaska—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 191) to
authorize the officer in charge of the new building for the Gov-
ernment Printing Office to pa.gr full wages to per diem employees
carried on the pay rolls of said building on September 17, 18, and
19, 1901, when work was suspended out of respect to the memory
of the late President of the United States—to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res.
260) to provide for a clerk for the conference minority—to the
Committee on ounts.

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the great and general court of
Massachusetts, in favor of the construction of war vessels in the
United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. GR of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the senate
and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts, in favor of construction of war vessels in the United States
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr.ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Massachusetts legisla-
ture, in favor of building war vessels in United States navy-
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. THAYER: A resolution of the Massachusetts legisla-
ture, relating to the building of war vessels in navy-yards of the
United States—to thesCommittee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr, McCALL: Pet#fion of legislature of Massachusetts, in
favor of passage of bill to provide for the construction of United
States war vessels in Government navy-yards—to the Committee
on Naval Affairs,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol-
lows:

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 14444) granting an increase of
pension to Frances Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14445) granting an increase of
pension to Joseph Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14446) ting an increase of pension to
Charles 8. Mumford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14447) granting a pension to Jennie Black-
burn Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R, 14448) granting a pension to
James M. Cartmill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14449) granting a pension to Ignatz Bohnert—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14450) granting a pension to Almond T,
Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also. a bill (H. R. 14451) granting a pension to Dr. John A.
Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14452) granting a pension to Peter Berg—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14453) granting an in-
%reas_e of pension to John H. Poynter—to the Committee on Invalid

'ensions.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14454) granting a pension to
Add‘:{san L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 14455) authoriz-
ing the appointment and retirement of Charles Chaillé-Long with
the rank of colonel, United States Army—to the Committee on

© Mili Affairs.

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 14456) granting a pension to
Lois Van Thom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14457) granting a pen-
gion to Emily C. Brasier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14458) granting a pension to
Hattie M. Whitney—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 14459) for the relief of the heirs
and legal representatives of Hercules Webster Bauld, who was
drowned from the United States steamer Lancaster at Bridge-
town, Barbados, West Indies—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14460) for the relief of Henry

C. McElroy—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14461) to increase the pension
of John F. Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14462) granting an increase of pension to
Davis Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14463) granting an increase of pension to
William Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14465) granting an increase
%f pension to Nathan R. Jersey—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 14466) for the relief of Kate
Fogarty—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By M}; MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 14467) to remove the
charge of desertion standing against Jerome Brown—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14468) granting a
pension to James K. P. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
810ms.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 261) to provide
for paying Herman Gauss $750—to the Committee on Accounts,

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 262) to pro-
vide for paying D. S. Porter $500—to the Committee on Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, the following ?etitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BATES: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 181,
of Meadville, Pa., nurging the passage of the Senate amendment
to the sundry civil bill increasing the appropriation to the United
States Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. BOUTELL: Memorials of German societies of Chicago,
I1L., for a monument to Baron Steuben in Waghington—to the
Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the National Business League, favoring the
creation of a department of commerce—to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phila-
delphia, Pa., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 14447,
granting a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnston—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, ]gapera to accompany House bill 14446, granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles S. Mumford—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14445, granting an in-
crease of pension to Joseph Reed—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition and papers in support of bill
13714, to increase the pension of William C. Niles—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers to accom%any House bill 14453,
granting an increase of pension to John H. Paynter—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the common council of Kenosha,
‘Wis., urging the ?a.s;aage of House bill 163, to pension employees
and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of common council of Milwaukee, Wis., for
ﬁgislation against the meat trust—to the Committee on Ways and

eans. :

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Drug Section of New
York Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the passage
of House bill 11308, allowing the payment of a drawback in the
case of certain imported articles—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.
By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of J. W. Powelson and other citi-
zens of Elizabeth, N. J., for the repeal of the tariff on beef, veal,
mutton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means.
Also, petition of J. A. Liggett and others of Rahway, N. J., for

an amendment to the Constitution glreventing polygamous mar-
riages—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of F. Berg and others of Essex County, N. J., in
support of the present tariff law—to the Committee on Ways and

Means.
Also, petition of A. Walters and others of Jersey City and Tren-
ton, N. J., and vicinity, favoring the passage of House bill 10793,

prohibiting the use of * Jim Crow » cars in interstate business—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 7574, of
Elizabeth, N. J., favoring the construction of war vessels in the
United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of German Liquor Dealers’ Association, of Eliza-
beth, N. J., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Ladies
Branch of the New Bedford Port Society, urging the passage of
House bill 163, to pension employees and dependents of a{eﬁe_
Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of the common council of
South Haven, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pen-
sion employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. -

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of Seventh Assembly Demo-
cratic Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279,
to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the drug-trade section of the New York
Board of Trade and Transportation, allowing the payment of a
drawback in cases where certain imported materials can not be
positively identified, as shown in House bill 11808—to the Com-
mittee on Wa% and Means.

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of board of education of Hoboken,
N. .]y , favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to increase the pay
oRf lt‘aiiter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

oads.

