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and in one-half hour thereafter he was no more. Death had come
suddenly, but it did not meet him unprepared, for all his life had
been a preparation, so living here as to deserve a higher and better
Yife. A score of years is as nothing in the sum of eternity. The
great question is, when called to die, ‘“Are yon ready” to meet
ﬂflat Céeator “ from out whose hand the centuries fall like grains
of sand?**

Our brother was ready; as others have borne witness, he was a
devoted Christian. We heard his pastor, who knew him best in
life, and who can speak better than I of his Christian experience
and conduct, deliver an eloguent address over the bier of our de-

d friend in the church of which he was an honored member
in life. I take these lines from his sermon upon that occasion:

In every line of activity which made for ness and for help he was
strongly and sincerely interested and engaged. And all because he believed
that life was an opportunity given him by God which he must not fail to im-

rove to the nutmost. And this leads me to the lower depths of his nature.
ieving that life was an o rtunity, be knew that to iteffective there

must be a belief in God, and early in his ecareer he took o g}rtnmty to con-
fess publicly and plainly by uniting with this church his faith in and depend-

enrce upon is faith in God and in Jesus Christ as God manifest in hu-
man form was the basis of his life of p se, of his life of em,ﬂo! thnfl
man first o

constant sense of his responsibility to God. He was a
all, and this was the secret of his successful life.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I can only add my profound con-
viction that our brother is now safely anchored * beyond the
dark sea’’ awaiting the coming of his loved ones. Wife and
children can find abiding consolation and hogz in the assurance
that it can be said of him that while here ** he loved his fellow-
man "’ and served his Master, and that the blessing and promise
which fell from the lips of Him whom he served, *‘ Blessed are
the pure in heart, for they shall see God,” is the everlasting
reward that comes to men like JOSHUA S. SALMON.

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, a swift messenger bore the snm-
mons to quit this earthly existence to Josuva 8. Sarmon. The
quick response separated him from every human tie and left the
bitterest cup of grief for the family so suddenly bereft. As the
sad news was carried to his friends there came this expression to
the sorrowful message: ‘It can not be.”” His strong physique
and apparent healthfulness was an earnest to everyone of many
years of life and vigor. How strange the work of death! It re-
spects no age nor condition. Those in the flower of youth, the
power of manhood, or the decline of age yield alike to its deter-
mined sway. The unexpected call of Mr. SarMoN to the Beyond
in the midst of his usefulness and in the prime of his manhood
is another forceful example of the nuncertainty of life and the il-
lustration of the fact that no one knows the time when the spark
of existence may go out.

Mr. SarmoN was a man of tranguil temper, considerate and
thonghtful about eve: ing with which he was connected. He
was free from ostentation. He was plain, frank, and genial. It
was my good fortune to be associated with him in committee
work in this House. In this labor he showed himself to be pains-
taking and faithful to duty. The members of the committee will
remember his superior advice, his analytical judgment, and prac-
tical snggestions. He was rather slow to assert himself—his per-
ception was not so quick as some—but his comprehension of the
subject exhibited his potential ability. He was observant of little
things. After all, the sum of useful endeavor is measured by the
aggregation of little things. By this standard he wonld measure
far above the mediocre. He wonld stand amongst those whose
lives are crowned with success and who have benefited the world
by their contact with it.

The scene in Boonton, N. J., the home of Mr. SALMON, when
the funeral escort appointed by Congress wended its way from
the station to the comfortable and unpretentions residence where
his body lay will not soon be forgotten. It was observed that the
activities of business had ceased. Many stores were draped in
mourning, the streets were lined with the sorrowing throng, who
were concerned to &)ay the last tribute of respect to their hon-
ored townsman and personal friend. I remember as we waited
near the doorway an old man with tears on his face and the marks
of toil npon his person said to his associate standing by, ** John,
we have lost our best friend.”* In another group waiting near
the church for the family to pass in I heard tEJs expression:
“* Josh was the poor man’s friend. He never forgot us.”’

‘When the congregation was seated in the church where the re-
ligious service was held I observed a uniformed body had promi-
nent place. To my surprise it was the volunteer fire compan
of which he had been an active member; there not to conten
against the flames and overcome them, but to lay the flower upon
the bier and water it with the tears of their sorrow that their
brother could no more respond to the alarm of fire and relieve the
distress incident thereto. When the pastor made reference to
the deceased, and spoke of his honor, integrity, and upright life,
and commended his Christian character, it was plainly observant
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that Mr. SaLMoN held a warm place in the affections of those

who knew him best, and was respected by all. He had touched

humanity at many points. The banker and the day laborer, the

Erofessional man and the merchant, were alike the recipients of
is favor and the beneficiaries of his life.

Mr. SALMON’S chief virtue was in his moral influence and Chris-
tian manhood. His life each day was an exhibition of the truth-
fulness of his profession. No one doubted him. He was a force-
ful exemplar of right living. His words and acts brought no
reflection on Christianity. Think as we may about religion, dis-
card the Bible if it is thonght best and class it with profane his-
tory, belittle the work of the church and discourage individual
devotion to the tenets of Christianity, but when the coffin shall
hold the body, the funeral dirge shall be sung, and mother earth
receive back its own, the greatest consolation that can come to
the survivors is the hope of the resurrection and eternal union of
%g:red ones where separations never take place and tears are never

own.

A faithful wife and loving children survive Mr. SaLMoN. What
a beautiful monument he has left them. A structure of his own
hand. The heritage of a pure and uprightlife. Themarbleshaft
erected over the grave by family and friends may erumble to earth
and be forgotten, but the influence of his good deeds will continue
like the waves of the mighty ocean, rolling on until they break upon
the farther shore. His influence will tend to strengthen and en-
courage long after the body has turned to dust and the marks of
recognition shall be effaced.

Our friend has gone, and his untimely taking reminds me of
these words:

A:ntg &m s h ing feet.
s O Rurayis <
The great design un niaged lies,
Our lives are incomplete.

[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the House. See
Appendix. ] i

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. Speaker, there are several members
who have prepared eulogies on Mr. SArLMoN, but who are unable
to be present to-day. I ask unanimous consent that they have
permission to print their remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked by
the gentleman from New Jersey that members of the House have
leave to print remarks upon the subject of these resolutions. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The resolutions were then unanimously agreed to.

And then, in pursuance of the resolutions, the House (at 2
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 12
o’clock noon.

SENATE. \
Moxpay, February 9, 1903.

Rev. A. H. GJEVRE, of the city of New York, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty God and Heavenly Father, Thou art the giver of
every ift and of every perfect gift, for it cometh down
from Thee, the Father of light, in whom there is no variableness
or shadow of turning. This great and glorious country, the
United States of America, is truly a gift of Thee. Thou hast
made it a refuge and a home for millions of people who previously
had no home, and Thou hast blessed us abundantly unto this
day. But we need Thy blessing every day, O Lord, and we ask
Thee to bless our country, and our people.

Bless our President and his family. Protect him from all
danger and harm. Bless the Congress and all its members. Bless
the members of the Senate, and let the spirit of love, of truth,
and of wisdom rest on them and gunide them and lead them to
perform Thy glorious will, and work for the true welfare and

rogress of our countty and our people. May they experience
Thy love, Thy mercy, and Divine guidance through every day.

Hear us, O Lord, for we ask Thee in the blessed name of Jesus
our Redeemer., Amen,

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journalof the proceedings
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. McCuMBER, and by
unanimons consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

CHAPLAINS IN THE NAVY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in
response to a resolution of the 23d ultimo, all correspondence
relating to the pay and status of Navy chaplains that passed
between the Secretary of the Navy and Navy chaplains from No-
vember 1, 1801, to the present time; which, with the accompanying
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papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and
ordered to be printed.

PHILIFPINE CURRENCY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of . a
cable dispatch from the governor of the Philippine Islands, indi-
cating the nrgent necessity for legislation regarding the Philip-
pine currency.

Mr. FORAKER.
read?

There being no objection, the cablegram was read, as follows:

[Cablegram.]

As the cablegram is not long, may it not be

MANILA, February 5, 1903.
BECRETARY OF WAR, Washington, D, C.;

Official ratio of Mexican dollars to United States currency now $2.66 to 81;
total direct natgl"'mgi ]to linsuln.r treasury from depreciation silver since Jan-
nary 1, 1 1, 257 1.

A’il buﬁgsa suﬁ’eu‘ing greatly from fluctuation and depreciation insular
treasury—immense losses to merchants who have sold on credit, Failure to
furnish relief at thissession of Congress would create consternation through-
out the islands: added to prevailing financial depression, loss animals by rin-
derpest and other contagions diseases, and resulting destitution, the political
gituation would become more difficult. 2

The adoption American money would enhance prices greatly and derange
every form of business. Legislation making gold ual one-half Amer-
ican ‘dellar as unit of value, peso and subsidiary minor coi e receivable for
all public dues at the rate CIF 50 cents American money for 1 peso, with pro-
vision for issuance silver certificates based on dagboslt of new pesos, would
furnish a currency as good as American money and much better adapted to
needs of the islan e Philippine Commissioners are unanimous in these

views. P ]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie
on the table and be printed, the bill being now on the Calendar.

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 amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11544) to cor-
rect the military record of Thomas J. Morman.

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 17) requiring corporations engaged in interstate commerce
to make returns, prohibiting rebates and discriminations and the
use of interstate commerce in attempts to destroy competition,
and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate. .

The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) making
appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1904, asks a conference with the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed
Mr., HuLL, Mr. CarroN. and Mr, Hay managers at the confer-
ence on the part of the House. !

The message also communicated to the Senate resolutions

ed by the House commemorative of the life and services of
E{ﬁ. William Joyce Sewell, late a Senator from the State of
New Jersey. | )

The message further communicated to the Senate resolutions

ssed by the House commemorative of the life and services of

on. Joshuna S. Salmon, late a Representative from the State of
New Jersey.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of sundry presidents and pro-
fessors of various colleges of the United States, in aid of others
resented heretofore. praying that a committee be appointed to
inguire into the conditions of the Philippines, so that the Ameri-
can people may know the exact state of affairs in those islands.
The petition is signed by the presidents of 9 colleges, by 37 col-
. lege professors, and by 24 other citizens. Imove that it be re-
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines.

The motion was agreed to. )

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Local Union No. 9,
United Cloth Hat and Cap Makers, American Federation of
Labor, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-
.called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the City Front Federation, of
San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of Local Union No. 9162,
Shipwrights and Caulkers, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for
the repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause of
the homestead act; which were referred to the Committee on
Public Lands. B .

Mr. KITTREDGE presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local
Union No. 153, American Federation of Labor, of Sioux Falls, S.
Dak.. praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill;
which was ordered to lie on the table. :

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of Local Union No. 439, United
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Atlanta, Ga., praying
for the repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause

of the homestead act; which was referred to the Committee on
Public Lands.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the local
board of Morrisania, borough of Bronx, of New York City, N.Y.,
praying for the improvement of that portion of the Hudson River
and Long Island Sound known as Bronx Kills; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers' Local Union No.
125, of Norwich; of Leopold Miller & Sons, of New York; of
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 210, of Rome; of Cigar Makers’
Local Union No. 119, of Dansville; and of Cigar Makers’ Local
Union No. 108, of Ogdensburg, all of the American Federation of
Labor, in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of
legislation to prohibit the giving of presents, conpons, or promises
of gifts with cigars and tobaccos; which were referred to the
Committee on Finance,

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Cigar and Tobacco
Dealers’ Association of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating
against a reduction of the tariff duties on cigars imported from
Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Trans-

rtation of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of

egislation to secure a strength in both the ships and personnel of

the Navy commensurate with the requirements of the United
States Government; which was referred to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

He also presented a petition of Long Tsland Council, No. 114,
Junior Order of American Mechanics, of Brooklyn, N. Y., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Typographical Union No. 52, of
Troy; of Typographical Union No. 19, of Elmira; of the Trades
Assembly of Utica; of the Central Trades Council of Olean, and
of Local Union No. 1, of New York City, all of the American
Federation of Labor, in the State of New York, praying for the
repeal of the so-called desert-land law and the commutation
clause of the homestead act; which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Public Lands.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Wom-
an's Study Club, of Tacoma, Wpa.ah., praying for the passage of
the so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oysterville; of
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Green Lake, and
of Andrews Brothers, of Oysterville, all in the State of Washing-
ton, remonstrating against the repeal of the present anticanteen
law; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Newark
and Jersey City, in the State of New Jersey; of sundry citizens of
Sharon, Bradford, Kane, Lockhaven, Erie, and Williamsport, in
the State of Pennsylvania; of sundry citizens of Youngstown and
(Cleveland, in the State of Ohio; of sundry citizens of Boston,
Worcester, Pittsfield, and Slguri:gﬁeld, in the State of Massachu-
setts; of sundry citizens of kirk, Rochester, and Syracuse. in
the State of New York; of sundry citizens of Manchester, N. H.,
and of sundry citizens of Providence, R. L., praying for the ap-
pointment of a commission to investigate the condition of affairs
in the Southern States growing out of the changed relations of
the races since the war of the rebellion; which were referred to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Local Union No. 151, of
Binghamton; of Federal Labor Union No. 10076, of Ilion; of Cigar
Makers’ Local Union No. 81, of Peekskill; of Local Union No. 121,
of Troy; of the Infernational Brotherhood of Paper Makers of
Ticonderoga: of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association No. 44, of
Olean; of, Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 132, of Brooklyn; of
Laborers’ Protective Union No. 8856, of Middletown; of Car-

nters and Joinérs’ Local Union No. 340, of New York; of Local

Tnion No. 46, of Buffalo; of the Central Associated Trades Coun-
cil of Corning; of Local Union No. 313, of Brooklyn; of Carpen-
ters and Joiners' Local Union No. 491, of Corinth; of Iron Mold-
ers' Local Union No. 130, of Sandy Hill; of the Trade and Labor
Council of Poughkeepsie; of Local Union No. 9750,.0f Troy; of
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 370, of Jamestown; of the Fiber
Pressmen’s Local Union of Lockport; of Carpenters and Joiners’
Local Union No. 369, of North Tonawandg; of Local Union No.
308, of Rochester; of Woodworkers' Local Union No. 80, of James-
town: of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 109, of Geneva; of Fed-
eral Labor Union No. 9335, of Glens Falls; of Local Union No.
18, of Schenectady; of Journeymen Barbers' Local Union No. 150,
of Troy; of Local Union No. 9781. of Wellsville; of Local Union
No. 134, of Geneva; of Painters, Paperhangers, and Decorators’
Local Union No. 857, of Dunkirk, and of Carpenters and Joiners’
Local Union No. 1107, of Roversville. all of the American Feder-
ation of Labor; of Local Division No. 103, Brotherhood of Loco-
motive Engineers, of New York City; of Newburgh Lodge,
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Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Newburgh, and of F. J.
Brady, of White Plains, all in the State of New York, and of the
Central Labor Union, American Federation of Labor, of Wash-
ington, D. C.; praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the American Chamber of Com-
merce of Paris, France, praying for the adoption in the United
States of the metric system of weights and measures; which was
;Eferx-ed to the Select Committee on Standards, Weights, and

easures.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 16334) fixing terms of United States
courts in Colorado, and for other purposes, reported it without
amendment.

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

A bill (H. R. 6593) granting an increase of pension to Harry L.
Graham;

GA bill (H. R. 15733) granting an increase of pension to Martin

. Cole;
A bill (H. R. 15721) granting an increase of pension to Walter
A. Porter; and

A bill (H. R. 16391) granting a pension to Ella F. Shandrew.

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. WELLINGTON), from the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the hill
(S. 6525) to amend an act entitled ‘““An act to incorporate the
Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum-
bia,” reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report
thereon.

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend-
ment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 8023) granting an increase of pension to John
Downing;

A bill (H. R. 6498) granting an increase of pension to John A.
Whitman: and

A bill (H. R. 15558) granting an increase of pension to David
A. Baldwin, :

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

A bill (H. R.15617) granting an increase of pension to William
Keith;

A Lill (H. R. 9237) granting a pension to John Wallace;

A bill (H. R. 10869) granting an increase of pension to Michael
K. Strayer:

A 1ill (H.
Bowen: -

A bill (H. R. 14361) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
M. Alexander;

A L (H. R. 9570) granting an increase of pension to Isaac
Gabrizn;

A bill (H. R. 16445) ting an increase of pension to Luke
Madden, alias John E. McDonald;

A bill (H. R. 12021) granting an increase of pension to Anson

R. 7895) granting an increase of pension to Sarah

Lewis;
A bill (H. R. 16313) granting an increase of pension to James
- L. Davenport, alias Dexter Davis; and

A bill (H. R. 15618) granting an increase of pension to William
0. Boughton.

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 9072) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Steffey, reported it with an amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 16381) granting an increase of pension to Lymus
Wallace;

A bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to Joel Thomason;

A Bill (H. R. 16697) granting a pension to Ellen Johnson:

A bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to William
‘Whitlock; and ;

A bill (H. R. 1027) granting a pension to Lavinia Cook.

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 15391) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter;

and

A bill (H, R. 16274) granting an increase of pension to Sallie
H. Kincaid.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions,

to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever-
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon:
A bill (H. R. 700) granting an increase of pension to Eben Slaw-

son; and
A bill (H. R. 14475) granting an increase of pension to David
Lawto

E. n.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment submit-
ted by himself on the 29th nltimo, proposing to appropriate $3,000
for paving old Sixteenth street from Columbia road to Kenesaw
avenue, in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed to
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations, and printed; which was agreed to.

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

A bill (H. R. 6656) granting a pension to Samantha Yant:

A bill (H. R. 4632) granting an increase of pension to William
P. Rhodes:

z Ab bill (H. R. 5281) granting an increase of pension to Patrick
Iahan;

A bill (H. R. 156466) granting an increase of pension to John
H. Robson;

A bill (H. R. 15674) granting an increase of pension to John
A. T. McPherson;

A bill (H. R. 14027) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
dJ. Winfreﬁ;

2 Al(!lJ_il] (H. R. 1637) granting an increase of pension to John A. |
mng:
p.i billg(H. R. 16291) granting a pension to Laban MecGahan;
PiA bill (H. R. 659) granting an increase of pension to Winfield
erce;

A bill (H. R. 15746) granting an increase of pension to Daniel
R. Lucas; and

A bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to John R. Dougherty.

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom werse
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend-
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 1

A bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Lawrence
H. Roussean: and

A bill (H. R. 14195) granting an increase of pension to David
T. Towles. ;

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
out amendment. and submitted reports thereon: 2

A bill (H. R. 3261) granting a pension to George R. Grubaugh;

A bill (H. R. 7710) granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon;

A Dbill (H. R. 15423) granting an increase of pension to Stephen
B. Morehouse;

A bill (H. R. 8265) granting an increase of pension to Henry
Pensinger:

Kﬁ bill (H. R. 8353) granting an increase of pension to John H.
ehn;

A bill (H. R. 16073) granting an increase of pension to John H.
Smith; and
3 _Ahbillds(H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to Jacob E.

ichards, 5

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 14592) granting an increase of sion
to Benjamin F. Barrett, reported it with anamendment, and sub-
mitted a re%)rt thereon. 4

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Patents,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7194) authorizing the issuance
of letters rogatory by the Commissioner of Patents, and provid-
ing for the execution of letters rogatory issued from foreign
patent offices, reported it without amendment.

I‘\lhi, ?tL%?KBURNEefimm the Cd:;:.lnmittee on Pacific Islands
and Porto Rico, repor an amendment proposing to appropri-
ate $200,000 for payment to Liliuokalani, fl:)rmarlygéuee:l:%f IiJ:ha
Kingdom of Hawaii, in full satisfaction and discharge of all
claims or pretended claims, intended to be proposed to the sun-
dry civil appre(g)ri.a.tion bill or to any other general appropriation
bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and printed; which was agreed to.

STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON.

Mr, PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr.
McComas on the 3d instant, reported it without amendment;
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That
there be tﬂnnted and bound of the proceedings in Congress npon the accept-
ance of the statues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hauson, pre-

sented by the Btate of Maryland, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the
use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of R_epresentativegf and
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the remaining 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators

and Representatives in C from the State of Maryland.

The Joint Committee on ting is hereby authorized to have the copy
prepared for the Public Printer, who procure suitable copper-process
plates to be bound with these memorials.

LILLIAN G. ELKINS.

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen-
sions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 6048) granting a pension
to Lillian G. Elkins, to report it favorably with an amendment;
and as it is extremely important that the bill should be immedi-
ately passed, I ask for its consideration.

@ Secretary read the bill; and by unanimons consent the Sen-
ate.as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.

The amendment was to strike out all after the enacting claunse
and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pansion laws, the name of Lillian G. Elkins, widow of Fred C. Elkins,
late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and Com-
- pany D, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. -

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

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

ANDREW C. SMITH,

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the same request for the same
reason in regard to the bill (S. 4022) grantingian increase of pen-
. sion to Andrew C. Smith, which I report back from the Commit-
tee on Pensions with amendments.

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen-
ate, as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to itsconsideration.

The amendments of the Committee on Pensions were, in line 6,
after the word *‘late,” to strike out ‘‘of company” and insert
‘‘musician;** and in line 8, before the word ** dollars,” strike out
“fifty * and insert ** twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the SBecretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the m-m‘iun laws, the name of Andrew C. Smith, late mu-
sician, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of £4 dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to.

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

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (8. 7201) regulating the impor-
tation of breeding animals; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on iculture and Forestry.

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (8. 7292) granting an increase
of pension to Alice M. Hickey; which was read twice by its title,
a.nge referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina introduced a bill (8. 7293)
for the relief of the estate of Dedrick Stokein; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7204) for the relief of Corn-
ing & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac-
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8. 7295) to correct the record
of Col. George M. Brayton, United States Army, retired: which
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 7206) granting an in-
crease of pension to Lloyd Hickman; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 7297) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Hensley H. Kirk; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 7208) to fix the rank of
certain officers in the Army; which was read twice by its fitle,
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7299) for the relief of Arra
M. Farnsworth; which was read twice by its title, and, with the
accompanying paper. referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. HOAR introduced a hill (S. 7800) further to provide for
the care of dependent children in the District of Columbia; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the
District of Colnmbia. )

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 7301) to further provide
for the safe-keeping of public money, and for other purposes;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Finance.

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 7302) in relation to the con-
veyance and sale of railways, property, rights, and franchises in

the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 7303) for the relief of O. H.
Perry, administrator of the estate of George W. Perry, late of
the county of Craven, N. C.; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Claims. -

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. TURNER submitted an amendment authorizing the sale
of the timber upon the lands of the Tulalip Indian Reservation
in the State of Washington, intended to be pro d by him to the
Indian appropriation bill; which was referregot;ﬁs3 the Committee
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

. Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment propos-
ing to appropriate $21,000 for the management, protection, and
improvement of Mount Rainier Natio Park, El the State of
Washington, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Forest
Reservations and the Protection of Game, and ordered to be

rinted.

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to increase
the salary of the captain of the watch of the Agricultural Depart-
ment from $1,000 to 1,200, intended to be proposed by him to the
Agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed,

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$234.21 to pay R. F. Pettigrew, administrator of the estate of F.
‘W. Pettigrew, deceased, and Ernest J. Lacey, balance due on
surveying contract No. 139, intended to be proposed by him to
the general deficiency ?pprgpriat%oncl;ﬂl: which, with the accom-
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations,
and or(%ereg’io be printed. o

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted an amendment
pmdpomng to appropriate $30,000 for the purchase of lots 75, 76,
and 19, and the east 21 feet of lot 20, in square 624, in the District
of Columbia, for the erection of sunitable stables for the Govern-
ment Printing Office, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittesél on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be
printed.

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
proliriate §18,664 for the purchase of land necessary to extend
Euclid street, block 18, Meridian Hill, intended to be pr by
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
875,000 for constructing a first-order light and fog signal on one
of the ledges known as The Graves, on a granite tower, to mark
the entrance to the new Broad Sound Channel in Boston Harbor,
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropri-
ation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom-
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain
claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to be printed, and. with the accompanying
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
La snm equal to two years’ pay of a district superintendent of the
Life-Saving Service for the widowand children of the late Joseph
W. Ethridge, late superintendent of the sixth life-saving district,
who died from pnenmonia contracted in the line of duty, and pro-

osing to appropriate a like sum for the widow of the late John
i[. Richardson, late superintendent of the first life-saving dis-
trict, who died from sickness incurred in the line of duty, in-
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or-
dered to be printed.
SPECIAL POSTAL RATES.

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was

Ordered. That leave be granted the Postmaster-General to withdraw from
the flles of the Senate the papers marked * Exhibits A, B, C, D," submitted
by him in connection with Senate resolution No.103, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session, dated February 4, 1902,

PHILIPPINE COMMERCE.

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 copies of Senate Document No.
Fifty-seventh Congress, sscond session, entitled ** Philippine Commerce," ol
which 500 m}ﬂi}es shall be for the use of the Senate and 500 copies for the use
of the War Department.

EXTENSION OF EIGHTH STREET NORTHWEST.
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the
consideration of the bill (S. 3638) for the extension of

geaent
ighth
street NW., or Wrights road, District of Columbia.
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The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider-
ation. :

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of
Columbia with an amendment, in section 1, page 1, line 11, before
the word ** snbdivision,’’ to strike out “ Wright and Dole’s '’ and
insert ** Todd and Brown’s;"" so as to make the section read:

That within six months after the of this act the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed
to institute in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, sitting as a
district court, by petition particularly dascnbm%atha lands to be taken,a
proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be necessary for the exten-
gion of Eighth street NW., otherwise known as Wrights road, District of
Columbia, northward to Irving street, through lot 4 of Todd and Brown’s
subdivision, with the full width of said lot.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read

the third time, and passed.
COURTS-MARTIAL IN THE PHILIPPINES,

Mr. QUAY. Imove that the Senate proceed with the consid-
eration of the omnibus statehood bill.

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Cmmx}
i:hpre to submit some remarks on the resolution which

ered, calling for information concerning counrts-martial in the
Philippines, and I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania to
defer his motion.

Mr. LODGE. The resolution went over, I will say to the Sen-
ator, snbject to call, and the Senator from Tennessee has a right

to call it uX at any time.
Mr. QUAY. Certainly. I withdraw the motion.

MUSCLE SHOALS POWER COMPANY,

Mr. PETTUS. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Ten-
nessee and the unanimons consent of the Senate to call up House
bill 16602. It is a bill merely extending the fime in which work
is to be done on the Muscle Shoals by a private company.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten-
nessee yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly.
The bill will be read to the

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Senate for its information.
The Secratarilread the bill (H. R. 16602) to extend the time
mﬁﬁd to the Muscle Shoals Power Company by an act approved
3, 1899, within which to commence and complete the
work authorized in the said act to be done by said company, and
for other pnrfnoaea: and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
COURTS IN COLORADO,

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the pending business be tem-
porarily laid aside — '

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from North
Dakota will pardon the Chair, a pending resolution was by unani-
mous consent laid on the table subject to call. The Senator from
Tennessee has just given notice that he proposes to call it up in
order to submit some remarks, and therefore the Chair will be
obliged to recognize the Senator {from Tennessee.

Mr. PATTERSON. There was a bill reported from the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary this morning establishing a term of the
United States court in Montrose, Colo. I ask unanimous con-
sent that it may be taken up and passed. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten-
nesse yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly.

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 16334) fixing terms of United States
courts in Colorado, and other purposes.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera-
tion.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT CAPE NOME, ALASKA.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten-
nessee yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly.

Mr. TURNER. I wish to call up a short bill in which the peo-
ple of the Territory of Alaska are very much interested. I ask
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill (8. 6848) to
establish a life-saving station at Cape Nome,

The Secretary read the bill; and there being

no oi)jection, the

Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera-
tion.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with
an amendment, to add at che end of the bill a new section, as
follows:

Sec. 2. That the thirteenth life-saving district is hereby extended to in-
clude the coast of Alaska. )

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 17) requiring corporations engaged in interstate
commerce to make returns, prohibiting rebates and discrimina-
tions and the use of interstate commerce in attempts to destroy
competition, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

ARMY APPROPRIATION EILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac-
tion of the House of Representatives di ing to the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) making appropria-
tion for the snpport of the Army for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1904, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate insist npon its amend-
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

By nnanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author-
ized to np%int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr.
ProcToRr, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SALMON,

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on
Saturday, February 14, after the conclusion of the exercises in
commemoration of the life and character of Hon. CHARLES A.
RussELL, late a member of the House, I shall submit resolutions
commemorative of the life and character of Josaua 8. SALMoN,
late a Representative from the State of New Jersey.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS,

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F.
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
on the 7th instant, approved and signed the following actsand joint
resolution:

An act (S. 679) directing the issue of a check in lien of a lost
check drawn by Capt. E. O. Fechét,disbursing officer, United States
Signal Service Corps, in favor of the Bishop Gutta Percha Com-

pafl&yn act (S.4832) for the relief of Col. H. B. Freeman;

An act (S.5079) for the relief of George P. White;

An act (8.5381) to correct errors in dates of original appoint-
ments of Capt. James J. Hornbrook and others;

An act (S.6446) to ﬂrovide for the construction of a bridge
across Rainy River in Minnesota;

An act (8. 7063) permitting the building of a dam across the
% Croideiver at or near the village of St. Croix, Polk County,

18.; an

A joint resolution (S. R. 146) to extend the time for construec-
tion of the Akron, Sterling and Northern Railroad in Alaska.

The message also announced that the President of the United
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts:

An act (S. 4722) for the erection of a building for the use and
accommodation of the De ent of Agriculture; and

An act (S. 7124) to provide for the removal of persons accused
of erime to and from the Philippine Islands for trial.

COURTS-MARTIAL IN THE PHILIPPINES.

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. Rawrixs, di-
recting the Secretary of War to inform the Senate what courts-
martial have been ordered and held in the Philippine Islands, ete.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I suppose that the Senate. fol-
lowing the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
LopaE]., will send the resolution to the Committee on the Phili
pines. I su also that every Senator thoroughly underatan&
that you might as well write a letter to a dead man for informa-
tion as to send a resolution of inquiry to that committee, Before
this resolution goes to its grave, I wish, in the language of a distin-
guished Arkansas divine, to make a few remarks concerni;g the

remains. .

The Sqnator frqm I.ndia.pa . BEVERIDGE] the other day,
when this resolution was in debate, asserted with an air of tri-
umph that the inquiry made by the Philippines Committee had
shown that the great majority of the officers and soldiers in the
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Philippine Islands had been kindly and humane in their dealings

with the natives, and he declared that I was very much disap-

inted because the result of that investigation had not put a
rand of infamy upon the American Army.

This last remark, Mr. President, was wholly gratuitous and
wholly mistaken. I have asserted that myself in every speech I
have made upon the floor of the Senate. I have said over and
over again that the great majority of the American Army ab-
horred the criminal practices which have brought shame and
dishonor, not so much upon the American Army, which is the
mere instrument, as upon the authors of that policy. The Sena-
tor’s statement in that respect is absolutely true, but it is utterly
irrelevant. I have some facts in mind to show how true and how
irrelevant the Senator’s statement is.

We had a number of witnesses before our committee who tes-
tified that the command to which they were attached occupied a
district comprising five towns, one or more of which had a popu-
lation of 12,000, and that in all this district there had not been
one single act of violence committed by a single Filipino against
a single American soldier, and the soldiers on their part were
kind and just and generous in dealing with the natives.

There is a fact, Mr. President, to vindicate the assertion made
by the Senator from Indiana, if an uncontroverted statement
needs any vindication. But what does it signify so far as this
controversy is concerned? The further fact is that by the order
of the commanding officer all five of those towns and every house
in them was laid in ashes and the people driven forth into the
wilderness. How much good did it do these wretched Filipinos
that the great majority of the soldiers were kindly and humane?
How much good did it do them to know that the very men who
applied the torch abhorred and detested the acts which they were
compelled to commit?

I have another fact in mind, Mr. President, to substantiate the
Senator’s statement. General Smith in a letter over his own
signature declared that the relations existing between his sol-
diers and the native Filipinos in Samar were of the friendliest
character. He declared, in snbstance, that it was almost impos-
sible to compel his soldiers to execute his brutal and inhuman

licy. He said that the soldiers seemed to have a love of the

ittle brown brothers ingrafted in their nature; that they looked
upon them as little brown angels.

Mr, President, there, I say, is another fact to substantiate the
statement made by the Senator from Indiana that a majoriti of
the American soldiers were just and kind and humane in their
dealings with the Filipinos. How much good did that do? How
much good did that do the people when Smith issued his inhuman
order to make Samar a howling wilderness, to practically exter-
minate the whole people, to kill even the little children above 10
years of age, and to kill all prisoners?

Sir, if we may believe the testimony brought out in the recent
Glenn trial, his orders were executed with such brutal complete-
ness that he actually doomed several thousand people to death by
starvation after they had laid down their arms and become
friendly to the United States.

Mr. President, how much good does it do to say that the Amer-
jcan Army contained only the usual proportion of wicked and
vicious men? Every man knows that every army contains a
number of wicked and vicious men. How many men does it take
to torture nnarmed and helpless noncombatants? How many
men does it take to burn a village, or a hundred villages? How
many men does it take to sweep a whole district with fire after
its armed defenders have been driven away?

Mr. President, we know, as I have said, that every army in the
world contains enough wicked and vicious and lawless men to
malke its presence a hell upon earth if those men are not restrained
by proper discipline. You may take the most peaceful commu-
nity in this world, in a time of profoundest peace, when the people
are long habituated to orderly government, and you dare not re-
lax the rigor of your penal laws. You know that if you did so,
that community wonld burst out into erimes of blood and viclence.

How much more is that true of an army in time of war, habitu-
ated to scenes of death and violence. You may take the best
army that ever trod the earth, send it to a distant and hostile
country, subject it to the nerve-racking strain of a campaign in a
tropical land, and let it be known throughout that army that
crimes of violence will go unpunished, and who does not know
the awful consequences that will ensue?

Let us suppose, Mr. President, that in an army invading a dis-
tant country you hidve a regular system of criminal violence in
known, deliberate, scandalous violation of the laws of war; and
thongh this is long continued and notorious, no effort whatever
is made to suppress it. and that no eriminal is ever bronght to
justice; let us suppose that the very officers, charged with the
duty of enforcing discipline. are themselves the very worst offend-
ers; let ns suppose that the most hrntal outrages go unnoticed
and apparently unknown to the military anthorities on the scene

long after they have become a matter of common knowledge even
to the people at home, 7,000 miles away; let us suppose that
courts-martial obstinately refuse to punish or to adequately pun-
ish the most flagrant crimes; let us suppose when the facts of an
atrocious murder are forced upon the attention of the military au-
thorities, the crime proven, and the criminal known, it is all
waved aside as a matter of no consequence, and that this action
is approved by the government at home; let us suppose that at
last a general officer should throw down all pretenses of discipline
and should proclaim to his soldiers that the more bloody and cruel
and ferocious they were the better he would be pleased—let us
suppose that these conditions exist in the best army in the world,
I ask would they not be utterly subversive of discipline, would
they not demoralize that army, would they not resunlt in a reign
of blood and erime and violence?

Mr. President, the charge we make is that just these conditions
have existed and just these consequences have ensued. Who can
say that that is a charge against the honor of the great body of
American soldiers?

But, Mr. President, you must add one more condition to make
this statement com(}’lete. You must suppose that these crimes
have been again and again brought to the attention of the gov-
ernmental anthorities at home; that respectful requests have
been made for some action that would put an end to these abuses;
that these requests are at first met with cynical indifference, and
when the demands become more sharp and insistent they are met
with spurious investigations, which discover no single fact, and
with sweeping denials of charges which are afterwards proven
beyond the possibility of doubt or denial; and when the facts are
established so plainly that they can no longer be disputed, let us
suppose that the governmental authorities, and those who speak
for them, should turn with the bitterest imprecations upon Eic}i‘mﬂe
by whose efforts the truth has been revealed and should show in
every possible way that they have a deeper hatred for the man
who exposes than they have for the man who commits the crime—
I ask if that would not demoralize the best army in the world? I
ask if it would not operate as a license to the wicked, de-

_graded, depraved, and ruffian characters in that army?

Mr. President, it is a fact that we have had an organized system
of torture in the Philippine Islands—torture practiced frequently
upon helpless noncombatants, upon men against whom there
was no scrap of evidence, against whom no charge was made—
torture prolonged until the victims fainted from agony, only to
be revived and tortured again, until they had made a confession
of guilt or betrayed their countrymen, or by their long endur-
ance of agony convinced their persecutors that they had no crime
to confess and no knowledge to reveal, or else until, as in some
cases, they died from the torture.

Mr. President, it isa further fact. that though this was notorious
throughout the whole army, though it was continued for months
and years, no effort was
turer was ever punished for the crime. It is a fact that men of
high character and standing, representatives of leading Repub-
lican, Administration newspapers, went in person to the command-
ing general and told him that thﬁad not only seen a perfect
orgy of looﬁnﬁ and plunder, but t they had seen wounded

risoners butchered before their very eyes, and, though he did not
eny it, he ignored it. i

It is further true that this fact was brought to the attention of
the Secretary of War in a letter over the signature of Robert M.
Collins, the chief agent and representative of the Associated
Press in the Philippine Islands, and it did not suggest to him the
propriety of any inquiry or any investigation. Y

Another fact. It was revealed by the publication of a soldier’s
letter in the United States that there had been a murder of pris-
oners of war after the battle of Caloocan. I want to say right
here that this was one of the many cases that have occurred again
and again where the most atrocious crimes remained unnoticed
by the military anthorities nntil they were accidentally revealed by
the publication of a soldier’s letter in the United States, and
from the United States sent back to the Philippines.

In this case an investigation was ordered. THe inspector-
general of the district prosecuted that investigation and he re-
ported that at least two—he did not know how many more—but
at least two prisoners had been murdered, and the facts recited
showed that there was strong reason to believe that it was done
by the order of an American officer, Captain Bishop.

Mr. President. what was done with respect to that report?
What followed that report? First, Mr. President, there was a
great hue and cry raised and threats of prosecution against the
soldier through whose letter the facts had been reveaied: next,
an attempt was made to stop all investigation by one of the prin-
cipal heroes, one of the ';lJrime favorites of the War Department—
General Funston—who lodged the complaint with General Mac-
Arthur that the inspector was showing too much zeal in seeking
to uncover this crime; next, it was proposed to make a vicarious

made to suppress it, and no single tor-




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1933

sacrifice of a poor private soldier, one of the men who, under or-
ders, had executed the prisoners: but when this was bronght to
the attention of the judge-advocate he saw that you could not
kill even a private soldier or put him in the penitentiary without
a trial, and he said that the soldier on that trial would bring out
the fact that he acted under the orders of his superior officer, and
that the facts developed would implicate too many others.

So, Mr. President, it was decided—it was officially decided—
that there were so many engaged in this bloody business that it
was better to wink at the crime of murdering prisoners of war
than to expose the actual condition of affairs, and that lame and
impotent conclusion was accepted by the War Department with-
out a protest.

The Department itself had ordered an investigation of a charge
that American officers had murdered prisoners of war. The
answer came back that there had been so many men engaged in
this practice it was too common a practice to bear investigation;
and that answer seems to have been entirely satisfactory to our
noble and generous and humane Secretary of War.

Mr. President, when, later on, in a sudden spasm of virtue, a
court-martial did convict an officer of the crime of killing an
unarmed and unresisting prisoner of war and had fixed upon him
the disgracefully light punishment of five years in the peniten-
tiary the President of the United States intervened in his behalf
and commuted the punishment to a pecuniary fine and a slight
reduction in his 4

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a
question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DuBols in the chair). Does
the Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. CARMACK. 1 do.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator please state what case that
was and give the name of the officer?

Mr. CARMACK. That was the case of Lieut. Preston Brown.

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I want to say when you talk
about dishonoring the Army, that the man who does more than
any other to dishonor the American Army is he who permits a
cowardly convicted murderer to wear the uniform of an Ameri-
can soldier.

Mr. President, it is a fact that our court-martial trials over there
are a travestﬁ'g on justice.

M;.?SPOO . Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him
again

ng. CARMACE. Yes, sir.,

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator contend that the record
shows that Lieutenant Brown was convicted by a court-martial
of murder?

Mr. CARMACEK. It does not say “murder.”

Mr. SPOONER. No; but the Senator said ** a cowardly mur-
derer, a convicted murderer,” as I understood him. Does the
Senator contend that the record shows that Lieutenant Brown was
convicted of murder?

Mr. CARMACK. He was convicted of this: He was convicted
of killing an unarmed, nnresisting. native Filipino prisoner of war
in his charge; and I say that that is murder, whether they call it
murder or not.

Mr. SPOONER. If that were true, it would be murder.

Mr. CARMACEK. That is what he was convicted of; that was
the very charge; it was the very langunage of the charge; and he
was convicted of that—that is the record—of killing an unarmed,
unresisting, native Filipino, a prisoner of war in his ¢

thMr.fB.t;A? E. I wish to ask my colleague if the record shows
at fac
Mr. CARMACE. It does. I think I have quoted the exact

language. I have it here, and it reads:

Lieut. Preston Brown, charged with murdering *an unarmed, unresisting,
native Filipino, name unknown. & prisoner of war in his charge,” convieted
of manslaughter, and sentenced to be dismissed from the service of the
United States and confined at hard labor for five years.

I was saying, Mr. President, that our conrt-martial trials over
there have been a travesty upon justice. We have had men con-
victed of torturing helpless prisoners of war by hanging them by
the neck, and the punishment inflicted was a reprimand; of loot-
ing, plundering, and firing nupon peaceable citizens—punished
with reprimand; the most outrageous acts of viclence committed
upon women and children —punished with a small fine; rape and
murder— ished with imprisonment.

Mr. President, I ask if these unpunished crimes, these insuffi-
ciently punished crimes, did not constitute a license to all of the
criminal elements of the American Army? We have had over
there innocent, friendly guides butchered in the most horrible
manner without the form or semblance of a trial, and though the
facts subsequently developed showed that they were innocent,

~ that they were loyal, that. they by their faithfulness had saved
the lives of their very murderers, no man ever was punished for

the crime. It has been shown in court-martial proceedings over
there that natives were required to act as guides to betray their
countrymen to American troops, and when they refused fo do it
their brains were beaten out with the butts of muskets. We have
had repeated cases of indiscriminate firing upon peaceable citi-
zens resulting in the killing and wounding of women and chil-
dren, and the only, record of any man ever having been punished
for the offense is that of one officer who was reprimanded.

We have had a case brought to light, as so many others have
been, through the letter of a soldier, where a number of soldiers
surrounded a house, from which house there proceeded sounds of
music and langhter. There was no body of armed insurgents
there. It was a wedding party. And yet the soldiers fired in
upon that peaceable wedding party, killing and wounding a num-
ber of women and children, and no man was ever punished for
that. No notice was ever taken of it until the news had come
back to the United States, having been accidentally revealed
through the publication of a soldier’s letter and forced upon the
attention of the War Department, and, by that circuitous route,
sent back to the Philippine Islands. »

We have had towns and villages innumerable burned. We
have had vast tracts of territory converted into a howling wilder-
ness. Mr, President, when Smith issued his brutal and inhuman
order, commanding his soldiers to practically kill everybody over
10 years of age, to murder all prisoners, to make the country a
howling wilderness, I have no doubt that that shocked the con-
science of a large majority of the American soldiers; but to
every wicked, vicious, and depraved ruffian it said, ‘““There is no
more law; there is no more restraint; there is no more punish-
ment for erime; you can do just as you please;’’ and, as I have
said, there are enough bad men in every army to spread ruin and
g}gath and desolation in its path where no restraint is put upon

em,

Mr. President, suppose when Lee invaded Pennsylvania, instead
of issuing that humane, imous order forbidding pillage
and violence, he had said, ‘*I want you to kill and burn; fwant
no prisoners; the more you kill and burn the better you will please
me.”” Suppose Grant had issued such an order in the South; each
of those great humane commanders would have burned a path of
ruin and desolation as deep and as lasting as that of the Conqueror
in Northumberland, and ge would have left a memory to be exe-
crated by the remotest descendants of the victims.

But, Mr. President, we have to deal not only with the ruffian
element of our own Army, who are thus licensed to commit crime,
but it is a fact that we turned loose upon those helpless ple
heathen Macabebe savages. It is a fact, not shown from the tes-
timony of witnesses, but from the official reports of General Mac-
Arthur and of General Wheaton. that we turned loose upon those
people heathen Macabebe savages, who carried on a perfect car-
nival of crime, plundering towns, murdering peaceable citizens,
and ravishing women, and that the American commanders songht
to conceal their erimes and protect them from punishment. It is
admitted by General MacArthur and General Wheaton that when
these men were employed and clothed with the uniform of the
United States their propensity to murder and loot and ravish was
well known, and after they had done all this they remained under
the same commanders in the service of the United States! The
excuse is made by General MacArthur that it was absolutely nec-
essary to employ those savages in order to execute there the policy
of the United States. :

Mr. President, I have no charge to make against General Maec-
Arthur. I will accept as true the plea that the exigencies of the
policy imposed upon our commanders did require that medizval
torture shounld be inflicted, that it did require that we should em-
ploy known murderers of men and ravishers of women and clothe
them with the uniform of the United States. I will admit, for
the sake of argument at least, that these things were necessary
to execute this policf!: but I say that it constitutes the strongest
indictment that could be made against any policy that it requires
that such things shall be done by men wearing the uniform of
the American soldier.

Mr. President, such were the methods which prevailed in the
Philippine Islands, and yet the President of the United States in
a public speech declared that we should have been justified in be-
ing infinitely more severe. We have adopted medizval tortures;
we haveadopted the Spanish reconcentrado policy; we have hunted
men down like wild beasts and shot them if they preferred their
own wasted country to the reconcentrado pens; we have made that
country a howling wilderness; we have driven the peopleinto the
very jaws of famine, and yet the President of the United States
calmly surveys the ruin he has wrought and, like another great
imperialist, is astonished at his own moderation!

Mr. President, I say that we have a right to have the records
of these courts-martial laid before the American Senate and given
to the American people; and when we ask for them we are con-
fronted with the pitiable excuse on the part of those who kgce
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squandered hundreds of millions of dollars of the public mone
in this wicked policy and wasted four years in a bloody an
devastating war that it would cost a dollar or two and would
put the War Department to a little trouble.

Mr. President, we have seen enough in the newspapers with
respect to the Glenn court-martial to make it important that the
facts shounld be laid before the American people. I saw in a
newspaper a report of some testimony taken in that trial. Itwas
said that a number of natives were commanded to act as gnides
for American soldiers, and either because they would not or be-
canse they could not they were made to kneel and their skulls
were beaten in with the butts of muskets, and no man has been
punished for that crime,

I do not know whether those men were able to do what was
commanded of them. I have it from a high official of the Phil-
ippines, recently in the city of Washington, that one pecunliarity
of the Filipino is that he knows very little of the geography of
_ his country outside of his immediate neighborhood; that it had

been the Eol:icy of Spain to keep them confined within their own

neighborhdods, and that when the average Filipino got beyond
that he was in a strange and unknown country. It may be, Mr.
President, that thesa men were killed for not doing what they
did not know how to do; but if they did know, and if they chose
death rather than betray their conntrymen, though their names
are unknown and their graves are unmarked, they suffered mar-
tyrdom with as sublime a heroism as the most illustrious chief-
tain who ever died for the liberties of his country.

I do not know, Mr. President, whether Major Glenn was guilty
of the murder of those men; I do not know that he had guilty
Inowledge of the act; but I know from newspaper reports of that
trial that the crime was committed and that no man has been
punished for it. :

I know, further, that Major Glenn defended himself by citing
the orders of General Chaffee and General Smith, and that he
demanded that they should be brought before that court-martial
to testify, so that he might confront them with his statements,
and they did not come. I know he declared that the records of
General Smith’s brigade had been tampered with in order that
they might not show the truth.

r. President, General Smith has been defended on the ground
that his brutal order was not executed. If some of the testimony
adduced in the Glenn trial by American officers is true, that order
was executed with the most brutal and barbarous perfection.
“Let them die,”” said General Smith, when told that several
thousand people who had become friendly to the United States
were starving to death in the mountains. * Let them die; the
sooner they die the sconer we shall have peace.”

Mr. President, there is the Brownell case. How does it happen,

Iwant to ask, when we were assured by the Presidentthat he was "

going to conduct a most rigid investigation and was going to dis-
cover all of the crimes that had been perpetrated in the Philippine
Islands—how does it happen that he never heard and never learned
of the Brownell case, w a priest was tortured until he died?
This man was tortured again and again until he fainted under the
torture, and when he revived he was tortured the third time.
when he died. I know that a complaisant physician who made
the post-mortem examination in that case certified that this man
did not die of the torture, but that he died of a broken heart—died
from ‘‘ mental anguish.”

Mr. President, fortunately we know the meaning of the term
““mental anguish '’ as it is nused by the military authorities in the
Philippine Islands, for when men were tried and convicted and
reprimanded for torturing native Filipinos by hanging them by
the neck they were found guilty of inflicting *‘ mental anguish
upon their victims. Youn can fancy the ““ mental anguish’ of a
man who is hanging by his neck! 4

Mr. President, I do not know but that it would be a good idea
to adopt some of these terms in our own law courts. It would
not sound half so bad, and would rob death of a great deal of its
terrors, if we would do so; if the judge, when he draws on his
black cap to pronounce the sentence of death, should order that
the prisoner at the bar should at such a time be taken to such
and such a place and there suffer ** mental anguish’’ in the neck
until he is dead! [Langhter.]

I am not surprised that ‘¢ mental angnish ** is so fatal to people
in the Philippine Islands. But, Mr. President, accept this state-
ment as true and it at once destroys the pretense that this water
torture is a gentle, humane, and persuasive method. It is said
that this man was filled with agony and remorse; that as soon as
he had been compelled to make his confession he felt that he was

i and dishonored, and he wanted todie and he prayed for
death.

Mr. President, how great must have been the physical agony
that could have extorted from such a man a confession which he
would rather have died than reveal. I have no harsh words to
say of Captain Brownell. Iam willing to give all due weight to

what has been said in his behalf by the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. ProcTor], who knows him well. But the fact is that he
repeatedly atﬁp ed the torture to this priest, and that the latter
died under the torture; and I snppose the Senator from Vermont
himself wonld admit that this act was, in general, a violation of
the rules of civilizel warfare, and in particular a violation
of the specific rules laid down for the government of our army
in the Philippine Islands—orders and rules which every American
officer is supposed to understand and by which he is su posed to be
guided unless he receives contrary instructions from fua superior
officer. If Captain Brownell of his own volition deliberately vio-
lated the rules of warfare by torturing this priest to death, he is
gnilty of an atrocious crime and he ought to have been punished.

I want to say that, in my juc}_gment, Captain Brownell was
doing his duty as a soldier in the sense tgat he was obeying
the orders of his superior officers. I believe he was doing what
he was sent there fo do. I believe he was doing what Chaffee
wanted him to do and knew he was doing. One of the most
dastardly things in this whole business has been the attempt of
the commanding officers to saddle all the odium and all the ¢rimi-
nality of these acts npon subordinate officers and private soldiers
when they themselves are responsible for the crimes.

Mr. LODGE. Mn&;{:ﬂgk the Senator from Tennessee a ques-
tion? Was General ee in command at the date of this oc-
currence?

Mr. CARMACK. Iam not right sure.

Mr.LODGE. My impression is that it was General MacArthur
who was in command. I have not the date here.

Mr. CARMACK. Idonotremember the date when it occurred.