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of Mine Workers’ Union No. 55, of
Des Moines, Iowa, for more rigid restriction of immigration—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. :

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petitions of National Polish Alliance Soci-
eties Nos. 848 and 503, of Chicago, I1l., favoring the erection of
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count i at Wash-
ington—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, pro-
testing against cattlemen taking lands of Sioux Indians—to the
Committee on Indian Affairs. -

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petitions of O. A. Ebbinghaus, of New
York City, and John A. Phelan, of Yonkers; John J. Mellin and
others, of Tarrytown, N. Y., and resolutions of the Tammany
Hall general committee of the Thirty-fifth assembly district of
New York City, for the repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mutton,
and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Iron Trades Council of San Francisco, Cal.,
urging the construction of Government vessels in navy-yards—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, resolutions of the Union Republican Club of New York
City, Bricklayers’ General Executive d of Greater New York,
and Woman’s Republican Association of the State of New York,
in favor of the iro sed increase of pay to letter carriers—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of New
York, that all American sailing vessels under 1,000 tons register,
and of rating not inferior to Al14, should participate in all of the
general provisions of the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, resolutions of the drug-trade section of the New York
Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the enactment of
House bill 11308—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the New Century Study
Circle and French Chamber of Commerce of New York, indors-
ing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Central Labor Union of New
London, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, increas-
ing the salary of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade
and Transportation, in favor of House bill 11308—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

lgg Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Shreveport, La., Board of
Trade, favoring the elevation of the Division of Statistics of the
Department of Agriculture to the standing of a bureau—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

« By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the French Chamber of Com-
merce of New York, and New Century Study Circle, of New
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York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car-
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Petition of Davis Preston, for increase of
peRslxion—to thgo Committee orﬁ Invnlign Peﬁ'éam'

50, paper to accompany House bill 1 , granting a pension

to William Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pentl?-%ns.

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of the drug trade section of the
New York Board of Trade and Tra rtation, in favor of House
bill No. 11308—to the Committee on Ways and M; "

SENATE.
FRIDAY, May 16, 1902,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBURN, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scort, and by unanimous con-
sent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of
five franchises which have been granted by the executive council
of Porto Rico in conformity with the act temporarily to provide
revenue and civil government for Porto Rico; which, with the
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacifie
Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to be printed,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R.
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had

the following bill and joint resolution:

A Dbill (8. 89) to construct a road to the national cemetery at
Dover, Tenn.; and )

A joint resolution (8. R. 99) fixing the time when certain pro-
visions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June
30, 1903, shall take effect. :

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the fol-
lowing bills:

A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bur-
rill; and
A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles
D. Palmer,

The message further announced that the House insists upon its
amendment to the bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension
" to Catharine F. Edmunds, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to
the conference asked for by the Senate on the d.maﬁ'eemg votes
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LoupEN-
SLAGER, Mr. BROMWELL, and Mr. RIcHARDSON of Alabama man-
agers at the conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 5809) for the further distribution of the reports of
the Sl:freme Court; and

A bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free homesteads in the Ute
Indian Reservation, in Colorado.

ENXROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The m further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore:

8. 1205. An act to amend an act authoﬁ.zing the construction of
a railway, street railway, motor, wagon. an Ipedeatrian bridge
over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha,
Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ap-
proved January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1808,
and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com-
pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Com-
pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway
and street railway umses over the Missouri River near Couneil
Bluffs, Iowa, and d]m , Nebr.;

S. 2051. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria J.
Wilson;

H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State
of Oregon, as a public park, ete.;

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Volun-
teer Infantry;
< H. R. 5254, An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G.

udd;

H. R. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W,
Lowery;

H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James W,

wis;
H. R. 9087. An act to allow the commutation of homestead
entries in certain cases and providing for fees and commissions;
H. R. 11051, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
E'Hwi?“iﬂ‘i; An act gran
it Te act ting an increase of pension to Willi
T. Hamilton; = 3 s
H. R. 11181, An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause;
MH. 'R}': 11825. An act granting an increase of pension to James
errick;
p H%]ii 11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion
. Stiles;
E][?: R. 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb

- briggs;

H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to Geor,
‘W. Hatton; i

H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
M. Montgomery;

H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J, Manner;

H. R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A,
Volkmar;

H. R. 11894, An actgranting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons;

H, R. 11920. An act granting an increase of pension to George

. Wertz;

H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar
T. Daniels;

H. R. 12145, An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb

. Story;
H. R, 12148, An act granting an increase of pension to Fred-
erick O. Clark; i
CIH.kR. 12239. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes

ark;

H. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A, Burke,
alias Burt A. Erwin;

H. R. 12713. Anact granting an increase of pension to Beruard
McCormick;

H. R. 12788, An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDounald;

H. R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton
Brown;

H. R. 12809, An act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam
H. Rightmire;

H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of senators
elected at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii;

H. R. 18093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A, Brownlow;

H. R. 13288, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.;

H. R. 13416, An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella
H. Thompson; °

H. R. 13439, An act granting an increase of pension to William
Blanchard;

H. R. 12096. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic
and consular service in the Republic of Cuba; and

S. R. 82, Joint resolution providing for the printing annually
of franks required for sending out seeds. =

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the drug trade
section of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, of
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation allowing
the payment of a drawback in cases where certain imported ma-
terials can not be positively identified, etc.; which was referred
to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of Lucky Thought Lodge, No. 232,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Middletown, N. Y., pray-
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to
limit the meaning of the word ** conspiracy ’* and the use of *  re-
straining orders and injunctions™ in certain cases, and remon-
strating against the age of any substitute therefor; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry members of the Andubon
Society of Brooklyn, New Lebanon, Mount Lebanon, Brentwood,
New York City, Central Slip, and Lebanon Springs, all in the
State of New York, and of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the en-
actment of legislation providing for the protection of game in
Alaska, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Forest
Reservations and the Protection 6f Game.

He also presented petitions of the Manhattan Republican Club,
of the Twenty-third assembly district; of the French Chamber of
Commerce; of the New Century Study Circle, and of the Seven-
teenth Assembly District Republican Club, all in the city of New
York, praying for the enactment of legislation increasing the
compensation of letter carriers; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads,

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the common council of
Kenosha and of the common council of Racine, in the State of
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