Mr. President, there is one other case which does not concern
the torture of a Filipino. It is the torture and the murder of an
American soldier. refer to the case of Private Richter, tor-
tured and killed by Lieutenant Sinclair, who was afterwards ac-

uitted. The effort has been made and the statement has gone

orth, apparently emanating from the War Department, seeking
to represent this man as a debanched, depraved, and degraded
beast, who died while suffering mild and proper correction. I
have here a statement which to have been taken from
the records of this trial and which I believe is correct, and I will
read it to the Senate.

thhasec:g?n of]'f:rlvate Edvlmrﬂr Grhinmliam&,wm was put to death by torture
wialle 15 coun
ribluaatoolf&l}e ht.ry ngel(l}nt.n nd, is surrounded with de 80 hor-

Prior to his enl ent in the United States Army young Richter was an
honest and ms%ected citizen of Syracuse, N. Y., possessing the confidence
and esteem of all who knew him. A brief outline of the details in connection
with the murder of this young soldier are as follows:

At 1D Cavite nce., P, L, on the night of February 7, 1902,
Lieut. Willinm B. Sinclair, of Oumg:.l_ly i. Twenty-eighth Infantry, com-
manded his subordinate to remove Private Richter from his quarters and
bind him, hand and foot, tothe ground. There being no rope at hand Lieu-

tenant Sinclair hastil; one from his o e
i - di;ecprt.&f. wn guarters near by,and the
At this juncture the unfortunate soldier must have had a premonition of

the horrible fate that awaited him, for he eried out to his comrades, T
are going to kill me.” To prevent further outcry the lieutenant ordered s
§ro p}ht. jgw?i?i: this t]fehelpﬁ: m’rﬁg‘“f 7 i I::fﬁ i parentl
rought, an - mly in e month, a:
s0 as to effectually shut oﬂga- @ breath. But thg torture did not ogu.se hl}erg
officer’s order a cask of ice water was brought to the scene. DIK
pe at a time, the water was slowly E)onrad on the dying man’s face.
the agonizing attempt to catch one last breath the bound maen twisted and
squirmed his poor, to: frame as much as the cords which bound him
would allow. According to witnesses this diabolical torture was continned
for two hours and twenty minutes, even for a considerable time after the
dying man's stroggles had ceased. Lieutenant Sinclair was duly tried,
e with the murder of young Richter.

It been my painful privilege to read the entire court-marf;lgmceed—
ings, covering some 20,000 words, and I give it as my own unhbi opinion
that the tes ny there adduced was sufficient to convict a hundredfold;
but the accused officer was found * not guilty.”

Absolutely the only atom of evidence presented at this trial which by any
stretch of the imagination could be construed as unfavorable to Richter was
to the effect that he was in astate of intoxication—which, if true, only addsto
the enormity of the crime—and that he had used obscene language to the
lientenant who was tort him. Also, that during the torture Richter had
called npon his comrades to help save his life. But the testimony shows that
even these frail charges were by no means concurred in by all the witnesses.
There is not a word in the on{]tso indicate that the boy at any time
offered the slightest violence toward his so-called superiors. "All in all, it is
o?e of the most cowardly and revolting deeds that stains the whole calendar
Ol CTrime.

The mother who had borne and reared her son to manhood is now passi
her days in sorrow and grief. She has modestly asked the War Departme:g
to return to her the ¥ of her boy and to furnish her with a copy of the
court-martial gmoeedlngs which acquitted his murderer. Up to the present
time both of these requests have been denied her.

Mr. President, I assert that in my opinion that is a true state-
ment of what will be revealed by the records of that court-martial.
I assert that it is not trne that this man was a debased and de-
graded ruffian, but that he was a man of good standing and of

character. In my judgment the records of that court-
martial, if they are laid before the Senate, will show that he was
foully and brutally murdered; and we demand that the court-
martial proceedings shall be made public; and we demand it not
fo defame the American Army, but to defend the honor and good
name of a murdered soldier. -
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Mr. President, the plain truth is that Senators upon the other
side of the Chamber ﬁnow of the awful horrors that have been
enacted in our Philippine war, but they do not care. The whole
land has been blighted and ruined by fire and sword, with plague
and famine following, like wolf and yulture, in the track of war.
Perhaps nowhere in the world are there a_people in a more piti-
able plight than are the people of the Philippine Islands to-day.
But we do not care. If any part of our own le had been thus
afflicted Congress would have been called together in extraordi-
nary session for their relief, large appropriations would have
been instantly voted, and private charity would have poured out
its bounties.

In this case it is not even a topic of conversation. It is not
mentioned b{ Senators in private or in debate. It was absolutely
iﬁnored by the President in his annual message to Congress. He
rhapsodized over the magnificent triumph of our American arms,
but he had not one word of pity for our victims. No note of
dolor was suffered to mingle with the victor’'s song. In his s;ﬁilech
at Memphis the President declared that the people of the Philip-
pine Islands had never been as orderly, as peaceful, and as pros-
perous as they are to-day. He declared that their progress in
material well-being was absolutely astounding. Yet, Mr. Presi-
dent, at the very moment when he made that statement those
people were actually and literally starving to death. At thatvery
time the insular government was spending $15,000,000 to buy food
to stay the advance of famine—§15,000,000 wrung from the peo-
ple themselves; taxing starvation to feed famine. At that very
time agriculture and all other forms of indusiry were paralyzed
and prostrate, and the people were being driven, by sheer hunger,
to brigandage and robbery, fighting no longer for liberty, but for
bread. These were the actual facts as stated by Governor Taft
in his report from the Philippine Islands.

Mr. President, if all the cereal crops of the United States
should fail, if some plague should destroy nearly all the horses,
the cattle, and the hogs in this country, the immense increase in
the importation of food stuffs and of live stock that would ensue
would not be regarded by any man as an evidence of prosperity
in this country, but rather as the marks of a vastand overw. -
ing calamity. But in the Philippine Islands our President and
our Secretary of War and our imperialist orators regard the food
that is imported to feed the starving as showing the great com-
mercial prosperity of a famine-stricken country. *‘ The imports
are so great and the people are so prosperous’ because food is
being sent there to feed the people who have no food at home,
and which would not be sent there if the people were prosperous
and if their crops had not been destroyed.

Mr. President, there is another aspect to this question besides
that of mercy and humanity. I suppose it is vain to appeal upon
that ground, but there is this practical aspect of the question.
Mr. Roosevelt, in a speech made when he was governor of New
York, said that our indifference to the welfare of the people of
Alaska had made them prefer annexation to Great Britain, and
the same condition would result, he said, if we showed a like in-
difference in the Philippine Islands. Governor Taft has told us
that if onr Government there is to be a success, if it is not to bea
colossal and egregious failure, we must keep in office there the
very best men, and he said it would be very difficult to get high-
class men to remain in that country. Hesaid that the ?ipportuni-
ties and temptations for plunder and oppression would be very
great. and that there must be a constant and most vigilant super-
vision on the part of the Governmentat Washington. How much
vigilant supervision is exercised by the man who thinks that the
country is eming the greatest prosperity when, as a matter of
fact, it is actually starving to death? ]

The President has told us again and again that our war in the
Philippine Islands was the most gentle, the most merciful, and
the most humane ever waged in the history of this world. But
we can not forget that the same President has told us that the
people of the Philippine Islands were actually wallowing in luxury
and fat content, when, as a matter of fact. they were perishing by
the tens of thousands of plague and famine. How much confi-
dence can you put in official information with respect to that
nnhappy country when the very source of information tells us
that the people are the most prosperous people in the world, when,
as a matter of fact, they are in the gnﬁg of famine and dying by
the thousands and the tens of thousands, and when an appeal is
lying right before this Congress to make an appropriation to keep
t?ia most prosperous people on earth from starving to death? The
most prosperous people in the world! With torch and sword he
had scattered plenty o’er a smiling land. He had made it a howl-
B:g wilr%gmesa, but the most prosperous ‘“‘ howling wilderness*' in

1e world.

Mr. President, the same vigilance that emabled the President
to discover that these people were enjoying such marvelous
perity, when they were starving to death, will enable him to dis-
cover that they are enjoying the best government in the world,

when, as a matter of fact, they are being oppressed and plundered
by carpbt adventurers, and when they rise in insurrection
against intolerable oppression that vigilance will enable him to
see that it is simply the innate devilment and wickedness of the

e.

. President, I have heard it said again and again, ‘* There is
no use talking abount this Philippine question, because the le
of the United States do not care what is going on in the ].Ehilip-
pines.”” Our experiment there will fail disgracefully and disas-
trously because we do not care. If you are to have good govern-
ment there, if youn are to have tolerable government there, you
must care; you must exercise an eternal vigilance for the welfare
of the people, for, Mr. President, the price of bad government
will be discontent, will be hatred, and sooner or later it will be
insurrection and war, to be put down at the cost of the blood and
the treasure of the American people.

Mr. President, I do not know whether this country will ever
come back to the old traditions of the past. I have seen a vast
change in the ideals of those who now lead the dominant party.
The President of the United States in his public utterances has
repudiated his own most fondamental political conceptions as laid
down in his books. An eminent Senator on the other side of the
Chamber has declared that in his judgment the abolition of hu-
man slavery was a mistake. Perhaps that eminent Senator, who-
ever he may be, contemplated the opportunity for vast profits by
the employment of slave labor in the Philippine Islands and
cursed the shortsightedness of the Republican party in abolishing
slavery. I do not know how that is.

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoONER] in a speech made
during the last campaign expressed a wish that the present occu-
pant of the White House could be fixed in that position for
twenty years, in order that he might resist such revolutiona
and socialistic doctrines as found expression in the New Yog
Democratic platform. But, Mr. President, those who have
launched this country upon a new and strange and revolutionary
policy abroad can not complain if others follow their revolution-
ary example. The fatal work iz done, and the door is thrown
open to all forms of revolution when you destroy the reverence
of the people for the old comservative traditions of the past.
Those who have trampled down the principles and traditions
which forbid this country to become the ruler of subject races
can not complain if others trample down those old principles and
traditions which define the scope and purpose o?gur Govern-
ment at home.

Mr. President, it is said that we can not retreat; that it wounld
be cowardly for us to retreat. I donot believe that it is an act
either of folly or of cowardice to retreat from the bog to the solid
highway upon which we have thus far traveled to glory and with
honor. 1 believe. I firmly believe, that time will demonstrate
the folly of all this business, and I earnestly hope time will find
some cure for the blunder we have made.

Mr. LODGE. Iask that the resolution may go over without
prejudice.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks that the resolution may lie on the table. Does the
Senator mean as before—snbject to call?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I think it would be better in that way.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will obviate the neces-
sity of its being laid before the Senate every morning. The Sena-
tor from Massachusetts asks nnanimous consent that the resolu-
tion may lie on the table subject to call. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

BTATEHOOD BILL. .

Mr. QUAY. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed
with the consideration of the omnibus statehood bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to
enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form
constitutions and State governments and be admitted into the
Union on an equal footing with the original States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey
is entitled to the floor.

Mr. ALGER. Will the Senator from New Jersey yield to me
for a moment?

Mr. KEAN. Certainly.

ROBERT C. GREGG.

Mr. ALGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration
of the bill (8. 5219) to grant an honorable discharge from the
mili service to Robert C. Gregg.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, which
will be read to the Senate for information.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimons consent the Sen- .
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.
It authorizes the Secretary of War to review and to revoke the
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order dismissing Robert C. Gregg from the service as a first lien-
tenant of the Forty-ninth Regiment United States Volunteer In-
fantry, and to issue a certificate of honorable discharge for him
to date from the 31st day of March, 1900.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Regreaentatives.l)y Mr. W. J.
BRrOWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the
following bills:

A bill (8. 149) to provide for holding terms of court in the dis-
trict of Utah; and
& A Dbill (8. 3287) to fix the salaries of certain judges of the United

tates.
SALARIES OF JUDGES.

Mr. HOAR submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the House to the bill (8.3287) to fix the salaries of cer-
tain judges of the United States, having met, after full and free conference
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as

follows:
ment to the amendments of the

That the Senate recede from its di
House numbered 1,2, 8, 4,5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, and agree to

BAIE.

That the Senate recede from its disagresment to the amendment of the
House numbered 8 and agree to the same with an amendment as follows:
In place of **six ™ insert ‘seven,” and the House agree to the same,

'Flmt the House recede from its amendment numbered 10.

GEORGE F. HOAR,
CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS,
GEORGE TURNER,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

JOHN J, JENKINS,
D. H. SMITH,
V. WARNER,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMPANY,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States; which
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be printed:
To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering a state-
ment showing the receipts and dishursements of the Louisiana Purc Ex-
position Company for the month of December, 1902, furnished by the Louisi-
ana Purchase Exposition Commission in pursuance of section 11 of the “*Act
to provide for celebratjnq the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of
the Louisiana Territory,” etc., approved March 3, 1801,

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

‘WaITE HoUsg, February 9, 1503.

STATEHOOD BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Okla-
homa, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State
governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing
with the original States.

Mr. KEAN addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech
begun by him on the 4th instant, and having spoken, with inter-
ruptions, for nearly an hour,

r. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. KEAN, Certainly.

[Mr. KEaN's speech will be published entire after it shall have
been concluded. |

Mr. PATTERSON. My attention was attracted to what ap-
pear to be suggestions from the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE%
that there are no good, substantial reasons for the admission o
New Mexico, in connection with which he told an anecdote, the
full import of which I did not gather, but I thought it would be

uite apropos to read a very short extract from a speech by a very

istinguished Republican, made at Las Vegas, N. Mex., on the
25th of June, 1899—made by the present occupant of the White
House. It was at a reunion of the Rough Riders, and this is an
extract taken from the speech which he made at that time, which
was published in the Las Vegas Daily Optic. It was sworn to by
the publisher of that paper as a correct report of his remarks. It
is very short, and it may furnish an opportunity for further di-
gression by Senators who oppose the admission of these Terri-
tories, as I take it that opportunities for digression are what they
are mostly seeking for at this time. The extract I referred to is
as follows:

I can not say how glad I have been to come here. I never was in New
Mexico before, but I never felt like a stranger for one moment among you.
[Applause.] Iclaim the same right that each of your sons claims of glory,

and take grride_ in the name and fame of New Mexico. Iam an American, as
you are Americans, and you and I alike have the right to claim as our own
every acre and rod of country from Maine to Oregon; from Florida to Cali-
fornia. [Applause,]

It seems that a shower came up at about that time and the
speaker said:

The heavens have been more than propitions so far and we must not com-
plain of this shower. All I shall say is 1“fﬁ New Mexico wants to be a State,
you can count me in, and I will go to Washington tospeak for you or do any-

thing you wish.

Mr. KEAN. What was the date of that speech?

Mr. BATE. By whom was it delivered? The Senator should
state that.

Mr. PATTERSON. It is an address delivered by Hon. Theo-
dore Roosevelt, now President of the United States. at the Rough
Riders’ reunion, on Sunday—'*the better the day, the better the
deed "—June 25, 1899, at Las Vegas, N. Mex.

!Jilhlhl. KEAN. That was not a speech in favor of the omnibus

Mr. HALE. Does the President indicate in that rather large
contract that he entered into that he had never beenin New Mex-
ico before?

Mr. PATTERSON. That is what he said.

Mr. HALE. He was a stranger?

Mr. PATTERSON. He was a stranger.

Mr. HALE. Speaking from his impressions?

Mr. PATTERSON. He was a stranger, but they did not take
him in. [Laughter.]

Mr. KEAN

e took himself in.

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam quite convinced that they could not
pla.dy any gold-brick game on the honorable gentleman who was
addressing that meeting; but I am inclined to think that Presi-
dent Roosevelt wasnot at all ignorant of the history of the country,
nor of the part New Mexico had played in the country’s history,
nor of the part its men played in the war from which we emerged
with so much glory, and I imagine also that he was not ignorant
0§ {:‘ge tnz-mml obligation that rested upon this country by virtue
of the treaty—

Mr. KE.&E%I . What moral obligation of the treaty?

Mr, PATTERSON. By which that great territory was an-
nexed to the United States; nor, I take it, was a man, who had
been so long connected with public affairs. ignorant of the section
of the countryand its conditions of which he was then an honored
and invited guest, and I am inclined to think that at that time
the President of the United States spoke his honest sentiments,
sentiments that a majority both of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives echoed.

This bill passed the House of Representatives by a tremendous
majority, and there are those who say that if an opportunity was
given in this body it would pass this body by a very decided ma-
jority. So we have the very condition of things that the parties
to the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo contemplated. Congress is
now ready to admit these Territories if those who are opposing
the measure will but give the Senate an opportunity to vote, so
that the record made on this side of the Capitol may coincide
with the record made on the other side.

Mr. HALE, DMr, President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. KEAN. Certainly.

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that I have no doubt that the
President was sincere at the time that he made that speech. It
does not disclose that he had made a thorough examination into
the conditions of New Mexico; but with the impressions nupon his
mind, the feeling that animated him, he was in favor of the ad-
mission of New Mexico; but, Mr. President, there is nothing in
that speech that indicates that the President at that time was in
favor of the admission of New Mexico with bare, barren, sparsel
populated Arizona tacked on it as a rider, and Oklahoma, wit
mryi]ﬁ conditions, not in the slightest degree touching those of
New Mexico, tacked on as another incident. There is nothing
whatever in that speech that indicates that the President in any
way then, there, or now was, or is, in favor of this omnibus bill,
admitting all these Territories together.

If some enfthusiastic person in the audience which the President
addressed, some denizen of Arizona, who had strayed far enough
away from that Territory to be present at the meeting which the
President addressed, and thinking of his own region, instead of
New Mexico, had arisen and asked the President whether he was
in favor of the admission of New Mexico with Arizona attached,
does the Senator believe that the President had enthusiasm enongh
at that time to have favored that proposition also?

The President was talking about a single bill for the admission
of New Mexico standing upon her own merits, whatever they may
be. Ome of the great objections that we have to it is that it is
lumped together with other measures, and sought to be put
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through as an omnibus bill. I know of no record of the Presi-
dent or of anybody who is op%)smg this bill which ever indicated
that they would support such a proposition as is presented here
by the minority.

Mr. BATE. Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr, KEAN. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. BATE. As a part of history, the Senator from Maine. I
think, will find, if he will search the RECORD of the proceedings of
the other House, that there were three separate bills there intro-
duced and ready to be acted upon, which passed the committee,
and that the House of Representatives gave an instruction or an
order, which I think is in the REcoRD, that the three bills should
be united into an omnibus bill. The House has done that and
put the bill in this shape. That is a Republican House, and Re-
publicans voted for it.

~Mr. HALE. Is there anything to hinder the Senate committee
from separating them and putting each of these Territories in a
separate bill?
r. BATE. I understand, sir, there was an order in the House
that the different bills should be united in an omnibus bill.

Mr. HALE, Yes; but that does not bind the Senate.

Mr. BATE. Perhaps not; but has the minority here attempted
to put those bills through separately; and if so, when? Has the
minority proposed statehood for a single one of these Territories?
I understand not, nor has there been any effort made to put a
single one of them through or to give us a chance to vote npon
the bill at all.

In reply to what the Senator from New Jersey said in reference
to the speech of the President, I beg leave to read the closing
words of what the President said, and let us see if he did not
mean to assist New Mexico even at that time, if it were necessary.
The closing words of the President’s speech, addressing that aun-
dience in New Mexico, are:

All I shall say is, if New Mexico wants to be a State you can count me in,
ahd I will go to Washington to speak for you or do anything you wish.

I think that is langnage plain enough and distinet enough to
show what the President then desired to do. But whether he has
changed his opinion or not is, I suppose, a mere matter of sur-
mise, for I do not know what his position isnow. Idonot belong
to his party and do not know what he thinks about this measure,
nor do I know what his final action regarding it will be if the
bill should come before him for the admission of these Territories:
but thereis the declaration of Colonel Roosevelt, now the President
of the United States, and I have seen no recantation of it,

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a few
moments? :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. KEAN. I yield to the Senator from Colorado.

Mr. PATTERSON. With reference to the guestion that was
before Colonel Roosevelt when he made his speech at Las Vegas, it
is very trne there was no proposition to lump three Territories
together for admission as three separate States; but as I have
listened to the objections to the omnibus bill from the other side
of the Chamber, they have been concentrated almost exclusively
upon New Mexico. New Mexico is the sore spot in the measure;
and that. I discover, is chiefly by reason of the fact, until the
Mormon bugaboo wasstarted the other day, that the people speak
Spanish, that the children play in Spanish, and that some of the
business houses have Sganish signs over their doors to indicate——
1IlMr. K]%&N What did the Senator say—that the children play

Spanish?

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; they play in Spanish. They leave
school where they have been tanght English during the day, and
they have so much love for ‘what we would term their mother
tongue that they actually forget English for the time being and

lay tag and puss in the corner and games of that kind in the
1S)p»zu.nissh language, which of course is quite a disqualification for
statehood, or it would be when they come in.

But, Mr. President, the main objections have been urged against
New Mexico, and those objections have attacked the qualifica-
tions of the citizenship of New Mexico.

So far as Arizona is concerned, the chief objection has been to

the lack of numbers and not the quality of the le. It is ad-
mitted that Oklahoma has a population sufficient, 1 think, for at
least two members of Co s, nearly 400,000, a population that

is composed of the very best blood and the very best people of the
American race.

So when we show that a most distinguished statesman and a
most distinguished Republican leader, one upon whom at that
time the eyes of the Republican party were concentrating as a
proper person at least to fill the great office of Vice-President of

the United States, most heartily and enthusiastically pledged
XXXVI
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himself even to go to Washington for the purpose of securing the
admission of New Mexico as a State in the Union, then the objec-
tions to the omnibus bill cught to vanish.

It is not at all unusual for States to be admitted into the Union
in a group. That has been the practice ever since the adoption
of our Constitution and the passage of the Ordinance of 1787. If
the grouping of three Territories in one bill for admission as three
States were at all unusual, then an objection based on that fact
might carry some weiiht with intelligent Senators, but I submit
to the Senate that it has been the exception to admit a State
singly: that the usual course has been to group several States,
admitting them either in one bill or at one session, it being un-
derstood that the admission of one was dependent upon the ad-
mission of another.

So I again suggest that that most emphatic and earnest and
unqualified indorsement of New Mexico by the gentleman who is
now President of the United States should carry convietion even
to nnwilling Republican minds.

Mr. Quay and Mr. ELkiINS addressed the Chair,

Mr. AN. Mr. President, I trust the Senator——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. KEAN. I yield.

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, recurring to the suggestion of the
Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLg] that the proposition for the ad-
mission of the Territory of New Mexico as a State is an entirely
different proposition from the omnibus bill, I ask the Senator from
Maine whether, in the event there is an agreement for a division
of the question and that a vote shall be taken as to the admission
of each Territory separately, he and those who are acting with
him in obstructing the passage of this bill through the Senate will
agree to fix a day for a vote?

Mr. HALE. Oh, well, that isanon sequitur. But if the ques-
tion were divided and it came separately, I should certainly vote
for New Mexico quicker than I would for Arizona. I should like
{:10 ha.w_ff the opportunity of discriminating, and I think we oughtto

ave it.

Mr. QUAY. There will be no opportunity to discriminate un-
less there is an opportunity to vote.

Mr. HALE. There will be an opportunity to discriminate when
we do vote.

Mr. QUAY. When will we vote?

Mr. . I can not tell the Senator. I am not in charge of
the measnre; I do not know. I will assure the Senator that I
wonld rather vote for New Mexico than for Arizona.

Mr. QUAY. I should be very glad to have a date fixed for this
discrimination, if it is ever to occur.

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New

Jersey yield to the Senator from West Virginia?
. Mr. KEAN. Before yielding to the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, I want to ask the Senator from Colorado a question.. That
is, whether he wounld give us the same assurances now on the ad-
mission of these Territories that he gave in the House of Repre-
sentatives—in 1875, I think it was—when he was urging the ad-
mission of Colorado as a State in the Union.

Mr. PATTERSON. I was notthen a member of the House of
Representatives. y

Mr. KEAN. Was not the Senator a Delegate?

Mr. PATTERSON. I was not a Delegate when Colorado was
admitted into the Union. Mr. Jerome B. Chaffee was the Dele-
gate from Colorado at that time.

Mr. KEAN. It must have been at a previous time. I made a
mistake as to the date. I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. ELKINS. Mr, President—

Mr. KEAN. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia, al-
though I had not quite completed reading from his remarks. I
can do it after he has concluded.

[Mr. ELKINS addressed the Senate. See Appendix.]

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. KEAN] certainly does not desire to do an injustice to the
people of New Mexico and Arizona, but the Senator has un-
doubtedly done them an injustice. The Senator has referred to
the fact—and it has been referred to on this floor time and again—
that the people of New Mexico and Arizona were in favor of
polygamy; that they were ignorant; that they were repudiation-
ats. It 1s perfectly legitimate to stand on the floor of this Cham-

r_

Mr. KEAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not refer to
them as repudiationists.

Mr. CLAY. In one moment I will yield to the Senator.

It is perfectly legitimate to stand on the floor of this Chamber

and present proper ents against the admission of these Ter-
ritories to stagood, ut to stand here and do a» injustice to
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those people, Mr. President, is an act which some day Senators
will regret.
Now I yield to the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. KEAN. I merely wish to call the attention of the Senator
to the fact that I did not allude to those people as repudiationists.

Mr. CLAY. Idid not ially refer to the Senator from New
Jersey when I stated that those people had been spoken of as re-
pudiationists, but it has been charged on this floor that the people
of Arizona were repudiationists, and when an investigation was
made it was demonstrated that they were in favor of the payment
of their debts, but that Congress had done them an injustice in
requiring them to pay bonds that were fraudulent, and which
ought not to have been paid.

The Senator from New Jersey has said upon thisfloor that there
was great danger in the admission of New Mexico to statehood,
because of the large number of Mormons in that Territory.
‘Why, Mr. President, if you will refer to the census report you
will find in 1890 that, with a population of 180,000, there were
only 456 Mormons in New Mexico.

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure.

Mr. KEAN. The Senator is mistaken. I know perfectly well
what the Mormon population in New Mexico is according to the
census report, for I have it here. I call the Senator’s attention
to the statement which I made, which was that there were 400
and odd Mormons, 1 believe, in New Mexico.

Mr. CLAY. Four hundred and fifty-six.

Mr. KEAN. Four hundred and fifty-six. I made no extrava-
gant statement as to the number of Mormons in New Mexico.

Mr. CLAY. I did not say that the Senator from New Jersey
made an extravagant statement in regard to the number of Mor-
mons in New Mexico, but the Senator stated that great danger
was likely to come by reason of the Mormon population in that
Territory, which is only 456.

Mr. KEAN. That was twelve years ago.

Mr. CLAY, And the best information that I can obtain at the
present shows less than 1,300 Mormons there at the last census.

Mr. KEAN. It has considerably more than doubled.

Mr. CLAY. Yes. I will call the Senator’s attention to the
fact that in Idaho, by the census of 1890, there were 14,972 Mor-
mons, and if you will examine the census returns as to the popu-
lation of Utah you will find that there are 118,201 Mormons there,
while there are only 456 in New Mexico and 6,500 in Arizona.

Mr. President, we ought not to do those people an injustice.
The time may come—and it ought to come now—when we will
admit those people to statehood, and we shall be ashamed of the
treatment we have accorded to them during this debate. They
are all American citizens; they can be classified among the best
people of this Republic, and it is wrong to stand upon this floor
andp denounce them in the way they have been denounced.

I want to call the attention of my friend from New Jersey to a
statement he made, for I do not believe he desires to do injustice
to any one. He said that New Mexico and Arizona had never
given an expression against polygamy. If the Senator had taken
the trouble to read the history of New Mexico, he would have found
that in 1889, when she adopted her constitution, she provided that
polygamy should forever cease in that Territory; and I have that
constitution before me. That constitution was adopted with
practical unanimity, and we find that the Secretary of the Inte-
rior in submitting it to Congress said:

Befen'ing again to the constitutional convention held in 1889, I beg to sub-
mit its work herewith as an evidence of the character, ability, fairness, and
broadness of the people who framed it, and who were representative New
Mexicans. I submit it confidently, to com favorably as a state docu-
ment with any of the constitutionsadopted by theclder States and earnestly

invite your attention to the same as showing the qualities of mind and char-
acter of thought representative of the people of New Mexico upon this or-
ganic measure.

If the Senator would turn to the bill of rights in the constitu-
tion adopted by the Territory of New Mexico in 1889, he would
find that the people whom he has charged with being polygamists
provided in section 14 of their bill of rights, as follows:

8Ec. 14. The free exercise and enjo nt of religious profession and wor-
ghip, without discrimination or preference, is hereby guaranteed, and no
person shall be rendered incompetent to be a witness or a juror on account
of his opinions on matters of religious belief; but the liberty of conscience
hereby sec shall not excuse acts of licentiousness or justify polygamous

ractices or other acts inconsistent with morality or the peace or safety of

state, nor permit any person, orﬁnmmmm or association, directly or in-

directly, to nit?gr abet, counsel or advise any person to commit bigamy or
polygamy or any other erime,

Now, mark you, Mr. President—

Bigamy and polygamy are forever prohibited—

By this constitution adopted in 1889 by New Mexico and sub-
mitted to Congress. If the enabling act had been passed, New
Mexico would have become a State. I understand now that the
people of New Mexico are ready at this time to present this iden-
tical constitution to Congress. All they ask is an opportunity for
statehood.

I did not rise for the purpose of making a speech, but I do be-
lieve it is wrong for a Senator to stand here and ,charge those
people as being repudiationists, charge them with being polyg-
amists, and charge them with being ignorant, when they are an
intelligent, progressive, and enterprising people, who at no dis-
tant day will constitute States in this Umnion of which we shall
all be proud.

Mr. AN. Mr. President—

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from New Jersey yield tome?

Mr. KEAN. I will yield to the Senator from Minnesota in a
moment. Before yielding, however, I would like to say that I
am not in the least disturbed by the remarks of the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. CLa Y}. I do not think that I charged the people of
New Mexico wrongly. All I was contending for was a proper
amendment to this omnibus statehood bill to prohibit polygamy.
With the growing power of the Mormon Church, I think such a
provision is necessary, and I think the Senator from Georgia will
agree that it is necessary. I have looked through the statutes of
Arizona, and all I could find on this subject was what I read on
Saturday last. There may be other statutes, but I do not know
of them. I was notaware until alittle while ago of the provision
of the constitution of New Mexico which the Senator has read,
but I certainly did not charge that any statute had been passed
in New Mexico that gave polygamy any standing whatever.
‘What I complained of was that not sufficient attention had been
given to this subject in the pending bill.

Now 1 yield to the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a brief state-
ment to correct some of the misapprehensions under which Sena-
tors seem to labor. First of all, I was struck by the circumstance
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is usually very
correct in his statements, the other day called attention to the
fact, as he claimed, that it was really New Mexicans that expelled
the Confederates from New Mexico during the civil war. Inthat
I think the Senator nnwittingly did an injustice to his own State.
As a matter of fact, and it is also a matter of history, it was a
regiment from Colorado, a regiment of ** Pike's Peakers,” under
the command of Colonel Slough and Major Chivington, that went
into New Mexico and turned the tide of the Confederate invasion.

I wish to read very briefly in this connection from Bancroft’'s
History of Arizona and New Mexico:

Colorado’s experience in the civil war has been elsewhere recorded in the
volume devoted to that Territory. Here it must suffice to state that by the
energetic efforts of Governor Gilpin and his associates a Union force was

, which not only defested all Confederate hopes at home, but was also
able to go abroad and turn the scale in New Mexico. Two companies, which
later became A and B of the S8econd Colorado Volunteers, were mustered in
December, 1851, going to New Mexico in January, 1862, Company B, Capt.
T. H. Dodd, served under Canby at Valverde, as we have seen, and Company
A, Capt. J. H. Ford, remained at Fort Union.

The First Regiment of Colorado Volunteers was commanded by Col. J. P.
Slough, 8. F. Tappan being lientenant-colonel and J. M. Ghjvi.ng{on major.
The regiment was composed largely of * Pike's Peakers," the best of fighting
material, intensely loyal to the Union, always eager to go to the front, but
not taking kindly to the restraint of military discipline when there was no
fighting to be done. Whole companies were often under arrest for mutiny,
and an order to march to the relief of Canby, obtained by Major Chivington
from General Hunter mainly with a view to prevent the disintregation of
the regiment, was welcome toall. The troops left Denver in February; the
different divisions united March T at the foot of the Raton pass. A march of
64 miles was once made in twenty-four hours, and the regiment arrived at
Fort Union on the11th-15th of March. Mag G. R. Panl, eolonel of New Mexico
Volunteers, was in command of the ut was by Colonel Slough,
who assumed command of the united forces,

On March ﬁaacolonel Slough’s army of 1,342 men, including 300 regular
troops, marched from Fort Union toward Santa Fe, encamping at Bernal
Spring on the 24th. On the 25th the advance of 400 men, half of them
mounted, encamped near the old Pecos ruins, and a scouting party, under
Lieutenant Nelson, captured 4 men of the enemy's picket, 5 miles farther
west at Pigeon'srancho. Next morning Major Chivi advanced with all
force; and about a mile beyond the vancho, at the mouth of the A ]
Canyon proper, found a Texan ‘bnt'carg posbed which opened fire. This was
about2p. m. The Federal infantry uplayed to the canyon slopes as skir-
m advanced to the n.tt.n.ckhthe calvary rema&ni.‘ng‘{jbq d a spur in the
ravine, with orders to when the battery showed signs of retreating.
The battery presently fell k a mile or more, but Ca; n Howland fail
to charge as ordered. The new position of the Texan guns was at a bend in
the canyon, across a dry arroyo bed, supported by the infantry, strongly
posted among the rocks and on the summits.

Chivington repeated his former manuever, but dismounting Howland's
and Lord’s men to strengthen the m.tnntgon the flanks, he left the cavalry
charge to 100 Colorado horsemen under Captain Cook. After a sharp fight
on the flanks the battery yielded and Cook dashed forward, his horsemen
leaping the amﬁco with a yell and chagg;l.ns th h and through the ene-
my's ranks. Cook fell severely wounded, but Lieutenant Nelson took his
place. The infantry, under Captains Downingand Wincoop, ¢ rated most
effectively; the Texans were driven from the fleld, and the fight of Apache
Canyon was won.

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to correct him?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. y

Mr. TELLER. Inever made any statement of the kind the
Senator has attributed to me. I only claimed that the New Mex-
jcan soldiers had assisted in the expulsion of the Confederates.
The New Mexicans had three regiments in that fight and Colorado
had one regiment. I do not know who did the work, but I know
it was well done. I have never claimed that the New Mexicans
did all the work and that our soldiers did not do their share.
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I want to say to the Senator that I am entirely familiar with
that transaction. In the regiment from Colorado all of the offi-
cers were acquaintances and friends of mine, as were very many
of the common soldiers; and Ishould like to say now, while npon
the subject, that in that campaign a Colorado regiment of infan-
try made a march of over 60 miles in twenty-four hours, and went
into that battle at the dawn of day, assisting General Canby with
his New Mexican troops. - I will not allow the Senator to put
upon the record a statement that I claimed that the New Mexican
soldiers did this work alone; for I made no such statement, and
nothing which I said could be tortured into it.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the most that can be claimed
for the New Mexicans during the civil war was that they were
to a large extent passive. The turning of the tide of the Confed-
erate invasion of New Mexico was largely through the efforts of
this regiment of Colorado Pike’s Peakers, in connection with
abount 300 United States Regulars. But I will take no more time
upon that subject. I only refer to it incidentally to show how
sometimes we are prone to exaggerate and give credit where
credit is not due.

Now, I want to call attention to some of the statements of the
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINsS], which were ntterly
wide of the mark. He claimed, in his remarks a moment ago,
that there were over 300,000 people in New Mexico, and that
three-fifths of them are now Americans. I have examined the
last annual report of Governor Otero, of New Mexico, and the
most he claims is 234,000, and out of that he says that the Spanish-
Mexican population is 144,000 and the American population only
90,000. That shows that the Senator from Westp‘%)rglma is en-
tirely mistaken.

At the close of his speech the other day, and I had not the
opportunity of being in the Chamber at that time, owing to the
fact that I was engaged in committee work, the junior Senator
from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] referred to the character of the popu-
lation in the State of Minnesota and took occasion to compare
them with the population of New Mexico. It is true that in Min-
nesota we have a large foreign population; but a large proportion
of that foreign population are English-speaking le. Outof a
total foreign population of about 500,000 in Minnesota nearly
90,000 are English-speaking foreigners from Canada and the Brit-
ish Isles. They come over familiar with our langunage and they
immediately become valuable members of the community. The
remainder of our immigrants in Minnesota are either from Ger-
many or the three Scandinavian countries—Denmark, Sweden,
and Norway. Everyone who is at all familiar with the facts
knows that there is no class of people coming to this country
gpeaking another tongue who more rapidly learn the English
language and become good American citizens, The first genera-
tion of children of these German and Scandinavian immigrants
become thoronghly Americanized; they speak the English lan-
guage, and in many instances never are able to learn the mother
tongue of their parents; in fact, they frequently grow up without
an ]mowledie of it.

innesota has been settled to a large extent by immigrantsand

the children of immigrants, and it is to-day one of the most pros-

perous and progressive States in the Union. In the matter of in-

telligence, in the matter of literacy, and in all that goes to make

up a State it will compare favorably even with the State of Ohio,

%}'ld there is no occasion to compare it with the Territory of New
exico.

I find on looking at the census reports for 1890 that the per-
centage of illiteracy in the State of Ohio was 4.8 per cent, while
in the State of Minnesota it was only 4.1 per cent. Compare that
with New Mexico, with its 28.3 per cent, and the Semator from
Ohio will see the difference as to the conditions existing in Min-
nesota and New Mexico.

. AsIhave said, we have one of the most prosperous and pro-
gressive States in the Union. We have a school fund, which we
have secured from the proceeds of the sales of the public lands
given us by the United States, of over $15,000,000 invested in
interest-bearing securities. Notwithstanding other States got as
large a school land grant as we did, we have a ter school
fund in the State of Minnesota than any State in this Union out-
side of the State of Texas.

‘We have in our State a State university with over 3,500 students
and with a curriculum only second to that of a few of the leading
institutions of learning. think there are only three universi-
ties in all the United States that have a larger attendance of
stundents than has the University of the State of Minnesota. We
have connected with that university a school of practical agricul-
ture, the leading and most eminent one of its kind in all this
country, with an attendance of from seven to eight hundred
students, where the sons and daughters of farmers are taught all
that tpertains to farming and the agricultural interests of the
country.

We are the most progressive State in the way of regulating

and controlling the great corporations of the country. We have
in our State a board of railroad and warehouse commissioners,
and we have given them what the Federal Government has refused
to give to our own Interstate Commerce Commission, authority
to fix transportation rates; and the rates which this board fixes
are valid and binding until set aside by the courts.

‘We have in our State an elevator and warehouse law, by which
railroad companies are required to permit warehouses and ele-
vators to be built along their right of way. We have compelled
the railroads where they intersect one another to put in Y’s, so
that loaded cars may be transferred from one intersecting railroad
to another, and I doubt whether another State in the Union has
such a law.

All this legislation, Mr. President, we have secured in the face
of the opposition of the railroad companies and their friends. A
large share of this liberal and broad-minded legislation, intended
to protect the farmers and industrial classes of the country against
the inroads of the great corporations, has been secured h
the energy of the representatives of foreign birth in our legi
ture. The leader in the house of representatives of the Minne-
sota legislature for the last six or eight years, a man who is
recognized by all elements as the leader of the house, and who
has secured a great deal of the progressive legislation in that
State, is a man who was born on the other side of the sea,in one
of the Scandinavian countries.

Compare the record of the people of Minnesota with that of
New Mexico. In 1878, after New Mexico had been a Territory
of the United States since 1850, the legislature of the Territory
in defiance of the statutes of the United States, in defiance of
all right and justice, a law to incorporate the Jesuit So-
ciety. Let me read the act. I read from Senate Miscellaneous
Document No. 43, second session, Forty-fifth Congress:

An act to incorporate the Society of the Jesuit Fathers of New Mexico.
Be it enacted by the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico;

Bectiox 1. That Donato i, Rafael Baldasaré, Luis Gentilé, Salvador
Personé, and Pascual Tomasine, of the counties of Ban Migusl, Mora, and
Bernalillo, in the Territory of New Mexico, and all other ns who are
now or in the future may associate themselves with them for the l?m

here ter mentioned, be, and hereby are, created a body
corporate, in law and in fact; and they shall be known and called

the
name, style, and title of that of the *‘Association of the Jesuit F&tl:tex‘sl:‘z and
and be sued,

by this name may hereafter have perpetual succession, sue
d and be impleaded, in any coar?g! ﬁw or equity—

I call attention to this—

may hold and reserve to themselves and for their successors, either by grant,
contract, sale, transfer, gift, testament, ]egn.cy, or in any other manner,
lands, tenements, hereditaments, and all an every class of real or parwnai'
garcrperty. and may cede. contract, sell, and transfer the same, for the useand
mefit of said Society of the Jesuit Fathers so incorporated; and si

and generally may do each and every thing that such corporation may and
be legal for them to do, for the welfare, benefit, and advancement of said
Bociety of the Jesnit Fathers hereby incorporated.

It is curious to see how this act was passed. I am reading from
this same document—

Introduced by the Hon. Diego Archuleta Janumge]a!. 1878.
Read the first time, and, the rules being suspended, was read the second
and third times, and passe& the legislative council January 11, 1878,
JESUS M. SENA Y BACA,
Chief Clerk of the Legislative Council,
‘ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Received January 11, 1878.

Received on the same day it passed the legislative council.

Read the first time, and, the rules being suspended, was read the second
and third times, and

It was passed under suspension of the rules in both houses.
Here is a further indorsement:

An act to incorporate the Society of the Jesuit Fathers in New Mexico,
introduced by Diego Archuleta January 11, 1878, read the first time, nn_dﬂ on
a suspension of the rules, was read a second time, and the rules being er

suspended, the act was read the third time, and passed the legislative couneil
January ﬂ, 1878.

This act was sent to the governor for his approval. The gov-
ernor vetoed it, and here is his veto message. It is a very inter-
esting document, and I want to call attention of Senators to it:

GENTLEMEN: I return to you with my objections “An act to incorporate
the Jesuit Fathers in New Mexico.”

For the purpcse of obtaining for information the best legal advice
within my reach, I requested the attorney-general of the Territory, Hon.
William en, to preparea careful opinion npon the law of the case. This
opinion I make part of miv1 message and lay it in full before yon. Attorney-

eneral Breeden says: * The bill, in my opinion, is clearly in violation of the
said law of the United Btates.”

This opinion I fully indorse, and if you pass this bill over General Breeden's
opinion and my veto you will do so with your eyes n, in violation of your
oaths of office and the laws of the United States. ere are many other ob-

ections to the bill, a fow only of which I will briefly notice.

It is difficult to decide whether the man who seeks to establish the society
or the society which he seeks to establish is the worse. Both are so bad you
can not decide between them. This Neapolitan adventurer, F teac}iwa
%‘ublicly that his d and assertions are superior to the statutes of the

mited States and the laws of the Territory. No doctrine or teaching can be
more dangerous to good government than this, especially in New Mexi
where the mass of the people are ignorant. He also, by his writings s.%
ha;:%ues, endeavors to excite animosities and to stimulate the people
to those lawfully exercizing civil authority over them toacts of violence.

He comes here while the legislative assembly is in session and lobbies in the




1940

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 9,

most brazen and shameless manner to defeat needed and wholesome laws, and
to force through bills antagonistic to the laws of the United States.

Two years ago he intruded himself into the lower house and remained
within the bar and by the speaker’s side till he forced the passage of this
bill, but at that session it was defeated by an honest legislative council. He
now presents himself again, and being fully informed that what he asks is
cm&trary ttg ttgillnws of the United States, urges you to violate your oaths
an e bill,

The society which he seeks to establish in New Mexico is worthy of just
such aleader. It hasbeen denounced time and again bfvﬂt‘he head of the Cath-
olic Church, and justly expelled from the most enlightened countries of Eu-

mgit apart from the bad character of the society and the dangerous char-
acter of its chief, the bill is especially objectionable becauss it does not re-
uire that the incorporators 11 be citizens of the United States nor resi-
ts of New Mexico. The number who may hereafter associate with them

is unlimited, and they might all be aliens and reside abroad.

Again, the bill permits these people to own, free of taxation, an unlimited
amount of property. They are permitted to own all kinds of real and per-
sonal estate in all parts of the Territory,and are not subject to any supervi-
sion by the legislature nor required to pay anything toward the au'iport of
the government. The provisions of the bill are contrary to public policy and
in direct violation of the laws of the United States, and can not receive my
approval,

Then follows the opinion of the Attorney-General calling atten-
tion to the statutes of the United States and pomhng out_plainly
that such legislation is directly in violation of the United States
statutes.

Now, what do you think they did after that veto? I read from
the same document:

There was taken up from wresldent‘s table and under consideration act
No. 8, “To incorporate the ety of the Jesuit Fathers in New Mexico,"
su tted by his excellency the governor, with his objections and disa
proval, and the said act been read, the question was &Pt., ““Shall the
act pass, notwithstanding the objections of his amellengg e gmmmr' "
which resulted by a vote of the council in the of the act t,h_e'.legi.s-
lative council by a two-thirds vote of the mem com; the legislative
council, notwi ding the objections and disap of

gOvernor.

i e JESUS M. SENA Y BACA, -
Chief Clerk of the Legislative Council.

resen T er with the ob-

fgimorh Soeher i porerncr s refensd 4, o o o s
3 0y Vin; a 0 Vo no

withnegﬁgin;?l‘::: jections ancf dt;:;e;;imvsl of h{n e’;.ce!lancy the governor.

They passed the bill in both houses on the same day. It was
sent to the governor, and after the governor had vetoed it and
called their attention in his own veto and also in the letter of the
Attorney-General to the fact that it was contrary to the laws of
the United States, they passed it in both houses on the same day
over the governor’s veto.

* That act came before Congress. Congress was compelled to
pass an act annulling thatlaw. It isan act passed in 1879, and is
as follows:

L e legislative assembly of the Territo
of %%e‘;"ﬁfgﬁgfégﬁm*&nﬁ?‘f incorporate the Soclyqtdy of the Jes:lm?;.
Fathers of New Mexico,"” which Pnaaed both houses of said le
sembly on or about the 18th day of Jan , 1878, over the veto of the governor
of salﬁ Territory, being in violation of section 1889 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States, which declares *the legislative assemblies of the
several Territories shall not grant Erivata charters or especial privilezes,”
gaid bill being a grant of a private charter or act of incorporation, with the
“ especial rFtﬂm{&ﬁ " of an unlimited power to acquire, hold, and transfer
all kinds of property, both real and personal, and the exemption from taxa-
tion of all tue effects and property of said corporation be, and the same is
hereby, disapproved and declared null and void.

This act was approved February 4, 1870. ’

All these things occurred when, or about the time when, my
friend the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] was a dele-

te in Congress laboring to get that Territory itted as a

tate in the Union.

I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], who has
taken pains to parade the figures of the foreign population of
Minnesota and to compare them with those of New Mexico, if he
can find in the legislative history of Minnesota, either as a Terri-
tory or a State, any instance of that kind of legislation. Our
public school system in the State of Minnesota is equal to the
very best in all of the United States. We are as progressive and
as prosperous as any State in the Union, and no State can fairly
say to us, not even the State of Ohio, that we occupy an inferior
rank, except in population and wealth, in the galaxy of the
American States. ;

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President— )

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne-
sota yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. :

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota
asked me a gquestion, and in the asking of the question said I had
arraigned the State of Minnesota and paraded the fact that she
has a large element of foreigners in her population. The Senator
I know does not want to do me an injustice.

Mr. NELSON. Certainly not. :

Mr. FORAKER. And does not want to misrepresent what I
said.

In saying what I did about Minmesota I was answering an ar-
gument which had been made by the Senator. The Senator in

tive as-

excellency the

addressing the Senate had alluded to the fact, and had cited the
statistics to sustain him, that there was a large foreign popula-
tion in New Mexico. I conceded that, and said in conceding it
that that was not peculiar to New Mexico; that other communi-
ties which had been successful had a large element of foreigners
in their population. And this is the langunage I employed in re-
spect to Minnesota. The Senator, I know, will pardon me, in order
timt I may, in justice to myself, quote it. Before quoting it I
will stop long enough to say that in all that the Senator has said
in compliment of Minnesota he has not exceeded the compliments
I passed upon Minnesota at that time and in that connection.
What I said, referring to the Senator’s argument that these peo-
ple were disqualified for admission into the Union because of this
large foreign element, was as follows:
Neither is it a disqualification that they are foreigners—

Referring to the Mexican and Spanish element—

Neither is it a disqualification that they are foreigners. We heard a large
part of the Senate’s time taken up in urging that these people ought not
come into the Union because they were not all American citizens. We have
a number of communities in this country where the foreign element is very
largely represented, and I am going to call attention to one. I refer to Min-
nesota. ere is no State now in the Union where they have a more loyal,
faithful, eapable, creditable gulution than they have in Minnesota. 'Iﬁmt.
is not in spite of the fact that they have foreigners, but because the foreign
element is sometimes a very valuable mixture.

One paragraph further:

Let me call your attention to what the statistics show as to the State of
Minnesota. There is no better State in the Union, but what I call attention
to shows that a representative of that State is the last one to question the
fitness for statehood of a people on the ground that a large percentage of
them are foreigners.

Then, giving the statistics, which I do not care to take the time
now to repeat, I said:

Now, Mr. President, with that admixture of foreigners, as I said, they
have had enough good sense to have built up a great Commonwealth, to have
made a proud record for themselves, and to have sent to this body as their
representative the disti ed Senator who has addressed us in opposition
to the admission of New Mexico to statehood.

Then I was interrupted by a question, which, having answered,
I proceeded as follows:

Iregret to say that I am unable to answer that question. I did not think
to look at that. But what I want to say is that Minnesota is one of the best
States in this Union. Her population, as everybody knows, is an intelligent,

triotic, busy, and capable population. They have never made any mistake

n selecti mtatives to the Congress of the United States in either
House, c y not beyond the average number made by States as a rule.
Their whole record is a creditable one, and I cite the fact that they have this
foreign-born population to show that it does not follow becanse there are
foreign-born citizens in the Territory of New Mexico that that Territory is
disqualified for admission to statehood.

I might have cited the statistics as to my own State, Ohio (as the
Senator has seen fit to do, but I did not care to parade the statis-
tics as to my own State), to show that there was a large admixture
of foreign element in the Fop'ulation of Ohio. It did not seem to
me that it was necessary for me to make any defense of the peo-
ple of Ohio because they had a large foreign population. 1 think
every Senator here will concede that the population of my State
is a creditable one, that they have made a creditable record in
the history of this country, and that they have done their duty
under any and all circumstances.

I did not refer to Minnesota except only because the Senator
himself had challenged attention to that subject. The purpose I
had in view, conceding that they had a foreign element of which
we all have knowledge, was to show that it does not follow that
they are disqualified for statehood. You have only to look to
New York, to Massachusetts, as well as to Ohio and Minnesota,
or to any and every other State of the Union, where you will find
a large admixture of foreigners with the native-born population,
to find that it has made a splendid populution in the aggregate,
and that the people of all the States are, notwithstanding that
fact, doing their duty in a creditable way as citizens of the United
States.

I was simply answering the argument the Senator made. I was
not arraigning his people. I wasnot arraigning his State. I was
complimenting his State. Every Senator I know is proud of the
record Minnesota has made, and if is not to the discredit of Min-
nesota that she has this large foreign element in her population.
I did not say they could not speak the English language. The
Senator says that 25 per cent of the 500,000 can and do speak the
English language. supposed a larger percentage than that
Sgclka the English langnage, although I did not stop to examine
the statistics; but that is immaterial. We know the record they
have made, and that is one we can all in good faith compliment.

Why I rose was simply to call the Senator’s attention to the
fact that I did not arraign Minnesota. I did not say one word to
her discredit or in disparagement of her. I cite her record with
pride, and I cite her deeds and her achievements with pride, as
every other citizen might.

Mr. NELSON. The Senator is entirely wide of the mark. He
built up an argument as a basis for his reference to Minnesota by
claiming and insisting that I was opposed to the admission of




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1941

New Mexico because of its foreign population. The
foreign tion. Imneveropposed the admission of
on the ground that its ulation is foreign born.

Mr. FORAKER. - jk’reﬁidema—

Mr. NELSON. They have more native-born people there per-
haps than in most of the Northwestern States.

. FORAEKER. Mr. President—

Mr. NELSON. The Mexicans and that class of ple whom
I think are unfit for State government are people who were born
in and have lived in this country for generations, as did their an-
cestors ahead of them. They are not foreign born. I never at-
tacked the people of New Mexico on the ground that they were
foreigners. They are natives of this country. I simply criti-
cised them for the fact that they had not become Americanized,
notwithstanding the fact that they were born in this country,
notwithstanding the fact that their fathers and their grand-
fathers and their t-grandfathers way back for generations
were all born in this country they had not become American-
ized as rapidly as the foreigners in our country of the first gen-
eration.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne-
gota yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. NELSON. By and by.

Mr. FORAKER. I wantto—

Mr. NELSON. Of the immigration that comes to Minnesota
over 25 per cent are English-speaking people—Canadiansand from
the British Isles. The remainder that come are from the German
countries, the northern countries of Germany, and from the three
Scandinavian countries. They come there and they learn the
English language as rapidly and as readily as any class of people
who come here speaking a foreign tongue. You do not have to
wait three or four or five generations before those people can

ak the English langunage. They learn it themselves, so that
they speak it quite well, and their children speak it.

They do not have interpreters in the courts to interpret the
argument of counsel to a jury. They do not have interpreters in
court fo intergret the charge of the court to the jury. They do
not publish the laws in the German or the Scandinavian or any
other foreign language. They are to all intents and purposes an
English-speaking people. They are Americanized; and that is
my objection to the Mexican people; that although they are na-
tives of this country, they have not become Americanized as the
great mass and body of our people have.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min-
nesota yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. FORAKER. I have not looked over the remarks of the
Senator from Minnesota as they appear in the RECoRrD, but I sat
on the other side of the Chamber near the Senator when he was
‘making that part of the speech to which I refer, and if he did
not say that one of his objections was that there was this large
foreign element in the gopu]ation of New Mexico, I misunder-
stood him. I understood him so to charge and so to insist.

Mr. NELSON., I never intended to charge anything of the
kind.

Mr. FORAKER. It may come from the fact that the Senator
was talking about the people not becoming Americanized. That
is practically the same thing, I think. There is not a very broad
distinction. I got that impression.

If the Senator has no objection to the population of New Mex-
ico on the ground that they are foreigners, or if he insists there
are no foreigners there, of course the point to which I was reply-
ing falls to the ground by his concession, and I have nothing
more tosay. But I retract nothing I said in that connection.
‘What I said was justified by the remarks of the .Senator from
Minnesota, and what I rose to object to was simply his putting it
into the REcorD that I had arraigned the State or the ple of
Minnesota. I had not done anything of the kind. I had compli-
mented them quite as generously as the Senator himself has com-
plimented them.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the last effort of the Sena-
tor from Minnesota [Mr. NELSoN] is to my mind the most con-
clusive evidence of both the necessity and the justice of the pas-
sage of this bill. Here are 200,000 people arraigned and assailed
in this body at the national capital, and the things that are said
against them, injurious to the last degree, must practically go
unchallenged nnless they are met by those who are not residents
of the Territory, and who may not be presumed to have that
knowledge of the procedure of the Territory and its people that
those who live there have. )

For the purpose of combating in some degree some things that
the Senator from Minnesota imagined the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Foraker] said about the foreign population of his State, the
Senator from Minnesota recalls to the attention of the country an

are not a
ew Mexico

episode which occurred in New Mexico twenty-five years ago.
Simply reading the measure and reciting the circumstances of its
P e and its repeal by act of Congress would create the impres-
sion that there was something heinous committed by the people
of New Mexico against the United States and American institu-

ons.

‘What was it after all, Mr, President? The legislature of New
Mexico a special act incorporating a religious body, and it
was against the laws of the United States only in this respect, that
the law creating the Territory of New Mexico, commonly known
in Territories as the organic act, or the constitution of the Terri-
tory, prohibited the granting of charters by special act to any
corporation whatsoever. The legislature of New Mexico had been
induced to believe that they might incorporate by ial act a
religions body known as the Jesnit Fathers. It could not bedone
under its organic law. That, Mr. President, was the head and
front of its offending.

There is nothing criminal or reprehensible in the incorporating
of religious bodies. I will venture the assertion that in the Sen-
ator’s own State the religious order known as the Jesuit Fathers
has a corporate existence, organized under its general incorpora-
tion law. Iimagine that whether a religious bodyisincorporated
under a special or a general law makes no difference whatsoever
so far as the public welfare is concerned.

Mr. President, why did not the Senator from Minnesota, if he
desired to do justice to the people of New Mexico, in connection
with that statement make the additional statement that in fifty
i[m of Territorial life it was the only law enacted by the New

exicans in their Territorial leiislature which the Congress felt
compelled to repeal? One of the strongest and most conclusive
evidences of the capacity of a people for self-government is the
peace and order they maintain within their borders and the char-
acter of the laws they enact. And this one charge by the Senator
from Minnesota brings prominently before the people of the coun-
try the fact that so well are the people of New Mexico qualified
for self-government that in fifty years, during all of which time
they have elected their legislature, with its membership answer-
ing to the strange names he read, not a single law that that body has
gﬂsaed has received the censure of the Congress of the United

tates, and dm-in% all that time Con had the right to repeal
any law that the legislature of New Mexico enacted.

So we find, even from the report of the committee that went to
the Territory seeking rather to evade testimony than to obtain it,
that that Territory is lawfully inclined and peaceful, and that
life and property are as safe in that Territory as in any other sec-
tion of this Union. In addition to that we have now the unquali-
fied and uncontradicted fact that in fifty years of legislative life,
enacting their own lawgé;roviding for their own mﬂg, not a sin-
gle law has been enac by the legislature of that Territory
which received the censure of Congress, and which was not per-
mitted to remain upon the statute books so far as any act of -
gress is concerned.

Flings are made, Mr. President, against the people of New
Mexico because interpreters are used in the courts and occasion-
ally an interpreter may be called to the jury room for the -
pose of interpreting the evidence given on the trial and which
was taken down in shorthand by the courtstenographer. In Col-
orado, I believe that the legislature which is in session to-day is
the only one that ever met and did not appoint interpreters to
make easier the burdens and the labors of Spanish members who
were elected to that body, that they might perform their duties
the more intelligently. Ithink the lawsof every legislature there
up to the present time have by special act been printed in Spanish.

I recall, when I first went to the Territory of Colorado, making
a canvass for Congress as early as 1874, and upon more than one
occasion I addressed the audiences through an interpreter. The
object of an inte?reber is simply to give to those who listen a
clear and comprehensive knowledge of that which the speaker
says. It does not indicate that those who are not able to speak
English are un-American or that they have not adapted them-
selves to the best of their ability to American institutions. It
simply means that in the stress of life, in the efforts and the time
nece to earn the bread with which the breath of life is main-
tained, they have not had time to learn what to them is a difficult
language to understand and to master.

So none of these objections, when they are summed up, go to
the capacity or to the character of the citizenship or to the rela-
tion of the minds of the Mexican people to the American Govern-
ment. They mmglnj;]go to the proposition whether or not they
can speak more t one language. I take it that in every com-
munity in New Mexico and wherever Spanish-speaking people
are they have the Constitution of the United States and the con-
stitution of their State or. if it is a Territory, the organic law
printed in the langunage the people speak. I know that every
volume of the statutes thronghout that section of the country has
in it, in the Spanish langunage, the Constitution of the United
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States and of the State, in order that those who use the statutes
and may not be able to speak the English language may have
those instruments, so essential to American freedom and American
liberty, and that they may be read and comprebended by them.

But what I desired to enforce above everything else was that
in fifty years, with the exception of a single law which has been
read by the SBenator from Minnesota, not a single act has been

assed by the New Mexican legislature which did not receive at
east the quasi approval of Congress, because Congress was not
called upon to repeal it.

It is a testimonial, Mr. President, to the patriotism, to the love
of country, to the genius for government of the Mexican people.
Instead of crowding them back, instead of denouncing and anath-
ematizing them and holding them up in a degraded light to the
American people, it shonld be the duty of Senators to extend to
them the hand of fellowship and of help, and to give them credit
for what they have accomplished and for what they are sttempt-
ing to accomplish. If that was done there would be no such con-
troversy as we have had here now for nearly six weeks over the
admission of these people to statehood.

Mr. TELLER. fﬁ‘ President, the senior Senator from Minne-
sota [Mr. NELsoXN] seemed to think that I overlooked the services
of the Colorado troops in Mexico. 1 want to read what I said.
In speaking of these people on Saturday I said:

I knew them in the war. I knew them when they had not forgotten the
fact that they were a conquered people. I know that nowhere on this conti-
nent were men more anxions to ?)'rauer\?e the integrity of the Unionthan the
Bpanish population of New Mexicoand Colorado. Th ut into the fleld, in

roportion to their population, more men than many of the States which are

ing of their devotion to American institutions. They foughtour battles;

they kept back the forces from the Confederate States t were invading

:i.h attempting to cut off communication between the Atlantic and the Pa-
e oceans.

Mr. President, that is strictly true. Early in the winter of
1862 General Sibley left Texas with a large force, probably from
4,000 to 6,000 men—nearer 5,000, perhaps, than either. I need not
state that General Sibley was a West Point officer and a man
thoronghly familiar with the Western country. He moved into
New Mexico. He was met soon after he got into New Mexico by
General Canby with three New Mexican regiments. General

‘Canby's force was greatly inferior to that of General Sibley.
These New Mexican forces nnder Canby held Sibley in check for
some time, but being less in number, they were compelled grad-
ually to retire toward the capital of New Mexico. e point for
which Sibley had started was first to strike Fort Union, where
the Government of the United States had then a very large quan-
tity of munitions of war, amounting to many millions of dohm.
The second point to which he was reaching was the continental
stage line, to cut off communications with California.

‘We had in Colorado a regiment, raised the smmmer before in a
very irregular manner, and it had been rejected by the General
Government. It took the united efforts of all the people of Col-
orado for many months fo get the Government of the United
States to accept thatregiment. Some timelate in the fall or early
in the winter the Government accepted it. The regiment was

oo%pmed of about 1,000 men.
e had in addition to that a battery and about 120 cavalry.
So we had in the Colorado force about 1,200 men.

The Government of the United States ordered a ion of
those troops, and a portion of them only, to New Mexico to sup-
?rt Canby. About two-thirds of the troops were ordered into

ew Mexico. The officer in command reached a point not far
from Fort Lyon where about 400 of the Colorado troops were sta-
tioned. The Colorado troops so stationed, and who were to be
left in Colorado, insisted that if there was to be any fighting they
had not enlisted to remain in the fort and that they would go to
New Mexico with the rest, and in sget: of the protest of the
colonel, contrary to the designs of the eral Government, they
marched out with him to meet Canby.

Couriers from General Canby were sent up to the Colorado
troops coming down to hurry their passage, stating that it was
guite impossible with his inferior forces to hold the Confederate
army in check, and, as I stated a few moments ago, the last day
this infantry made a march of 52 miles, marching all day and all
night,and in theearly gray of the morning striking Sibley. They
did not wait for any orders from Canby, but sgailed into him, burnt
his baggage train, which they struck first, and, with the aid of
the New Mexicans and General Canby, routed General Sibley.
Sibley having lost his b train, and having failed to reach
the munitions of war at Fort Union, of course turned his face
toward Texas.

Now, Mr. President, I should not have referred to this matter
at all, but the statement made by the Senator might leave the
inference that I had been careless, at least, in not giving to the
geople of Colorado the credit that they were entitled to receive.

only claimed that Canby had held in check until our troops got
there, and that was all that could have been expected with the
small number he then had.

Now, Mr. President, I do not care to debate this question. I
am going to present some facts on some other occasion in connec-
tion with this debate, if the debate is to continue. I have some
things I desire to say, and that I believe ought to be said, in de-
fense of those of us who think the time has come when justice
requires that these le should be admitted into the Union, and
that, too, in spite of everything that has been written by the com-
mittee or spoken, so far as I know, by the opponents of the bill.
But I shall not attempt to do that, Mr. President, to-night.

Mr., McCUMBER. Mr. President, there has been much in-
justice, it seems to me, done to these Mexicens in comparing them
with other mationalities and drawing an odious comparison as
to their ability to nnderstand and read or write the English
language. Itappears to me that we ought to take into considera-
tion one condition there that has never applied to any foreigrers
coming to any other section of the country. Let us remember
this one fact and then apply it.

We simply removed the boundary line of Mexico a few hundred
miles sonth. We had there a population that was practically
Mexican. That population was segregated hundreds of miles from
the rest of the populated section of the United States. We had
to cross hundreds of miles of territory before we could reach their
settlement not only on the east, but on the west. They were
practically segregated from all the balance of the United States.

Now, let us suppose that we had placed Germans, Scandina-
vians, or any other f_oreiﬁ;;apeaking element in that same section,
does any person claim that they would have learned the English
langnage as readily and as properly as they have done in the
State of Minmnesota?

It must be remembered that the foreigners from Europe who
have come to this country have not come as a body. They have
come here gradua.ll%. They have been learning the English lan-

; ually. hey have come into a country where the Eng-
lish language was spoken, and necessity, which is the mother of
invention, compelled them to learn the English language. For
instance, Russians and that class of peoiJle coming to the State of
North Dakota or Minnesota very readily learn the English lan-
guage, but suppose we had had them all up in Alaska and segre-
gated from the balance of the United States, does anyone claim
that they would have adopted the English language readily? Su
pose, if we could reach beyond our own borders, that we wonld
extend our laws over a portion of Norway or Germany to-day,
where the people are surrounded by those speaking their own
language, does any person claim that then they would readily
adopt a new language? :

Yet this is exactly the condition of those people in New Mexico.
They have never had an opportunity to understand the English
language. They have never been brought enough in connection
with the English-speaking classes to compel them fo learn it.
It seems to me that if we will take any population of a foreign-
s'pea.km% element and place them in the same conditions that have
surrounded this little band of Mexicans in a Territory so far from
the English-speaking portion of the United States, the comparison
with other people situated under the same conditions would be
favorable to the Mexicans there. I simply speak of this, Mr.
President, because it seems to me that the comparison does not do
them justice.

Mr. QUAY rose.

Mr. SON. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to
me for a moment? I do not want to prolong the debate at this
time. I simply desire to say to the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
TeLLER] that I had no intention to do him any injustice in this
matter, and if I have misrepresented him I am sorry forit. I
have the highest respect for the Senator from Colorado. I know
he always means to be fair and right, and I certainly had no in-
tention to do him any injustice.

Mr. TELLER. I donotmyself thinkthe Senator had any such
intention.

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I rise to ask the unanimous con-
sent of the Senate that a vote be taken upon this bill and the

nding amendments at 2 p. m. on the 20th instant.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania asks unanimous consent that a vote be taken on the pend-
ing bill and all amendments then pending and all amendments
then offered, without further debate, on the 20th day of February,
at 2 o’clock in the afternoon. Is there objection?

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I think I should like to finish my
remarks before a day is fixed for a vote.

b]!_d:r.t? QUAY. Do I understand the Senator from New Jersey to
objec

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from New Jersey
did not say that he objected.

Mr. KEAN. I think—

Mr, McCOMAS. Mr. President, I object, because I should like
30 hear the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from New

ersey.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION,

Mr. GALLINGER. Imove thatthe Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, February 10, 1803, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Ezxecutive nominations received by the Senale February 9, 1903,
SECRETARY OF LEGATION.

Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, of Tllinois, to be secretary of the
legation of the United States at Berne, Switzerland, to fill an
original vacancy.

ASSISTANT TREASURER.

Charles A. Bosworth, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the

United States at Cincinnati, Ohio. (Reappointment.)
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.

George W. McCowan, of New Jersey. to be collector of cus-
toms for the district of Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey.
(Reappointment.)

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

Milton C. Elstner, of Louisiana, to be United States attorney
for the western district of Louisiana. A reappointment, his term
having expired December 19, 1902,

POSTMASTERS,
COXNECTICUT.

Charles C. Georgia, to be postmaster at Unionville, in the
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles
C. Georgia. Incumbent’'s commission expired January 17, 1903.

Charles N. Hatch, to be postmaster at Bridgewater, in the
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles
N. Hatch. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903,

ILLINOI1B. -

Marie Friendlich, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the
county of Brown and State of Illinois, in place of Jacob Friend-
lich, deceased. )

James M. Joy. to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of
Morgan and State of Illinois. in place of James M. Joy. Incum-
bent’s commission expired December 21, 1902,

INDIANA.

Frank B. Meyer, to be postmaster at Rensselaer, in the county
of Jasper and Stafe of Indiana, in place of Frank B. Meyer. In-
cumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903.

TOWA.

George W. Cook, to be postmaster at Guthrie Center, in the
county of Guthrie and State of Iowa. in place of Charles Ashton.
Incumbent’s commission expired December 21, 1902.

A. J. Enbody, to be postmaster at Dunlap, in the county of
Harrison and State of Iowa, in S_lace of Richard H. Randall. In-
cumbent’s commission expired Jannary 12, 1903.

Barney Johnson, to be er at Ida Grove, in the county
of Ida and State of Iowa, in place of Anna Burns. Incumbent’s
commission expired December 21, 1902,

A, J. Vail, to be postmaster at New Sharon, in the county of
Mahaska and State of Iowa, in place of Ross A. Nicholson, re-
signed.

KENTUCKY.

George M. Dickey, to be postmaster at Cynthiana, in the county
of Harrison and State of Kentucky, in g]ace of George M. Dickey.
Incumbent’s commission expires rch 2, 1803,

LOUISIANA.

Amy C. Reiley, to be postmaster at Clinton. in the parish of
East Feliciana and State of Lonisiana, in place of George J.
Reiley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903.

MASSACHUSETTS.

George Abbott, to be postmaster at East Douglass, in the county
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of George Ab-
bott. Incumbent's commission expired January 19, 1903.

Harding R. Barber, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of
‘Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place. of Harding R.
Barber. Incumbent’s commission expires February 15, 1903.

Alexander Grant, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of Alexander
Grant. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903.

Charles L. Stevens, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles L.
Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1908.

Harry C. Thomas, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Henry
L. Lovell, removed.

William H. Twiss, to beﬁostmaster at Ashland, in the coun
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of William H.
Twiss. Incumbent’s commission expires February 15, 1903.

MICHIGAN,

Hiram E. Hardy, to be postmaster at Big Rapids, in the county
of Mecosta and State of Michigan, in place of Hiram E. Hardy.
Incumbent’s commission expires February 15, 1903.

John N. McCall, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of
Gratiot and State of Michigan, in place of William A. Leet. In-
cnmbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903.

Frank C. Merrill, to be postmaster at Bay City, in the county
of Bay and State of Michigan, in place of William McCloy, re-
moved.

MISSISSIPPL.

Samuel R. Braselton, to be Pcstmaster at Gulfport, in the
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas
A. Cleary, removed.

John H. Cook, to be postmaster at Ellisville, in the county of
Jones and State of Mississippi. in place of John H. Cook. In-
cumbent’s commission ex'pi.reg February 2, 1908.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Herbert Bailey, to be })ostmaster at Claremont, in the county
of Sullivan and State of New Hampshire, in place of Herbert
Bailey. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903.

NEW YORK,

Thomas B. Gibson, to be postmaster at Walden, in the county
of Orange and State of New York, in place of Thomas B. Gibson.
Incumbent's commission expires February 15, 1903,

Frank W. Higgins, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county
of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Frank W. Higgins,
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903.

John J. Hodge, to be postmaster at Oneida, in the county of
Madison and State of New York, in place of John J. Hodge. In-
cumbent’s commission expired Jannary 28, 1903,

Everett I. Weaver, to be postmaster at Angelica, in the county
of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Everett I. Weaver.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1903,

Seraph E. Wolcott, to be postmaster at Keeseville, in the connty
of Essex and State of New York, in place of Seraph E. Wolcott.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903.

KORTH DAKOTA.

Michael B. Dela Bere, to be postmaster at Sheldon, in the coun

of Ransom and State of North Dakota, in place of Maggie C.

Doran, resigned. 7

Agatha G. Patterson, to be postmaster at Bismarck, in the
county of Burleigh and State of North Dakota, in place of Agatha
G. Patterson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 1, 1902.

OHIOD.

Van R. Spragte, to be postmaster at McArthur, in the‘county
of Vinton and State of Ohio, in place of Van R. Spragune. Incum-
bent’s commission expires February 10, 1903.

John L. Sullivan, to be Soatmast,er at St. Mar
of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in place of John
cumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903.

PENNSYLVANIA,

Ada U. Ashcom. to be postmaster at Ligonier, in the county of
‘Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Ada U. Ash-
com. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903,

John F. Austin, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John F. Austin. In-
cumbent’s commission expires February 20, 1903,

Clark B. Bailey, to be postmaster at Elkland, in the county of
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Robert T. Wood.
Incumbent’s commission expires February 14, 1903.

Harold C. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William P.
McCleery. Incumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902,

Henry Fuellhart, to be tmaster at Tidiounte, in the county
of Warren and State of ennsylvania, in place of Cornelius P.
Bucklin. Incumbent’'s commission expires March 3, 1903.

Warren B. Masters, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Clay-
301;9% Williamson. Incumbent’s commission expired January

Lucius Rogers, to be postmaster at Kane, in the county of
McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Lucins Rogers.
Incumbent’s commission expires Febrnary 21, 1903.

William W. D. Yerkes, to p;stmn.st.er at Ogontz, inthe county
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William
W.D. Yerkes. Incumbent’scommissionexpired January 31,1903,

RHODE ISLAND.

James T. Caswell, to be postmaster at Narragansett Pier, in
the county of Washington and State of Rhode Island, in place of
John H. Caswell. Incumbent’scommissionexpired June 23,1902,

, in the county
. Sullivan. In-
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WISCONBIN.

Ira P. Coon, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of
Waushara and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ira P. Coon. In-
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903.

William H. Johnson, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the conn
of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin, in place of William H.
Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 13, 1903.

James W. Meiklejohn, to be ter at Waupun, in the
county of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in place of James
%Meiklejohn, Incumbent’s commission expired January 28,

WITHDRAWAL.
Executive nomination withdrawn February 9, 1903,

George J. Reiley, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the State of
Louisiana.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 9, 1903.
SECRETARY OF LEGATION.

Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, of Illinois, to be secretary of

legation at Berne, Switzerland.
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

First Lieut. William E. Reynolds, to be a captain in the Reve-
nue-Cutter Service of the United States.

Second Lient. Charles E. Johnson, to be a first lientenant in the
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States.

Third Lieut. Joseph H. Crozier, to be a second lieutenantin the
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States.

POSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA.

Walter S. Standifer, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county
of Etowah and State of Alabama.

James T. Pitt, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of
Lauderdale and State of Alabama.

’ CALIFORNTA,

William G. Hawley, to be postmaster at San Joge, in the county
of Santa Clara and State of ifornia.

Thomas E. Byrnes, to be postmaster at San Mateo, in the
county of San Mateo and State of California.

Lindley M. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Whittier, in the
county of Los Angeles and State of California.

Felix L. Grauss, to be postmaster at Calistoga, in the county
of Napa and State of California. ;

Edward G. Hall, to be aster at Healdsburg, in the county
of Sonoma and State of California.

Frank B. Mackinder, to be postmaster at St. Helena, in the
county of Napa and State of California.

Orlando J. Lincoln, to be postmaster at Santa Cruz, in the
county of Santa Cruz and State of California.

Charles H. Dobble, to be postmaster at Palo Alto,in the county"

of Santa Clara and State of California.
ILLINOIS, '

Andrew J. Pickrell, to be postmaster at Anna, in the county of
Union and State of Illinois.

Charles F. Douglas, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county
of Cass and State of Illinois.

Albert W. Errett, to be postmaster at Kewanee, in the county
of Henry and State of Illinois.

Clarence F. Buck, to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the county
of Warren and State of Illinois.

Clark J. McManis, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county
of Bureau and State of Illinois.

Arthur P. Woodruff, to be postmaster at Savanna, in the coun-
ty of Carr]gll gnd E?te Oti.fo Hbljéloia. & Pacviacton ta 4k

Hen . Brockway, Egatmaster al ,in the
oonntyr%f Cook and State of ois.

Warren M. Heath, to be tmaster at Libertyville, in the
county of Lake and State of Illinois.

James Porter, to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the county
of Clark and State of Illinois. :

C. B. Crawford, to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county of
Dekalb and State of Illinois.

William McMeekin, to be postmaster at Galva, in the county
of Henry and State of Illinois. ReT

Edward D. Cook, to be postmaster at Piper City, in the county
of Ford and State of Illinois.

INDIANA.

David A. Shaw, to be postmaster as Mishawaka, in the county
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana.

Robert W. Morris, to be postmaster at New Albany, in the
county of Floyd and State of Indiana.

TIOWA.
Abraham Wilkin, to be postmaster at Keosanqua, in the county
of Van Buren and State of Iowa.
George Hardenbrook, to be postmaster at Maxwell, in the
county of Story and State of Iowa.
Edward C. Brown, to be postmaster at Dewitt, in the county of
Clinton and State of Iowa.
Gideon M. Gifford, to be postmaster at Elkader, in the county
of Clayton and State of Iowa.
Ernest D. Powell, to be postmaster at Exira, in the county of
Audubon and State of Iowa.
Stephen Tabor, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county
of(ge%chan%&l fit{ld St{zfte of Iowa. =S
rge W. Metealf, to be postmaster at Lansing, in the count
of Allamakee and State of Iggvaa. if
William N. Oursler, to be postmaster at Odebolt, in the county
of Sac and State of Iowa.
MARYLAND.
Ezra R. Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, in the
county of Frederick and State of Maryland.
MICHIGAN,
Joshua Braun, to be postmaster at Sebewaing, in the county of
Huron and State of Michigan.
Frank C. Merrill, to be postmaster at Bay City, in the county
of Bay and State of Michigan.
MINNESOTA.
Arthur W. Sheets, to be postmaster at Long Prairie, in the
county of Todd and State of Minnesota.
John F. Wrabek. tobe postmaster at New Prague, in the county
of Lesueur and State of Minnesota.
Archibald J. Dewolf, to be postmaster at Windom, in the county
of Cottonwood and State of Minnesota.
Frank Haﬁberg. to be postmaster at Winthrop, in the county
of Sibley and State of Minnesota.
(. B. Bjornson, to be postmaster at Minnesota, in the county
of Lyon and State of Minnesota.
Henry Tome, to be postmaster at Pine Island, in the county of
Goodhue and State of Minnesota.
William Kaiser, to be postmaster at Faribault, in the county of
Rice and State of Minnesota.
MISSIESIPPI.
Nevan C. Hathorne, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the
county of Marion and State of Mississippi.
MISSOURL.
J. W. Jones, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county of
Linn and State of Missouri.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Monpay, February 9, 1903.

The House met at 12 o’clock m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENrRY N. CoupEN, D. D.

THE JOURNAL,

The Journal of yesterday’s preceedings was read.
ThedSPEAKER. ‘Without objection, the Journal will be ap-
roved.
; Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. JENKINS. I desiretocorrect the REcorp. I joined with
the other members of the conference committee in the report and
statement as printed on pages 1893 and 1894 of the REcorp. My
name is omitted from both the report and the statement. I desire
it inserted.

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the Journal will
be corrected.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a

uestion of order, and it relates to the approval of the Journal of
the proceedings of the House on yesterday. I think it affectsthe
integrity of our Sroceeding‘a, and is, therefore, in that view of the
case, a ﬁrivﬂege matter. I find that yesterday, under the orders
of the House—

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ack the gentleman whether
what he is now saying relates to the request of the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS]?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all; it relates to
another matter: but it yefers to the approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, then, the Journal
will be corrected in accordance with the request of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin. .

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I supposed the Chair had
submitted that question. {

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought the gentleman was ad-
dressing himself to that question.,

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notatall; whatIam about
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to say relates to another matter presenbada{eetarday during the
session of the House by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN].

Mr. Speaker, I have no sort of interest in this matter except to
preserve the integrity of our proceedings here, which I know the
gentleman from lowa is as anxious to do as any other member;
and what I say shall not reflect upon him in any way. '

But, sir, the House met on yesterday (being Sunday) for a
special purpose; and that purpose is defined in an order which I
will read. which appears on page 1918 of the RECORD, and was
read yesterday when the House was called to order by the Speaker

ﬁ tempore. The order under which the House assembled is as

‘ollows:
i , n
ey Y S s ety on
at 12 o’clock noon, for the consideration of resolutions commemorative of the
life, character, and services of the late Gen. WILLIAM J. SEWELL, & Senator
of the United States from the State of New Jersey.

And it further agpaars that subsequently on a previous day of
this session this order was made:

On motion of Mr. FLANAGAN, by unanimous consent, it was

Resolved, That when the House meets on Sunday, the 8th day of February,
1903, it chall consider appropriate resolutions memorial of the public services
and life of Hon. JOSHUA S. SALMON, late a Representative from the Fourth
Congressional district of New Jersey.

Now, I say that under the special rule, the House assembled
yesterday to pronounce eulogies on the life and character of Gen-
eral SEWELL, late a Senator, and Mr. SALMON, late a Representa-
tive; and, this being true, it was not in order—and unanimous
consent could not have been given for the purpose, although it
purports to have been given—to transact business. The business
which I refer to as having been fransacted yesterday was the pre-
sentation of a conference report by the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. HepBURN]. It appearsin the RECORD as if done by unani-
mous consent.

Mr. Speaker, I think that when we adopted the rule that these
_conference reports should be printed in the RECORD it meant that
they should be presented on one day and printed in the REcORD

- of the next day. It certainly had in contemplation a legislative
day. So that, in my opinion, under the special rule setting apart
Sundays for eulogies alone, that report could not be nted;
and, secondly, the report should be presented on a legi.ﬂm day.
For these two reasons this act of legislation should not, in my
judgment, have taken place yesterday. Sunday is not a legis-
lative day. In the law it is dies non, as I understand. It is not
a legislative day under our rules.

If it be said that we sometimes, near the close of a session, leg-

.islate here on Sunday, I answer that we do not legislate on Sun-
day the calendar day. We sometimes extend the session over by
recess from Saturday, and then, in that way, we sometimes leg-
islate during the calendar day of Sunday. But that is done on
the legislative day of Saturday. I do not believe there has ever
been a case in which the House of Representatives adjourned on
Saturday to meet on Sunday for legislative business. If soI have
overlooked it. It has certainly never been done during my serv-
jce in the House. But when it is necessary that we should meet
on the calendar day of Sunday, near the closing of Congress, it is
done under the legislative day of Saturday, and all business trans-
acted at that time—Dby fiction, I grant you—is done as of Saturday
and not Sunday.

- Mr, Speaker, I think it wrong that we shounld meet here to

legislate on Sunday. I do not think that was intended when we
passed the special order in this case. I do not think when we
agreed that we would meet on Sunday to perform this quasi relig-
jous service or pronouncing eulogies on deceased members that
it was intended we should enter upon legislation. If this is
true, then the effort to legislate on yesterday is void, and being
void, the rule has not been complied with which requires that the
conference report shall be printed in the REcorp. As I say, the
language of the rule requiring conference reports to be printed
in the RECORD does not declare that they shall be offered on a pre-
ceding day. but I think that is what is meant:* Be that asit may,
however, the proceedings would be void under the rules of the
House, which prescribe that we assembled here for eulogies and
not for legislation. If it be an error, the same mistake occurs in
the Journal as in the RECORD, because the Journal says that the
gentleman from Iowa presented this conference report, and that
is the reason I objected to the approval of the Journal. I believe,
Mr. Speaker, that the proper course will be for the gentleman
from Iowa to withdraw the report and offer it this morning, let
it be printed in the RECORD as of to-day, and come up for action
to-morrow. If the gentleman does nof desire to do that, however,
I feel constrained to move to strike it out of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the motion?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope to hear from the
gentleman from Iowa. Iprefer to relieve it of all question by let-
ting it come up regularly, and there is no necessity for haste in
the matter. I yield to the gentleman.

The SPEAKER. The Chair doesnot yield to him. The Chair
is ready to rule upon the question. It has been held more than
once that Sunday may be made a legislative day. There is no
%t:loestion on that point. It is a legislative day, if so made by the

use. :

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr, Speaker, I do not wish
to interrupt the Chair, but—— .

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not wish to be interrupted.
If the gentleman desires to say anything afterwards, the i
will hear him again. Sunday was set apart for eulogies. There
was no legislation transacted yesterday. The filing of this report
under the rule was not legislation, but the House, by nnanimous
consent, permitted thatto be done. This Honseis the omnipotent
party in this Hall, subject only to the Constitution. It unani-
mously consented that this might be done. If the House had
said, ever so emphatically, that nothing else should be done on
Sunday but the pronouncing of eulogies, still it would be within
the power of the House to ¢ its mind, and it did change its
mind and allowed the notations to be made under the rule. No
one is hurt by this. The rule distinctly requires every reglort to
be printed in order that due notice ma%hibee Eg'iven to the House.
The report was printed this morning. ouse has had notice
and is entirely qualified to intal]igen’scg proceed this morning to
consider the conference report involved in that notation, if it so
desires. The Chair sees no difficulty in the question whatever.
If the gentleman has anythinif;rther which he desires to say, the
Chair will be pleased to hear him.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the Chair will indulge
me just a moment. I have no desire to take up time in this
matter. I had no intention of interrupting the Chair a moment

ago.

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will always give ample opportunity
for gentlemen to be heard.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. I have no interestin
the matter beyond keeping the record as it should be. I call the
attention of the Chair to the fact that for years we met on Friday
nights for the purpose of considering ion legislation. Now,
we did not enter upon general legislation on Friday night. I
know it may be said that the rule was that we meet for the con-
sideration o ion legislation and the removal of political dis-
abilities and charges of desertion only; but that would not affect
it, because, under the intimation of the Chair, the House is om-
nipotent when its meets, and when it met on Friday nights it
could say, we will set aside the little word *‘ only *’ and go on and
legislate. But it was always held that we could not do that on
Friday night.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is no doubt the House
could have done so on Friday night. This is District of Colum-
bia day, but the House can take nup something else if it so de-
sires. A

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the Chair will indulge
me further, I would ask what became of the Journal of Saturday?
It was not read to-day.

The SPEAKER. It was read and apgroved yesterday.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessce. But the RECORD does not
so say—at least, the copy that I have.

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanshounld remember that yester-
day the House was equipped with everything, the Journal and
REcorbp, to officially carry on the business of the House, and the
usual proceedings yesterday morning were had as they are had
every morning.

* Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On looking further, I find
that the Journal of Saturday was read and approved yester-

day.

'%he SPEAKER. It wasread and approved in the usual way.
The Honse was clothed with all the power essential to do busi-
ness, and still the gentleman must not forget that no legislative
act was done, if he is disturbed by the idea that what was done
was legislation.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to say with all re-
apect to the Chair that if we transact any business it is legisla-

on.

The SPEAKER. In a technical sense that might be so.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the ordering of the
printing of a conference report would be legislation. It seems to
me, Mr. Speaker, we are getting upon dangerous ground if we
concede that when we set apart Sunday for eulogies the House
can meet here and gointo all kinds of legislation. I do not think
that was meant, and if that is meant I shall object to settig;g
apart Sundays for eulogies. That day should not be conver
into a day of general legislation.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will frankly say to the gentleman
that when he first learned of this thing he was a little disturbed
by it himself, nntil he looked into it and thought of it. The gen-
tleman will remember, too, that any one member could kave
stopped the proceedings yesterday, if he had wished.
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AMr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, yes; he conld-do that at
anH.ime if a quorum was not present.

e SPEAKER. And this was always so on Friday nights
ngoezi t_l:e House met then. The Chair thinks there is no difficulty
about it.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I move to correct the
Journal and REcorp by striking it out.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to correct the Journal
and the RECORD.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. By striking it out of the
RECORD. )

The SPEAKER. Which motion does the gentleman make
first? The question is first on the approval of the Journal.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My motion will go to the
approval of the Journal of Saturday, at yesterday’a meeting, and

e insertion of the item of legislation, in publishing the report
of the committee of conference made by the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Hepeurxs]. I would like to put it in that way in or-
der not to make two motions.

The SPEAKER. It will involve a se te vote on each.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In order that it may not
appear that I'make two motions I am willing that they be treated
as one.

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman is to correct
the Journal of yesterday in the matter of the admission of the
report of the gentleman from Iowa, the conference report, and
the statement. :

The ,question being taken (on a division demanded by Mr.
RicHARDSON of Tennessee) there were—ayes 80, noes 88,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for the yeasand nays,
Mr. Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken: and there were—yeas 125, nays 102,
answered * present’’ 9, not voting 115; as follows:

YEAS—125.
Adamson, De Armond, Kleberg, Robinson, Ind.
Allen, Ky. Dick, Knapp, Rucker,
Aplin, Dougherty, Lamb, Russell,
Bankhead, Draper, Lester, Bhackleford,
Bell, Esc Lewis, Ga. Shallenberger,
Bellamy, Feely, Little, Sheppard,
Benton, ay, Livin Bi
Bishop, eming, Liloyd, Slay
Bowie Foster, Vt. Ifgad;'ing Smith, K
. 'oster, Ve th, Ky
Breazea Gaines, Tenn MeCulloch,
‘Brundidge, Gardner, Mich McDermott, Snoo’
B 3 Gilbert, McLain, Stark,
Burke, 8. Dak. Gill, cRae, Stephens, Tex,
Burleson, Glass, Maddox, Storm,
urnett, Gooch, Marshall, Talbert,
Butler, Mo, Gord Mickey, Tate,
dwe Green, Moon, Thayer,
Candler, Greene, Mass, Mutchler, Thomas, lowa
1, Grifiith, Needham, Thomas, N. C
Cassingham, Griggs, Norton, Thompson,
Clark, Hanbury, Padgett, Trimble,
Clayton, Hay, Patterson, Tenn. Underwood,
Cooper, Tex, Henry, Tex. Pierce, Vandiver,
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Powers, Mass. White,
Cowherd, Jackson, Kans, Randell, Tex. Wiley,
Creamer, Johnson, Reid, Williams, TI.
Currier, Jones, Va. Rhea, ‘Willisms, Miss,
Cushman, Jones, Wash Richardson, Tenn. Zenor.
h, Kehoe, Rixey,
Davidson, ern, Rolb:b,
Davis, Fla. Ketcham, Robertson, La.
NAYS—102,
Aﬂ&mﬂi Dalzell, Kahn, ttn
Allen, Me, Davey, La. Kyle, sn;lay.c'
Babcock, Deemer, Lacey,
Bartholdt, Dovener, L er Smith, TI1.
Bates, Eddy, Lowis, Pa. Smith, H. O
Beidler, Emerson, Littauer Southard,
Blackburn, Fletcher, Loudensinger,  Steele,
Boreing, Fordney, M X Btewart, N. J.
Boutell, Fowler, Mann, Stewart, N. Y
Brandegee, Gardner, N. J. Moody: loway,
Brick, Gibson, Morre Sutherland,
Bromwell, Gillett, Mass. Morris, Tawney,
Brown Grosvenor, Moeaa Tayler, Ohio
Browniow, Hamilton, Mudd, 11,
Bull, Heatwole, Nevin, Van Voorhis,
Burk Hedge, Olmsted, ‘Wachter,
Burleigh, Hemenway, Otjen, Wadsworth,
Burto Henry, Conn. Dverstreet, anger,
Butler, Hepburn, Imer, ‘Warner,
Cannon, Hi ker, moc}k,
Capron, Hitt, Patterson, Pa. Weeks,
Coombs, Howell, Payne, Woc
Corliss, Hull, Powers, Me. Wrigh
cr(.‘.ramur. .Jirwim Reeder, Young,
umm. '!!lkin& VR,
Dable, Joy, Richardson, Ala,
; ANSWERED *“PRESENT"—9,
Dayton, Latimer, McClellan, Metealf,
Haskins, Lawrence, Mahon, Sherman.

NOT VOTING—115.

Acheson, Evans, Lassiter,
iyl o TR
5 ; magan, Lindsay. Sear

Ball, Tex. Foerderer, Littlefield, Bchirm, e
&2& gm L M fﬁdmwa, Setby,

4 1 S 4
Belmont, Fox, McCall,
Billmeyer, Gaines, W. Va. McLachlan, Shelden,
Bingham, Gardner, Mass, Mahoney, Bhowalter,
Blakeney, Gillet, N. Y. Martin, Smith, Iowa
Brantley, Glenn, Maynard, Bmith, 8. W,
Bristow, Goldfogle, Mercer, Smith, Wm. Alden
Broussard, Grafl, Meyer, Ta Southwick,
Burk, Pa. Graham, Miers, Ind. Sparkman,
Calderhead, Grow, Miller, 8perry,
Cochran, Haugen, Minor, Spight,
Comnmnell, Hen XF. Miss. Mondell, Stevens, Minn,
Conner, Holliday, Morgan, Sulzer,

g Hopkins, Naphen, Swann,
Cooney, Ho' Neville, Swanson,
Cousins, Hugzhes, Newlands, Taylor, Ala.
Crowley, Jack, rre, Tompkins, N. Y.
Curtis, Jackson, Md. Perkins, Tompkins, Ohio
Dinsmcre, Jett, Pou, VraeTand,
Douglas, chhg‘n. Claude  Prince, ‘Watson,
Driseoll, Kitchin, Wm. W. Pugsle Wheeler,
Dwight Kluttz, ]Ransﬂ:ii, La. Wilson,

Edwar Knox, Roberts, Wooten,
Elliott, Landis, Robinson, Nebr,

e A ACHTER  Mr. Speaker, T Bstntng
r. WA 3 . Speaker, I was present and
and did not hear my name called. e ’

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name
should have been called?

Mr. WACHTER. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. Call the name of the gentleman.

The name of Mr. WACHTER was called, and he voted *‘ nay.”

The following pairs were announced:

For the balance of the session:

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT.

Mr. McCaLL with Mr, McCLELLAN,

Mr. DayToN with Mr, MevER of Louisiana.

Until further notice: ;

Mr. DriscoLL with Mr. SCARBOROUGH.

Mr. CurTiS with Mr. MCANDREWS,

Mr. BALL of Delaware with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana,

Mr. BixgaAM with Mr. ELuiorT,

Mr. DwiGgHT with Mr. NEVILLE.

Mr. Jack with Mr. Rosissox of Nebraska.

Mr. Hopgins with Mr. SwANsoON,

Mr. Hasgins with Mr. Fox.

Mr. Loxg with Mr. NEWLANDS.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. FosTER of Illinois,

Mr. MeTcALF with Mr. WHEELER.

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Mrers of Indiana,

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. LATIMER.

For one week:

Mr. AcHEsoN with Mr. SPARKMAN,

Mr. MercER with Mr. BRANTLEY.

For this day:

Mr. VREELAND with Mr., RyAw.

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD.

Mr. Wu. ALDEN SmiTH with Mr. BELMONT,

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. WILsoN,

Mr. GiLLET of New York with Mr. BILLMEYER. -

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH.

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. WoOTEN.

Mr. SamuEL W. SMiTeH with Mr, SWANN,

Mr. Scort with Mr, SPIGHT.

Mr. PrINCE with Mr. Pou.

Mr. ScHirM with Mr. PUGSLEY.

Mr. MoNDELL with Mr. NAPHEN.

Mr. Mixor with Mr. MAHONEY.

Mr. MiLLER with Mr, LASSITER.

Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. KLuTTZ.

Mr. LiTTLEFIELD with Mr, SULZER.

Mr. Lanpis with Mr. HOwARD,

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. HENRY of Mississippi.

Mr. WaTsoN with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN,

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. TavLoR of Alabama.

Mr. HugHES with Mr. Winniax W. KITCHIN,

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. GOLDFOGLE.

Mr. Grow with Mr. LINDSAY.

Mr. GRAFF with Mr. GLENN,

Mr. Foss with Mr. FLANAGAN.

Mr. FOERDERER with Mr. FITZGERALD.

Mr. Evaxs with Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. DovGLAs with Mr, COONEY.

Mr, CousiNg with Mr. DINSMORE.

Mr. Coxner with Mr. CONRY.

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. BROUSSARD,
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Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. BALL of Texas,

Mr. SmitH of Iowa with Mr. CROWLEY.

On this vote:

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. COCHRAN.

Mr, BAryEY with Mr. BARTLETT,

Mr, MauoN with Mr, JETT.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. LEVER.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire as a parliamentary in-
guiry to ask the effect of this motion. As I understand,the gen-

eman moves to correct the REcorDp by sfriking out the langunage
that declares that this report was presented, that nnanimous con-
sent was given here. and that it was printed.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. This is a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. HEPBURN. This is to strike that out. hat is the ef-
fect of that—to say that it did not occur? I say that does not
change the fact. It did occur. There are scores of men that
know it, and gentlemen who have made this declaration have
simply stated that which is untrue. That did occcur. That did
happen here in the House yesterday, and the Journal is correct
th?rihBICHflARDSON of Tgn&ssee. }Imrise to a point of ordler,

t the gentleman is not making a parliamentary inquiry, surely.

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Speaker—— © :

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer., The Chair is ready
to rule. 'We can not use all the day on this sort of business. The
Chair admits that what has been done is fm)of of its having been
done,asafact. [Laughter.] TheJournal has been corrected,and
there is no proof that these were filed. [Laughter.] The Chair
recognizes, and the gentleman, the Chair trusts, will recognize
this, The Chair stated that he felt that there was perhaps a ques-
tion about this, but there is no doubt of the legal right and of the
exercise of it, and had no doubt at all, until the House has just

en, that what was done was perfectly legal. Yet the sensi-
tive feeling of every member, which feeling the Chair entertained,
malkes us all dislike to have a day that is set apart possibly used
for another [Applause.] The Chair thinks that is the
feeling of the House, and suggests that the gentleman bring in
his report and his statement anew, and have it printed in sweet
compliance with the decision of the House. [Laughter and ap-

plause.
Mr. ﬂlICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to compliment the
Chair on his answer to the parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER. Thequestionisontheapproval of the Journal.
The question was taken, and the Journal was approved.

TERMS OF COURT IN DISTRICT OF UTAH.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report.

The Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disa
Houses on Senate bill No. 148, to provide for
district of Utah——

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the reading of the report be dispensed with, and the statement,
which was printed in the RECORD, be read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent that the reading of the report be dispensed with,
and that only the statement be read. TIs thereobjection? [After
a pause,] The Chair hears none.

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows:

The committee of conference agree that the House recede from its amend-
ments to said act, and agree to the same with the following amendments:

Strike out the words **September, January, and” in line 6 of the Senate
act, and insert after the word “April," in line 6, the following: **and Novem-
ber, and at Ogden City on the second Mlmday in March and September.”

in line 7, bafore the word **terms.” the word * other,” and
after the word *'at,” in line 7, the following: “‘eaid Salt Lake City and.”

Further amend line 7 by strikinn{ out theword ** or,” after the word ** City "
and before the word “other.” and inserting the words “and at;" so that the
said act when so amended will read as follows: i

“That the State of Utah constitutes one judicial district, which is known
as the district of Utah. Termsof the distriet court shall be held in Salt Lake
City on the second Monday in Apriland November, and at Ogden City on
the second Monday in March and September of each year: Provided, “tht
other terms of said court may be held at said S8alt Lake City and Ogden City
rnd atother places in said district when d?]_eg: " e Judge.”

ed necessar th
HN J. JENI{I 8.
D. A. DE ARMOND.
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the conference

report of the committee.
e question was taken, and the report was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote
'byblwhich the conference report was agreed to was laid on the
table.

SALARIES OF JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS.

Iir. JENKINS. Mr. Speaier, I call up another privileged re-
po‘l‘ha SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up an-
other privileged report.

ning votes between the two
olding terms of court in the

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
reading of the report be dispensed with and that the statement
only be read.

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, that course will be
pursued.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, if we could get order. I would like to know what it is.

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, of
the gentleman what report this is, and if it is a unanimous report
of the committee?

Mr. JENKINS. I will ask the Clerk toread the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 8287) to fix the-salaries of certain judges of the United States.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the statement only
will be read

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee
that this is a unanimons report from the conferees.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement.

The statement was read, as follows:

To accompany conference reporton 5. 3287, ““An act to fix the salaries of
certain judges of the United States.”

The Senate conferees agree to all of the amendments of the House with
the exception of those relating to the ies of the chief and associate jus-
tices of the courtof & 1a of the District of Columbia.

The bill asit passed the Senate g‘abve the chief justice of this court 28,000
and the associate justices $7.500, e House amended the bill by giving the
chief justice §.500 and his associates $6,000.

{'Izmhesl'egac;rt of the conferees gives the chief justice $7,500 and his associates
3 Phe B In all other particulars is as it passed the House.

D. H. SMITH,
: V. WARNER,
Managers on the part of the House,

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a
question?

Mr. JENKINS. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman will remember that the
House struck out of the bill the provision which disallowed ex-

nses of the judges while away from home. Did the Senate put
it in or leave it?

Mr. JENKINS. That is left as it passed the House.

Mr. BARTLETT. Under this report the judge gets the in-
crease of salary

Mr. JENKINS. They get the increase of salary and the ex-
penses now provided by law.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask
the gentleman a question.

Mr. JENKINS. Very well.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wonld like to have the gentle-
man state what the present law is with reference to paying the
traveling expenses of the Federal judges. t expenses are
paid now nnder the law?

Mr. JENKINS. Ten dollars a day.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does that cover railroad and steam-
boat transportation?

Mr. JENKINS. Itcoversalltheexpenses whatever theymaybe,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Thenif the judgeisabsent twenty
days he gets twenty times §10 for being away on irregular work.
Is that the law?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, that is the law.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee.. When the judge goes on his regu-
lar circuit what expenses are then paid?

Mr. JENKINS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I ob;li{o,cﬂtto answering these
questions, because that is not involved in this veport.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, just amoment. The
gentleman is so well versed in the law and the machinery of his
great committee that I wanted this information from him. I
wanted to see, to be frank about it, whether the judges drew money
for their traveling expenses and then ride on * passes,’” as I am
told by railroad conductors that some of them do; and it is an

outrage.

The conference report was then agreed to.

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

ADVANCES FROM THE TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBEIA,

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R.
16761) tp'roviding for advances from the Treasury of the United
States for the support of the government of the District of Colum-
bia. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman if that is the loan bill?

%‘E:' PAY%%CKi tkllfnli it ought to go to the Com

, 2 it on the mi
‘Whole House on the state of t.h% Unioic.' o ofha
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. )

Mr. PAYNE. 1 object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BABCOCK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of that bill, and, pending that mo-
tion, I would like to know if there is anyone here who is opposed
to it with whom we can agree on a time for general debate.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill
H. R. 16761, and pending the motion seeks to arrive at an agree-
ment as to general debate.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I susposed the members of the
committee who opposed the bill would probably have charge of
the other side, a.ng as this is an important bill and several gen-
tlemen have asked to be heard upon it, I think probably we would

et along faster if we let debate run for a little while and see
ow it is coming out, rather than to attempt to agree upon time

now.
Mr. BABCOCK., I think one hour, Mr. Speaker, isall the com-
position. 'Would it not be better

mittee wants in favor of the pro
to fix it at two hours for general debate?

Mr. COWHERD. I would rather not agree on a time now. I
only want a few minutes myself, and four or five gentlemen want
to ge heard, and one of them wants about a half an hour. Of
course, the gentleman knows that when we get into debate it may
happen that the first speaker will cover the whole ground and
the rest may not care to be heard. Perhaps we will not take
that much time. There is no disposition on our to Kkill time.

Mr. BABCOCK., Well, Mr. Speaker, as it is impossible to
come to an agreement, I withdraw the request.

The motion of Mr. BABCOCK was then agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. OLMSTED in
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of

the bill (H. R. 16761) providing for advances from the Treasury

of the United States for the support of the government of the
District of Columbia; and the Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That until and including June 30, 1823, the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to advance, from time to time, on
requisition of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in the manner
now prescribed by law, out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise ap-

ropriated, such sums as may be required to meet the obligations of the
Eistri.ct of Columbia on account of its share of the extraordinary expenses
for municipal improvements anthorized, or to be hereafter aunthorized, by
Congress: Provided, That the total advances hereafter made under this act,
taken in connection with those heretofore made under the acts of February
11, 1901, and July 1, 1802, shall not exceed the sum of $10,000,000, which said
total sum, so advanced, shall ba repaid to the Treasury of the United States
within twenty years from July 1, 1808, out of the taxes and revenues col-
lected for the support of the government of the District of Columbia, at the
.rate of $500,000 per annum of the principal, together with interest upon the
deferred payments at the rate of 2 per cent per annum,

8go. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby re-

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. PALMER having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the
President of &BﬁUnited States was communicated to the House
of Representatives by Mr. BArNES, one of his secretaries, who also
informed the House that the President had approved and signed
bills of the following titles:

On Februnary 7, 1903:

H. R. 159. An act providing for free homesteads on the public
lands for actual and bona fide settlers in the north one-half of the
Colville Indian Reservation, State of Washington, and reserving
the public lands for that purpose;

H. R. 5756. An act for the relief of the officers and crew of the
U. 8. 8. Charleston, lost in the Philippine Islands November 2,
1899; "

H. R. 8650. An act for the relief of the estate of Leander C.
McLelland, deceased;

H. R. 9360. An act for the improvement and care of Confed-
erate Mound, in Oak Woods Cemetery, Chicago, I1l., and making
an ap%ropriation therefor;

H. R. 16099. An act to cancel certain taxes assessed against
the Kall tract;

H. R. 11189. An act granting a pension to Carter B. Harrison;

H. R. 12240. An act granting to Nellie Ett Heen the south
half of the northwest quarter and lot 4 of section 2, and lot 1 of
section 8, in township 154 north, of range 101 west, in the State
North Dakota;

- H. R. 18316. An act granting an increase of pension to Weden
O’Neal; and

HH. tg. 16564. An act granting an increase of pension to James
unter. -

On February 9, 1903:

H. R. 16724. An act to provide for an additional judge of the
gstﬁ%ﬁ uiurt of the United States for the southern district of

ew York,

ADVANCES FROM THE TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk, to
be read for the information of the House, an amendment which
I propose to offer at the proper time. The object of this amend-
ment is to more clearly define this proposition and to remove
some objections that have been raised to the bill just read by the
Clerk. I ask for the reading of this amendment as part of my
remarks.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and
directed to advance from time to time to the District of Columbia, in the

manner now bed by law, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other-
wise & mcgm such sums as may be req to meet the ob tions of
the D of Columbia on account of its share of the extraordinary ex-

mnsas for mun.icigal improvements heretofore specifically authorized or to
hereafter specifically anthorized by Congress, and as appropriations there-
for shall have been or may hereafter be made b Congress: Provided, That
the total advances hereafter made under this act, taken in connection with
those heretofore made under the acts of February 11, 1901, and July 1, 1902,
shall not exceed the sum of ga‘(mmo which said total sum o advanced shall
be d to the of the United States from and after July 1, 1
out of the taxes and revenues collected for the support of the government o
the Distriet of Columbia, at the rate g(fm.un per annum of the Eﬂmﬂ
per cen

together with interest upon the defer payments at the rate of
T Annum.
peSuc;:l. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman,one difference betw-=en this
and the original bill is that this fixes the limit at $6,000,000 in-
stead of §10,000,000. That is not the primary object, however,
whichisthis: The substitute statesspecifically that these advances
are to be made only for mo:tlecgs heretofore appropriated or that
may be hereafter appropria by Congress. Quite a number of
my colleagues and others have conceived the idea that this was a
proposition to loan the District §10.000,000 or to authorize the ex-
penditure of $10,000,000 or less. Mr. Chairman, this proposition
doesnot appropriate onedollar. Itdoesnotanthorize the expendi-
ture of a single dollar. It provides simply this: For instance, if
Congress appropriates $10,000,000 in the current appropriation
bill, the District’s half wounld be $5,000,000 and the Government
would be forthcoming with its $5,000,000; but if the District has
but $4,500,000 ($300,000 less than its share of the total amount
appropriated), it is provided that the Government may advance
or loan ;’;o the District this deficit of $500,000 with interest at 2

T cent.

IJeI think, Mr. Chairman, this is as clear a statement as I can

make of the ition.
hMr:, CANI? 0%. Will the gentleman allow me a questionright
there?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. CANNON. Does not my friend believe that this Congress
or any of the Congresses that will assemble for the next twenty
years will be quite competent to decide how much the Govern-
ment should advance when the emergency arises? In other
words, is it not true that when we die wisdom will not take its
departure?

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, we hope not, Mr. Chairman. [Laugh-
ter.] Now, sir, in answer to the gentleman from Illinois, I will
say that we have been passing practically acts of this character
in every recent Congress. In 1901 I reported from the District
Committee the law which you will find printed on page 1 of the
report, providing that the Government shall advance to the Dis-
trict an indefinite amount—any sum whatever—3§100,000,000 it
{night be, if Congress should so determine. That is the present

aw.

Now, sir, at the end of this fiscal year the District will be in-
debted to the Government in the sum of about $1,901,000. The
appropriations that Congress has authorized—appropriations for
Ezt;egt improvements which are in progress—I refer to extraor-

inary appropriations, such as for sewage disposal, the filtra-
tion plant, the municipal building, and the union depot, which
all practically must be paid for within the next three years—
amount to something over $4,000,000. The finances of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, thanks to the gentleman from Illinois, are now
on such a basis that it can pay its enrrent nses and con-
tribute to extraordinary expenses something like five or six
hundred thousand dollars a year.

No gentleman on the floor of this House will say that these
great improvements should be suspended, or that they should be
strung along during a period of twelve or fifteen years, when they
are absolutely demanded at the present time and necessary for
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the health of the city and for the well-being and devel ent of
the capital. Now, this proposition simply authorizes the Gov-
ernment to advance whatever Congress may a.]ﬁpropriate over and
above the District revenues, and limits it to what will be the sum
of the extraordinary expenses—$6,000,000.

Now, this eliminates the question of a municipal hospital, and
other things of that kind that have been discussed, and which Con-
gresswill probably discuss at greater length hereafter. Thisbrings
the amount down to the amount of the expenditures that Con-
gress has authorized—projects covered by the law to-day, and for
which payment must be made. Every recent session of Congress
either this committee or the Apgropriations Committee in an ap-

ropriation bill has been called upon to enact practically this

aw, giving it a time limit.

Now, if you adopt this provision, you settle this proposition
here, so far as these improvements are concerned, which have
been already authorized, and you provide that the District shall
reimburse the Treasury at the rate of half a million dollars a year
and the intérest on the whole sum advanced. Itsettlesthe finances
of the District. When the Commissioners make a recommenda-
tion to Congress, they will know just what the revenues are.
‘When the Appropriation Committee reports a bill, it will know
what the revenues of the District are or what they will be, and
when Congress acts upon it it can act intelligently. So it would
seem to me that the thing to do, the proper thing to do, and to do
now, is to settle this question and not necessitate having it up
every session of Congress.

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man a question.

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. STEELE. What rate of interest is provided?

Mr. BABCOCE. Two per cent.

Mr. STEELE. Is it soguarded that the interest shall be added
to the District’s part of the expenses of the District of Columbia?

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, absolutely. I want to say to the gentle-
man right there on that point that the District moneys arein the
United States Treasury, and the only way to get them out is by
an act of Congress presented through the Appropriation Commit-
tee here. The Commissionerscan not spend one dollar without a
warrant of law from Congress, and this simply provides that
where the District is short in its ,its proportion, that the Dis-
trict be loaned that money, which is repaid by the District, with
2 per centinterest, out of 1ts taxes and revenues collected.

]ﬁr. STEELE. It is usnally provided wherever expenses of the
District are appropriated for, that one-half shall come out of the
District fund. This would have to be all out of the District fund,
in making the appropriations.

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; but I understand that this law in itself
is a warrant for the payment of principal and interest, and it
states specifically where it shall come from.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiara. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
malke an inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin, bearing upon
the subject of tﬁe ability of the District to refay. In the report
of 17 pages I do not find the information that I seek. Whatisthe
total valuation of the real and personal property in the District of
Columbia?

Mr. BABCOCK. Icannotgive the gentleman the exact figure,

as there is now a new assessment.
I do not find that statement in

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana.
the report.

Mr. McCLEARY. I take it the answer the gentleman wants
is the earnings, the income to be derived. i

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I wanted the total valuation
of the entire property; and then I will ask the gentleman what
proportion that valuation bears to the real value,

Mr. McCLEARY. It is two-thirds. The assessed valuation
is two-thirds of the real value.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But I do not find this in the re-
port, which wounld be a valuable source of information.

Mr. McCLEARY. The gentleman has the information now.

Mr. BABCOCK. It has been reported over and over again to
the House by the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But it is not in this report of 17

€8s,
paf[r. BABCOCEK. Thetotal assessed value is about two hundred
and sixty-six millions, including real and personal property.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman separate the
real from the personal easily in his statement?

Mr. BABCOCK. I think so.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Or approximately. )

Mr. BABCOCK. I think I have it right here. The value of
the real property is $219,192,000, and of the personal property
$46,666.000.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then will the gentleman state to
téxe I?E[ouse the amount of taxation per hundred dollars of valua-

on -

Mr. BABCOCK. One and one-half per cent.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman state further
what proportion the valuation, as he has given it, of the personal
and real estate in bulk, if he cares to give it in that way, 1s to the
real value of the property in the District?

%I_r. BABCOCK. It is suppposed to be two-thirds of the real
value,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. On page 3 of his report the gen-
tleman gives the income of the District, and among other items
we find $3,222,000 from taxes on real estate, and the tax on per-
sonal property is $500,000; licenses, $640,000; arrears of taxes,
$150,000; miscellaneous, $700,000. In a general way, can the gen-
tleman give information what that miscellaneous item of 700,000
includes? :

Mr. BABCOCK. That comes from all other sources, from
water taxes and different fixed incomes of the District, and for
special assessments that have been levied. For instance, I will
refer the gentleman to one matter. In the opening of new streets
since the partial repeal of the highway act in 1898, the total
amount expended is $1,710,889.17, and $466,159.44 has been charged
up against the property as benefits.

Now, the District has to pay the entire amount of awards for
the property taken, but the benefits assessed are charged up to
the abutting property. Only $194,103.68 of the amount assessed
as benefits has been paid, and there is still due the District $232.-
035.76 on account of the opening of the streets for benefits to ad-
jacent property. That is an item that would go in under the
head of miscellaneous. »

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Briefly, then, as I understand,
the amount of benefits on street openings which under the law
g;gop&i)g by the District alone are a part of this miscellaneous of

,000.

Mr. BABCOCEK. That is one of the assets of the District now.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How long has the District had a
personal-tax law?

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the District has had a personal-tax
law ever since George Washington was here. -

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They have been assessing on per-
sonal property, then, since the beginning of the Government.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Not on all personal property. They have
assessed personal B? rty all the time.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I thought a year ago we passed a
law to tax personal property.

Mr. BABCOCEK. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]
can ex;]):llain the details of that better. I understand that the
courts held that the personal-property tax law on the statute
books could not be enforced.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And if that is the law that has
existed since the time of George Washington, of course that isnot
in force now.

Mr. BABCOCE. I yield to my friend from Ilinois [Mr.
CaxNoxN].

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that from 1878 up to
the current fiscal year there was practically no tax upon personal
property. Now, last winter there was an increase made for
licenses, which is the largest increase that was made, other than
grew out of the increased valuation of real estate, which was a
matter of administration. It wasvalued atabouttwo-thirds of its
real value, in fact, for the current year. Now, there is no tax
upon many kinds of personal p;}:gerty now. There are very lib-
eral exemptions to start with. ere is no tax on bonds, there is
no tax on stocks, there is no tax on evidences of indebtedness or
choses in action, and so on,

Mr. SIMS. Or money.

Mr. CANNON. Or money, even under the legislation that we
had; but I think that the total personal tax amounts to about
£500,000 and the total estimated tax for the coming fiscal year is
$5,400,000. That is to say, about $600,000 from licenses.

Mr. BABCOCK. Six hundred and forty thousand dollars.

Mr. CANNON. Six hundred and forty thousand dollars from
lri;:;ﬁses and $500,000 from personal taxes and the balance from

y.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Miscellaneous and realty.

Mr. CANNON. Miscellaneous and realty.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to submit to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin a proposition. If the District owed $22,-
000,000 in 1878, and up until the present time. in twenty-five years,
has paid $9,000,000 of that,it wounld take thirty-three years to pa
the balance of that sum. Now, if you increased that inde -
ness, as pr to-day, how soon would the District be out of
debt? ill the District get out of debt in fifty-five years?

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, yes; the %ent.leman should understand
that the revenues of the District of Columbia are about 100 per
cent greater than they were ten years ago.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the increased appropriations
and expenditures—how much greater are they now?
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Mr. BABCOCK. They have grown asthe revenues have grown.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And they will grow 300 per cent,
will they not, if the ﬁnﬂeman’s plan is adopted? .

Mr. BABCOCK. e gentleman must recollect that here is the
sewage-disposal lp]zmt, here is the water-filtration system, here
is the municipal building, here is a union station, all projects
that have never been considered before, and projects that will
never be duplicated. The question is, Can we put the burden
upon the people here now in the next three years to pay these
extraordinary expenditures? .

I want right here, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the
gentleman to another fact, that the per capita tax raid in the city
of Washington by its citizens for the present year is §17.98,
against an average per capita tax in the 18 largest cities in the
United States of $15.85.

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question? i )

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question? :

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield?

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. PAYNE. What is the rate of taxation upon the assess-
ment in these 18 cities of the United States? Has the gentleman
those statistics?

Mr. BABCOCK. No; I have not them here. I wrote to some
of the places. The assessment of the District of Columbia at one
time was more than the whole West Side of Chicago, with its mil-
lion of inhabitants.

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the rateisone and a half upon the
assessed valuation, and the assessed valuation is two-thirds of
the value of the pro .. That would be 1 per cent upon the
value of the property. Does the gentleman know of any city in
the United States where the total taxation of the city and county
is lower than that—a rate of 1 per cent of the value of the prop-

Mr. BABCOCK. Ihave juststated for the benefit of the House
that the tax contributed averages only §15.85, as against §17.98
here. That is the answer.

Mr. PAYNE. That is the per capita tax. It does not make
any difference tome if I am assessed on $10,000 worth of property
what is the per capita tax in mycity; the question is, What isthe
rate on the assessment? I want to ask another question of the
gentleman in that connection. Is there any reason under heaven
why Congress should not deal with the city of Washington just
as any other city is dealt with in the United States—make up a
budget of expenses from year to year and find out how much
taxation it would require to meet those expenditures, and put
the tax rate u the assessment to meet the expenses that have
to be met during the year?

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, I would say to the gentleman that he
knows, as well as every other gentleman of the House, the city of
‘Washington is called upon to pay extraordinary expenses which
no other city in the United States is called upon to pay.

Mr. PA . Yes; and the city receives extrn.or({mary_ help
more than any other city in the United States. And I will say
that if he takes these ordinary expenses you will ascertain the
fact that the tax rate is low when compared with other cities in
the United States. You will see what the rate is; and I am talk-
ing of what the rate is. Why is it not better to meet these ex-
penses just as they are met everywhere in the United States—
make up your budget of the amount of expenditures so that your
tax rate must be equal to the ditures and make the levy
upon the next year’s assessment of the taxes? y .

Mr. BABCOCK. Is the gentleman through with his question?
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I did not expect to call up the

1 of the law of 1878 this morning. Congress in its wisdom
enacted that law. I think the gentleman was a member of the

House at that time, and that has been the law which has governed | posed

the District of Columbia since then. :
. Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
uestion?
; Mr. BABCOCK. I want to answer this short question of the
gentleman from New York. [Laughter.] And now if the gen-
tleman wants to go to work to legislate in accordance with that
rinciple, that is another proposition. The District Committee
gﬂa acted npon the theory that the laws should be carried out
exactly as theyare. I am showing the gentleman that the people
of the District of Columbia contribute more per capita t in
the average city of its size. .
Mr. COWHERD. It is upon that point thatI want to ask the
gentleman a question, if he will yield to me. o
Mr. BABCOCK. Of course there are cities where it is more.
Boston, according to the statistics, bears a higher rate per capita
than any other city in the United States.
Mr. COWHERD. Right there I want to ask the gentleman
a question.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COWHERD. m what source does the gentleman
gather his figures npon which he makes his per capita statement
in the report?

Mr. BABCOCK. They were figures compiled by the Depart-
ment of Labor.

Mr. COWHERD. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true
in the 18 cities he has cited, in 15 of them he has taken only the
municipal tax and shows that it is less than in the Distriet of Co-
lumbia, and that there are only three where there is included the
city and county tax, which shows a very much higher rate—Bos-
ton, New York, and San Francisco?

Mr, BABCOCK. Iwill sayto the gentleman that I was two or
three weeks in securing them, or rather the Department of Labor
was. I asked for as full a report as they could make, which the
Department of Labor made a day or two since. I can get it and
show it to the gentleman if he wishes it. I wished in connection
with that to get everything that was contributed by the residents
of a city in the shape of tax, because in the city of Washington
we have practically the State, county, and all embodied in one
tax; and in order to show in comparison with other cities I desired
that they should have all these included. The Department of
Labcr say that the statement does include these figures and shows
it all in detail. It was too long to read, but it is given at length
in the report.

Mr, COWHERD. Iknow the gentleman doesnot want to mis-
lead the House. I call attention to the fact that the Department
of Labor reEorted on these matters in Bulletin 36.

Mr. BABCOCK. This is their report.

Mr. COWHERD. And by these figures it is shown that the
municipal tax alone in 15 out of the 18 cities that he has stated is
practically as large as the entire tax of Washington, and in the
three cities that have a higher tax it is because the State tax and
the municipal tax were all put in in one connection, so the Depart-
ment of Labor was unable to make the computation.

Mr. BABCOCK. I can only say that in asking for the report
on this subject I asked that it shounld be an exhaustive report, and
Isu that it covered every proposition the gentleman men-
tioned. I asked for all and Isupposed I had been furnished it. I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr, Chairman, this proposition as it came
originally from the committee meant an advance of §10,000,000 to
the District, and eventually a like al?ﬁtl'opriation. of course, from
the Treasury of the United States. erefore it is a bill carrying
$20,000,000, and if for no other reason than the magnitude of it,
the proposition is entitled to consideration by the House. If I
understand the amendment offered by the distingunished chairman
of the committee, it is to limit the advance to $6,000,000, which
means an equal appropriation from the Government Treasury, or
a total appropriation of $12,000,000.

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish the gentleman would explain to the
House that proposition of $12,000,000.

Mr. COWHERD. For every dollar advanced of this §6,000,000
the gentleman’s bill provides for, which he speaks of as ex-
traordinary expenses, there is to be a like appropriation from
the Treas of the United States. The fact is this bill as it
came from the committee and as it came from the Commissioners
is an attempt to commit the Government to a lot of projects, some
of which Congress has never approved of.

Mr. BABCOCK. I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman
does not want to misrepresent the matter to the House. I stated
specifically, when I asked to have this amendment read, that this
sum would cover only what had been authorized.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman did not understand me. I
said as it came from the committee.

Mr. BABCOCEK. It will take every dollar to pay for the pro-
improvements already anthorized.

Mr. COWHERD. Isaid as it came from the committee and
the Commissioners it included projects that had never been au-
thorized. As I take it the gentleman’s amendment—and this
comes up hurriedly and has not been considered—the gentle-
man’s amendment for $6,000,000 includes the advances for the

rojects he mentioned, but that necessitates a like appropriation
rom the Treasury of the United States; so it amounts to
$12,000,000.

Mr. BABCOCK. Justa moment. The District has paid out
$1,600,000 to open streets and the Government pays no part of it.
If it had not been for the street-opening cases, the District, instead
of being indebted to the Government $1,900,000, would be in-
debted only $300,000. Over $1,600,000 to-day has been paid by the
District that has not yet come back; for practically all the in-
debtedness of the District is for that purpose to-day, and the Gov-
ernment has not contributed a dollar, and will not.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman refers to street openings.
I want the House to remember this proposition, that it is now
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asserted by the District of Columbia and their officers that the
Government of the United States is indebted to the District, as
the gentleman says, nearly $2,000,000.

In 1878 we relieved the people of the District of their reckless
mismanagement by assuming one-half of the burden of §25,000,000,
and I believe that when the ten or twenty years is up, these yearly
payments having been passed and current years taking up cur-
rent revenues, there will be the same unanimous sentiment in
this District for us to relieve them of this obligation that there is
to-day for them to create it. and the basis of it will be just what
the gentleman now says, ** You owed us the money at the time
you made the advance.”

That is one reason why I am opposed to any kind of a proposi-
tion that recognizes any particular amount of an advance to be
made at thistime. That is the reason why I am in favor of Con-
gress holding in its own strong hand the entire situation, and
making advances to the District as the District needs them.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was going to take up the proposition as
it appears to me, and that is this: Last year we increased the
revenues of the District possibly $1.500,000 by personal property
tax and saloon tax, and so forth. That means an increase of rev-
enues of $3,000,000. A pretty big jump, gentlemen, for a city of
this size—$3,000,000 in one year. The moment that increase
comes, just at the time when the money is coming into the Treas-
ury and the deficit decreasing, they come up here with a proposi-
tion to borrow $10,000,000,

Now, I do not say g'ou never ought to borrow money. I do not
say that other cities do not borrow money; they do. But this city
is the one city in the United States that is so fortunately sitnated
that it does not have to borrow money. The business man does
not mortgage the future to meet his present needs unless the
necessity demands it. This city does not have to mortgage the
future, because this is the only city in this country that when-
ever extraordinary occasion demands extraordinary expenditures
comes to the Congress of the United States and calls on the lim-
itless resources of the nation to meet it, and Congress gives it
that authority.

I appeal to you if the past has not shown a rule by which yon
may judge of the conduct of the future. I ask if it be not true
that we have provided for necessary expenses of the government
of the District of Columbia as they come up year after year, and
when the District had not the money to meet them we permitted
advances to be made from the National Treasury.

Sanose this increase of $3,000,000 in yearly revenues gives a
surplus in the Treasury of a million and a half or two million dol-
lars, why limit the returns to $500,000?7 Why not let the District
do what any good business man would do, and pay the surplus
on its indebtedness, whether $500,000 or $1,500,000, as it would
do if the present arrangement were continned?

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that back of all this is still
that feeling of resentment that ran like a wave over the District
when the personal-property tax law passed this House of Repre-
sentatives last year, and that, in addition to these expenditures
proposed to be met, some gentlemeélafmbably want to show that
there is no necessity for that personal-property tax.

There could be no greater misfortune to this District or to any
city than to have a large accumulation of money in the Treasury
from year to year, inviting, as such a thing must do in any com-
munify, extravagant e ditures. And if this bill should pass,
and the $3,000,000 that we raised last year should not be taken
for extraordinary expenses, and should be more than enoungh for
ordinary and current expenses, we shall either induce extrava-
gance in the District or we shall come in here and take off the
personal-property tax that we put on last year.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Boscock] says that the
people of this District are more heavily taxed per capita than the
Eeople of any other city. I challenge those figures, and I assert

, and make the assertion on an official report of the Bureau
of Labor taken directly from the census statistics of the Twelfth
Census, that the citizens of the District of Columbia are more
lightly taxed—yes, Ig 50 per cent—than the citizens of any other
municipality in the United States of 200,000 people. [Applause.]

Now, here are the figures, and these are official. ey are
printed in Bulletin 36.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman allow me a sugges-
tion in the line of what he is now about to take up. My view is
that the per capita tax, so far as it affects a bill of this kind, is of
little consequence. I call the gentleman’s atfention to the fact
that the budget for the District of Columbia for the last year was
$8,462,000; that is the cost of the municipal government; and if
the rate had been fixed as suggested by the gentleman from New
York, there wonld have been a corresponding application of one-
half of that amount. One-half of that $8,462,000, as I understand,
was assessed upon property in the District of Columbia——

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, the gentleman misunderstands. The
budget does not mean that the amount has been raised by taxa-

tion. There was $300,000 and more raised from water supply;
there was §100,000 or more from special assessments. The gen-
tleman can not take the entire budget——

Mr. McDERMOTT. How much was raised by taxation?

Mr. COWHERD. Last year, something over $3,000,000; this
year, I understand, a little over five millions.

Mr. McDERMOTT. I challenge the gentleman to find any city
in the world of 270,000 inhabitants where the municipal govern-
ment cost $3,000,000 last year.

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I have here the return for the city
of Newark, N. J. The total revenues of that city—I mean from
all sources—amounted to $6,080,707.

Mr. McDERMOTT. I do not know where the gentleman gets

his figures.

Mr. COWHERD. Newark, N. J., is just a little smaller in
population than Washington, D. C.

Mr. McDERMOTT. The city of Newark does not raise for all
taxes, State, county, and municipal, $3,000,000. I do not know
where the gentleman feta his figures.

%r.bgOWHERD. take them from the report of the Bureau
of Labor——

Mr. McDERMOTT. They are absolutely untrustworthy.

Mr. COWHERD. And that takes them from the statistics of
the Twelfth Census of the United States.

Mr. McDERMOTT. No such tax was ever imposed in the city
of Newark. Take Jersey City——

Mr. COWHERD.. Jersey City raises $4,946,000.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Itraisesabout$2,000,000,and I haveaided
in compiling many budgets of that city.

Mr. EOWHERD. Is the gentleman giving the total rates?

Mr. McDERMOTT. I want to say the gentleman is giving the
wrong figures.

Mr. COWHERD. Isthe gentleman giving the total rates?

Mr. McDERMOTT. Yes.

Mr. COWHERD. The official figures are $4,940,313.

Mr. McDERMOTT. The gentleman who compiled them must
have been an idiot, for it would have made a 6 per cent rate of
taxation in that city.

Mr. COWHERD. I do notknow whether the gentleman is an
idiot or not. He was an officer of the United States. He says he
takes the figures from the T'welfth Census. ;

Mr. McDERMOTT. He must have included every bond that
was sold.

Mr. COWHERD. No, sir.

i Mr. McDERMOTT. And every bond that had anything to
O__

Mr. CO;‘EE[ERD. No, thag. lexcludeﬁ c::.l? on hand at the 3
ginning of the fiscal year, and loans. Ittakes in property taxed,
]iquo?g licenses, other licenses, fines, franchises, waterworks,
electric lights, which is nothing, special assessments, docks,
wharves, bridges, ete.

Mr. McCDERMOTT. The tax rate over in Jersey City on rata-
bles of ninety-five millions this year is 2.70. The gentleman can
compute the whole thing if he wants to.

Mr. COWHERD. And the tax rate in the m’;z of Washington
is 1.50, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BaBcock] has
%Vgnregl that Newark, N.J., pays a tax pel{'3 capita of 14.91 and that

sshr;%’ton ys a tax per capita of 17.98. :
Mr. McDERMOTT. Simply because he dees not know what
he is talking about.

Mr. BAB . The assessment is nearly three times as much.

Mr. COWHERD. The assessment here is only 60 to 65, I will
ask the tleman what his assessment is.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Where?

Mr. COWHERD, In Newark, N. J. -

Mr. BABCOCK. Hereit istwo hundred and sixty-six millions.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Our constitution demands that it shall be
made upon the full market value. As a matter of fact, it ismade
on 70 per cent.

Mr. COWHERD. Then the assessment is higher there than it

is here.

N:T:r. McDERMOTT. Ifisnot higher. They pay 2.70 on 70 per
cent.

Mr. COWHERD. And here1.50 on 60 per cent. -

Mr. BABCOCK. And theroll is ninety-five millions. The roll
of real estate alone here is two hundred and nineteen millions, and
of real estate and personalty two hundred and sixty-six millions—
nearly three times as much.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman was afraid to make his com-
parison in the tax paid in different cities on real and personal
property, but he makes it on a per capita basis, becanse Wash-
ington City, having no labor class, can make the best possible
showing when it is taken per capita. Taking it on property in
Newark, N. J., it is 2.70 on Té) per cent valuation, but in Wash-

ingbonitisl.monﬁ.’iTgerm 5
Mr. BABCOCK. e gentleman says the assessment is wrong.
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Mr. McDERMOTT. You have about the same per capita in
Jersey City that you have in Washington. It is practically less.

Mr. COWHERD. You mean for municipal p ses?

Mr. McDERMOTT. For municipal, State, and county.

Mr. COWHERD. No; you said 2.70, but here it is 1.50.

Mr. McDERMOTT. I know; but it has no possible relation to
values. As I said last year, it is simply the result of the vagaries
of your assessors.

Mr. COWHERD. The value on which they rest. They are
assessed by an assessor in whom this House has shown confidence
by putting in a particular provision in the bill to keep him in
office. That gentleman made the assessment after a careful
study of it, and after competent assistants had been furnished
him by Congress. Now, there is no city in the Union where the
people do not object to the assessment,

Mr. McDERMOTT. That is natural. Every man is going to
complain if he is taxed.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like toask the gentle-
man a question. 'Why is it that the committee does not bring in
a bill simply to permit the District of Columbia to float its own
!;zndsr’t;f the real purpose of the legislation is to let posterity pay
its pa

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I do not know why the District Com-
mittee has not considered such a proposition.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is not that the proper way of
accomplishing what is contended ought to be accomplished?

Mr. SMITH of EKentucky. It may be that that is not what
they want to accomplish, however. [Laughter.]

r. COWHERD. That is probably the ordinary way, but we
have a better way, because the District of Columbia, when it
runs into debt, can only go into debt b{;ﬂn order of this Congress,
and when this Congress says to the District, *“ You can go into
debt two millions, or five millions,”’ this Congressin the very bill
advances the money and then takes it back just as soon as
the District can afford to pay it.

So that the District does not suffer. It does not have to bond
posterity. And I want to say right here that is the argument
upon the streets and in the press, that posterity ought to pay
some of this. I do not believe in bonding posterity unless you
have to. Posterity will want to make itsown improvements, and
it is never satisfied with the improvements that the former gen-
eration made for it. It will have burdens enough to bear when
posterity comes on the scene of action. [Apgl:use.]

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Posterity will have troubles of its

oW1 -

Mr. COWHERD. Now, I just want to say one word in con-
clusion. I have taken more time than I intended. I want to
controvert very strongly the statement of the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Bapcock] that the people here are taxed more
heavily than in other municipalities. I do that because when I
have made the same assertion once or twice before. my statement
has been challenged. Nearlyevery man in the District with whom
I have talked on this subject has complained as to the enormous
taxation here.

I have gone over the 18 cities that the gentleman used in his
report. I have taken the figures furnished in Bulletin No. 36 of
the Department of Labor, and I find this to be true; I find that
in 15 of those cities the per capita tax for municipal purposes
alone is practically as much or more than the total taxes in the
Iristrict of Columbia. i

Mr. GILBERT. And,besides, in those cities they pay taxes on
money and evidences of debt.

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but I am talking about the total tax.
The per capita tax in 15 of those cities under these statistics
is equal to the total tax in the District of Columbia. In addition
to t, in those cities they must pay a State tax and a county
tax, must pay for the schools, the courts, and all the paraphernalia
of State and county machinery as provided for, in addition to this
tax that is equal to the total tax in the District of Columbia.

So, if the gentleman from Wisconsin had doubled the figures he

ve, if he had said the per capita tax in the District of Colum-

ia is about $18 and the per capita tax in other cities in the coun-
tr{lis abont $30, he would have been very near the truth. And
if he will only look at this report, he will find that in New York,
as he gives it, where the per capita tax is about $24, in San Fran-
cisco where the per capita tax is $§25, and in Boston where it runs
to over $30, it does so becaunse the figures that he has used in-
clude the State and county tax on real and personal property. In
the other cities, where he figures the per capita tax as less than
in Washington, his figures include city tax only.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that it seems to me this is
in the best possible shape it could be when it is in the hands of
each Congress to legislate for the District in accordance with its
current needs, and to advance to the District all the money it
needs, snd to compel the District the next year to return what-
ever m:ney can be saved by economical management.

Mr. MuDD rose.

Mr. COWHERD. I have used more time than I intended to,
and I shonld like to yield the floor.

Mr. MUDD. I should like to ask a question.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Maryland for a question?

Mr. COWHERD. 1do.

Mr. MUDD. I want to get at the gentleman’s position. Does
he contend that the extraordinary objects and projects of improve-
ment outside of the usual expenditures should be provided for or
can be provided for out of current taxation?

Mr. COWHERD. Yes.

Mr. MUDD. Or that we should advance the money from time
to time out of the National Treasury as the occasion may arise?

Mr. COWHERD. I contend that in large part they will be
paid for out of current taxation. For instance, here is this sew-
age-disposal system, the work upon which has been going on for
years, and every year the Committee on Afprrépriations has ap-
propriated every dollar that was asked, as I understand it. This
year they gave every single dollar. Here is the filtration plant,
which will take three or four years—or at least a year or two—
to complete. Here is the union depot, which we give them five
years to complete. Here is the highway bridge, that the Com-
missioners guaranteed was to cost about $568,000, and for which
they say now we will need a million dollars.

It will take several years fo build that. Out of the current
revenues, that we have increased this year $3,000,000, we will
save a million or so each year that can be used in large part to
pay these expenses, and what we can not meet in that way we
wﬂltlat the District draw from the General Government at 2 per
cent.

Mr. MUDD. I ask the gentleman for information, because I
thought, perhaps unconsciounsly, the gentleman contradicted him-
self. I understood him to say, in one part of his argument, that
the annual taxes would pay for these projects, and I thought 1
understood him to say in another part of his argument that we
shonld advance this money as we shall anthorize the projects.

Mr. COWHERD. No; I do not say we shall advance the
money. I say we will advance that part of it that can not be met
out of the current taxation, out of the yearly revenue.

Mr. MUDD. The gentleman admits that we can not provide
for all these things out of the annual revenues?

Mr. COWHERD. I do notadmit that we can not provide for
them. I say in large part they will be provided for out of the
yearly revenues. I say that when we do not have sufficient rev-
enue to meet them then we will make advances, but I deny that it
is a good business proposition to make advances before you know
that you will need them.

Mr. MUDD. You would make them from time to time, but
not in a lump sam?

Mr. COWHERD. If it is necessary to make advances from
time to time, make them when the necessity develops.

Mr. BABCOCEK. While this matter is fresh in the minds of
the committee I want to call their attention to this fact—that the
gentleman from Missouri comes here and attacks official Tes,
the best that can be obtained, and which the Department of Labor
has spent weeks in pr?i]mr'mg.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman will permit me to say, with
official figures from the same Bureau,

Mr. BABCOCK (continuing). And he presents, Mr. Chair-
man, nothing as a substitute for these figures. Now, I will show
to the gentleman in just a moment his error, by showing the total
amount of money raised from each one of the following cities. I
hold in my hand a statement prepared by the Burean of Labor; it
has just been prepared. Taking cities like New Orleans, with
300,000 people, the total amount of revenue from property tax,
franchise tax, liquor licenses and other licenses, fines, fees, and
franchise grants, the city of New Orleans raises $§3,849,000.
Washington, with 200,000 people, raises $53,215,000. Where is
your per c_%pita tax there? ;

Mr. COWHERD. Does not the gentleman admit that New
Orleans also raises in addition taxes for State and county purposes?

Mr. P:IABCOCK. This includes all property tax, both real and

rsonal.
peMr. COWHERD. TFor municipal purposes.

Mr. BABCOCK. It covers everything contributed by the citi-
zens of New Orleans.

Mr. COWHERD. For city purposes?

Mr. BABCOCK. This is the entire tax of New Orleans for all
purposes. That is the report from the Department.

Mr. COWHERD. I wish the gentleman would put that report
in the RECORD.

Mr. LANDIS. Doesthe gentleman from Wisconsin mean that
that includes the county and State tax?

Mr. BABCOCK. That includes everything contribated in the
way of taxes. Here is the city of Detroit, Mich., and if ‘his
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statement is not correct I hope some gentleman from Michigan
wiil correct me. Ithasa population of about the same as New Or-
leans—3800,000. They raise $4,221,026. Washington, with 290,000,
raises $5,215,000 this year. Milwaukee, Wis., with a population
of 207,500, almost the same—with 7,500 more people—raises
$3,307,886. Now, then, these are the officials figures submitted
from the Department of Labor. I do not want to misrepresent
anything. 1 have tried to get the best information possible. That
is the source it comes from, and that is the result.

Mr. COWHERD. Now will the gentleman yield to a question?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman comes from the State of Wis-
consin, the city of Milwaukee is in Wisconsin, and has a counfy
organization in that city, has it not, and State? Now, then, the
city of Milwaukee levies a tax for municipal p and the
county levies taxes for State and county purposes, do they not?

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir.

Mr. COWHERD. Now,Ihave the official report from the same
Bureau of Labor, where it says in Bulletin 36, on citiesand States,
the receipts of the city from all sources, and it gives the property
tax and liquor tax, etc., and then it goes on and gives the amount.
Now, as to New Orleans and San Francisco it gives the State tax
and the county tax; but when it comes to Milwaulkee if gives only
the tax for municipal gurposes Does the gentleman from Wis-
consin say there is no State tax levied?

Mr. BABCOCE. There is very little State tax.

Mr. CANNON. The school tax. .

Mr. COWHERD. And the total revenues of the city of Mil-
waukee in 1899—I take it that was the year, because this is dated
lsoogiﬁn%luded the property tax, the liquor tax, and the franchise,

,349,656. :

s.}M.l'. BABCOCK. Accept the u%:nt.leman’a figures. That is all
right. Four millions for a &p tion of nearly 800,000——
Mr. COWHERD., And this doesnotinclude the State or county

tax.

Mr. BABCOCK (continuing). And Washington, $5,215,000.

Mr. COWHERD. Butout of that $4,000,000 you do not take
care of the schoolsand the courts, and you do nottake care of any
State or county paupers, for which in nearly every State there is
atax., This is practically a municipal tax, and I think anybody
will admit that. I now want to yield to the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. BURKETT].

Mr. BURKETT. . Chairman——

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques-
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly.

Mr. PERKINS. As I understand the gentleman, the entire
expense to the city of Washington is from eight-to ten million
dollars per annum, Y]

Mr. BABCOCK. The present appropriation bill as it passed
the House carries $7,750,000, in round numbers.

Mr. OTJEN. Seven million six hundred and eighteen thou-
sand dollars.

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman why that

-is, I live in a city two-thirds the size of Washington, which is
quite as well inistered, has better water, is quite as well
lighted, has an excellent police, and the entire expense of the city
is a little over $2,000,000. Allowing for the difference in popula-
tion, it would make the exgense of the city of Washington about
$3,000,000, Isit not possible that the expenses of Washington
are too large, and that there is some extravagance in the city
government? I do not see where the difference comes in.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I believe, so far as the munic-
ipal departments and the spending of the money appropriated is
concerned, there has never been a criticism; not that any money
was wasted, or that there was any fraudulent contracts.

Mr. PERKINS. Oh,no; but there may be extravagance with-
out fraud. [

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand,as far as thatis concerned, that
‘Washington has been an example for all the world in regard to
municipal expenses. There are large expenditures here. This
bill which the House carries two items amounting to
twelve hun and forty-seven thousand dollars for filtration
plant and sewage disposal, and the gentleman has heard me state
that the District has paid out seventeen hundred and ten thousand
dollars for new streets. Those large items are extraordinary and
not properzzain the current expenses. :

I admit that the criticism is true that the expense is large here,
and it must necessarily be large. There is no city in the Union
that has such wide streets; there is no city where practically all
the streets are paved with asphalt. A large amount of money is
necessarily e ded on the streets.

Mr. PE S. Yes; but I do not see why it shounld be more
than twice the rate of a well-administered city in the State of New

York.
Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from New York allow me
XXXVI—128

a suggestion? There is a million dollars of this expenditure for
the sinking fund for the money that the United States and the
District owe.

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; and in the expenditure of the city of
Rochester there is between three and four hundred thousand dol-
lars’ interest on the public debt that makes a part of the two mil-
lion. Of course, if my friend from Illinois assures me that there
is no extravagance——

Mr, CANNON. Oh, no, no; my friend will not get me on that
point. [Laughter.] 5

AMr,. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from
New York a question?

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly.

Mr, MUDD. Is the gentleman sure that his city as a munici-
pality pays the expenses for courts, schoolhouses, and charitable
1tt];5tit;1tions? Does not the State provide for those or some of

em?
1;hMr’.tPERK];NS. The city pays the expenses of the schools of

e city. =

Mr. MUDD. The gentleman might find many things of that
sort that are not paid by his city which Washington City has to
pay for exclusively.

Mr. PERKINS. Well, they would not amount to very munch;
they might amount to two or three hundred thousand dollars.

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I want briefly, in opposing
this bill, to do so from the standpoint of its necessity. I am op-
posed to the passage of this bill because I believe it is unneces-
sary. It is not expedient to do it, and I believe it wounld be a bad
precedent. I have listened to the arguments for the passage of
this bill and I have read in the newspapers every day for a month
or two of the necessity for its passage. I donot know what is
behind all this. I confess I have never before seen business men
so anxious to run into debt and to encumber their %ropert:y as
some of them seem to be in the city of Washington. There is no
question but what we all want Washington to be a beautiful
city. We are all just as anxious for that and equally so as the
people of this District.

Since 1878 Congress has been especially charged with beautify-
ing this District and city, and no one can say but that it has
made wonderful progress along that line. We want to continue
to build up and develop and beautify this District. Now, I am
opposed to this bill for borrowing this money because it is un-
necessary to borrow it. I listened to the statement of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. BARcoCK] as to what the things were
for which we needed this money. I have done more than that.
I have gone into the report that he has filed—from 15 to 18 pages
long—and I have read every single proposition, and yet am con-
vinced that within the time that it is provided for in this bill that
this money shall be paid back that we can have done three times
as much permanent improvement on the money we shall have from
the taxes from year to vear.

The bill that passed the House the other day, just referred to,
appropriated $7,617,000. The point has just been raised that it
is an nnusual amount. It was, but of that £7,617,000 one mil-
lion seven hundred and odd thousand dollars was for permanent
improvements. So we say that in that bill—

Mr. PERKINS. What sort of improvements?

Mr. BURKETT. I will read them to you.

Appropriations made in the District of Columbia apgropn‘atr:on bill in the
nature of permanent improvements.
ll':)looha for .“tihmryfh_ ...............
Ermnanen; s'yst.em
Assessment and peronnhflswo‘:;ys. SR Eai
Paving roadways under permit system ..
gm;;ki on asﬁ:‘;ﬂeta \:Pd% uyen:frs,ee 1:;1' schedule.
ngs*t:gctionyg‘f eounnt;nfmds

Main pipesewers . ............
}Sig'rmrbun BOWETS ...

Sew system

Trunk sewer, western part Georgetown ....
B street and New Jersey avenue trunk sew
Planting trees, parking commission._._..__

S3szes

s

NERRASERE
N

000

000

000

00

000

%0

Placing fire alarm, telegraph, etc., underground..... 18,£5)
Filtra 111 S EeNE A o = 600, 000
Furniture, new school buildings. _.....__. 12,250
Pianos, schoolhouses. . .coc ccueeeenn..n 2,500
Fire escapes, schools.. 2,400
Fire alarms, echools ... 5,000
Busineas High School. . 7,000
Three new schoo! 140,000
New fireengine. .............. 80, 000
Three new chemical engines_. 6,000
Aerial truck ... 3,500
Police court cells 3,000
1,000

Mr. PERKINS. What is that $400,000 for?
Mr. BURKETT. B street and New Jersey avenue trunk

sewer—part of the sewage-di

system.
In short, in the bill of the

er day we appropriated $1,788,600
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for &)ermanent improvements, according to the list that I have
read.

Mr. PERKINS. How much of that went for street openings?

Mr. BURKETT. Well, there are items of $30,000 for streets
and avenues, $10,000 for opening and widening alleys, $54,000 for
county roads——

Mr. BABCOCK. None of that was for street openings.

Mr. BURKETT. No, sir.

In addition to this §7,617,000, we have a little over $3,000,000
left to spend here in the city, because our revenues available are
$10,800,000. In the bill of theother day,asIsay, we appropriated
$7,600.000; and we have left over to-day $3,000,000 to improve
the District with, to build the terminal, to make improvements
here and there as they may be needed; in short, as the Housecan
see, we have altogether for the coming year $5,000,000 to put into

rmanent improvements in this District. Now, sir, we propose
in the present bill to pay this money borrowed back in twenty

ears.
% Mr. BABCOCK. Five hundred thousand dollars a year.

Mr. BURKETT. Well, that would pay it in something like
twelve years. Now, by the time this is to be paid back we shall
have, according to the same proportion as now (because taxes
will increase as the years go on and e s increase), we shall
have in twelve years. at the rate of $5,000,000 a year, $60,000,000
worth of permanent improvements, and we shall have every dol-
lar paid for.

Now,in my judgment, that is the better way to do. Why, sir,
in three or four years these permanent improvements which the
gentleman from Wisconsin has specified will have been paid for,
and before those improvements are completed we shall have, at
the rate we are now going on, every dollar collected with which
to pay for them.

me one says that this will necessitate cutting down running
expenses. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from New
York to this point: We are collecting $10,000,000 annually, in
round numbers—&5,000,000 from the city and $5,000,000 from the
Government of the United States. Practically the $5,000,000
which the Government of the United States puts in is what we
have every year for permanent improvements.

But some one says, ‘‘ If you putin for permanent improvements
85,000,000 in the course of a year, that will cramp the city.” It
has been said here and in tﬁe press and on all sides that Con-

ss has been niggardly with this District in its appropriations.

t, sir, as I showed the other day on this floor, every single
item necessary or important for the health of the city, or its de-
velopment, or the education of the people or their protection
within the District—every dollar of this kind that has been asked
for was appropriated. Ihave a list here of the various purposes
for which we made appropriations to the full extent of the esti-
mates. This list, covering more than two pages, shows that we
appropriated in all these cases exactly what the Commissioners

for.
Estimates as granted—full estimates.

Btreet and avenne repairs - . oo icecciccemcceacaaeas £200, 000
Replacing sidewalksand curbs ... -~ 10,000
Careofbridges. .......—.cocooooc - 4,000
Construction and repair of bridges 15, 000
Cleaning and repairing sewers _... 58, 000
Main pipe sewers ... ccceeeeannae 50,000
BoburDal BEWETS ..o oo i n oo oo mmaae m maean s amaer e OOy OO0
hase and condemnation of right of way to put sewers. 1,000
Auntomatic flushing tanks. ..o oooaaanon 1,000
Extension boundary line sawer.... 40,000
Continuing sewage disposal system , 000
oty Gl e SR e S o , 000

B street and New Jersey Avenue SewWer - e cceeecmeennmnn 000
Disposal city refuse ... _............_. , 000
Publicscales ........ 200
Publicpumps ____...___. 000
Wires under%}'mmd , 950
Extension police-patrolsystem __________________ = + 000
4-dial, -number manual transmitter firealarm... .. .o ... 250
‘Washington Aqueduet ... - 000
tration plant...... {151
School-teach i)

oy R -
Schoolhonse fanitm-s and engineers .
L et G ) RSSO E T SR R S S e s
Repairs and changes in plumbing in school buildings .
Repairs, heating, and ventilation. . .. ...
Furniture new school buildings
Pianos, schools......ccco.miaanenn
Text-books, school supplies...
Flags for schools
Fire extinguishers and escapes, schools ...
Telephone and fire alarm, school .___
Columbia Institute Deaf and Dumb
Bt s aypea e
re apparatus. ............
New hoSe «.ueeecrecccenas
Purchase fire horses_...
Rent fire de; ent
New e:gine 0nse ...
8 new chemical engines (asked five,
Aerial trook ... oioiaeeiaaaos L LS e N N SO et
Health department, C. H., including disinfecting service, emer-
ncy, drainage fund, adulteration of drugs, etc., Garfield and
B roTidonce hospitals, Inciuding isolating wards, ote

g ESE835238EsERRuEsE:

2o8 HoaBEmorBuleBiEaE S Baaks EEEN

Court reports.....ooceicecacaoacian SR S T L S e s

Police court (except raise of salaries), including witness fees, re-
‘pﬂrs, furniture, board, rental, and jury fees.....

Himrtdans DL

a,
1,
Defending suits. Court of C 3,
Interest and sinking fund....... ais,

Emergency riot fund.____...

Support of convicts ________ 45,
Conrt-hoise foroe and Gare -- i oo sl s i i 12,
Support of prisoners . __.._....___.__. 46
Washington Asylum, contingent__._ b8
Support of inmates in reform schools. 28,

Girls' Reform School.coo.oono...... ]
Groceries and provisions, Girls' Reform School ol
Wraglmiintt eluied ke n e L R e 21

ALL CHARITIES AS ESTIMATED.

Board of Children's Guardians

Hospital for insane__________..___.

%ahef of pogr. P e =
TROAPOTIEtion of DA Do - T e e e e s

District of Columbia Militia ..o mean

If there be no objection, I shall put this entire list in the Rrc-
orD without reading the whole, so that members may see that for
all this score of items that I have gone over we appropriated
every dollar that the Commissioners of the District asked us to
appropriate. We have not scaled down the items in any partic-

Now, I also have a list here, which I will not go into at length,
of the few items which we did not allow in full as asked for. I
will state for example the first one. It is an item for repairs to
county roads. Omne hundred thousand dollars was asked and we
gave $80,000. Eighty thousand dollars was current law for the
repair of county roads in this District, about 100 miles, It is pos-
sible that there are a little more than 100 miles, but in the exam-
ination it was stated 69 miles and afterwards corrected. All told,
it is a little over 100 miles. For street sweeping we allowed cur-
rent law. For cleaning off ice and snow we allowed current law.
For the bathing beach we raised the estimate, and so on down
through the list here. For the things that were necessary for
the health, life, or protection of the people here in this District
we gave them what they asked, and in these other items we
gave ‘fl'hat in the judgment of the committee they could use

roperly.
g N%W,YI turn to this report of the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Barcock],and I find that the $1,700,000 added to what the
committee appropriated would leave, as they say, a deficit of
$352.000. According to the report of the gentleman from Wis-
consin, by adding all the things he says should be added, it would
produce a deficit this ‘%ear of only $352,000.

Mr. BABCOCK. ill the gentleman yield for a moment?

Mr. BURKETT. Yes.

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will read the report, he will
find the report says that there is a portion only, and to that I
wish to call the attention of the House—not all.

Mr. BURKETT. These area portion. There are some in here,
I want to say, that this House will probably neverindorse or pass
through. It will be cut down more than increase in that par-
ticular; but giving it as the gentleman puts it, and as do the Com-
missioners, the very highest possible estimate they have ever
asked for, there is a deficit of only $352,000. Now, let me sug-
gest another thing. The District owes to the United States on
borrowed money $1.900,000 in round numbers. Six hundred
{:housand dollars of that is payable this year by the terms of the

aw.

In the estimate that we have made, which I have given you
heretofore, we have figured on the District paying %ack this
vear one-third of that $1,900,000, or, in short, paying back $600,000.
Yet they have come in here and instead of extending the time,
if it is necessary, on this year’s payment, they ask us to loan
them $6,000,000 more, when all that is needed, according to their
own statements, to make them come out even and $300,000 ahead,
would be to defer this year's payment on what they borrowed in
times past, when taxes were not as they are to-day. '

Now, I am opposed to this proposition of letting this loan go
through for another reason, and that is that it is very nsive
to borrow money. Away back a good many years ago this Dis-
trict went into the money borrowing business. To-day they owe
in round numbers $13,000,000 of bonded indebtedness. A few
days ago I sent to the Treasury De%arhnent and had them figure
up very carefully and accurately what that $13,000,000 which the
District of Columbia borrowed was §omg to cost the District of
Columbia by the time they paid it off.

After giving all the items, which I will not read through, but
will insert in the RECORD, the final line is: ‘‘ Total cost of the
3.65 per cent bonds, $37,883,579.61.” In short, the $18,000,000 of
improvements which the District made with that borrowed money
is to cost the District, and they are paying for it to-day, over
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$37,000,000, and in the bill we passed the other day we appropri-
ated $900,000 for that purpose.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE TREASURER,
Washington, D, C., January 26, 1903.
Hon. E. J. BURKETT.

House of Repre}enmtl'ues, Washington, D, C.

S1r: In answer to your request of the 16th instant relative to the cost, in-
cluding the interest and final redemption, of the 3.66 per cent bonds of the
District of Columbia, a reference to the laws under which these bonds were
issued may be interesting.

Act of June 20, 1874 (18 Stat., 116), bonds issued for board of andit
P e Lo e S G e S U SRS S RS SSC SRR (S (LS )
Act of June 16, 1880 (21 Stat., 284): ;
PBonds issued for board of audit certificates. ... —cceeeena.s 684, 400
Bonds issued for judgments of the Courtof Claims ... ... 420,150
Act of August 13, 1394& Stat., 217), bonds issued for additional
interest at the rate of 2.35 per centon board of andit certificates
funded under the act of June 16, 1880, and for the redemption of
8 per cent certificates of indebtedness. ... oo 112,500
Total tmmue b0 aabe . o et 14, 960, 300
The act of June 18, lsmkg:rovideﬂ that the total issue of the 3.65 per cent
‘bonds should not exceed §15,000,000. The balance of g),T[D unissued will prob-
ably be absorbed in payment of judgments of the Courtof Claims in cases
now pen . -
Tl}e bonds issued for board of audit certificates and for judgments of the
gotm: gf‘gliims carried interest from an early date, the grea part from
ugust, 1874,

The bonds issned under the act of August 13, 1804, bore interest only from
the interest period preceding the date of issue.

The total interest due and payable on these bonds, including
the fiscal year 1! S 4| PRt e Lt el SR e A B
The bonds retired by the sinking funds amount to §1, 989,900
and cost 2,292, 918.84

Total cost to the close of the fiscal year 1908 ... ... _..... 16,912, 307. 61
Estimated sum to be appropriated for the fiscal year 1904, and
annually thereafter to the date of maturity of the 8.65 per
cent bonds, August 1, 1924, §975,408 for twenty-one and one- T D
il Sis.

':l"ota'l rospective cost of 8.65 per cent bonds to the date of
mat &)rit.y ...................... pe ................................. 37,883, 579,61

e pA ELLIS H, ROBERTS,
Treasurer of the United States,
Ex officio Commissioner Sinking Fund, District of Columbia,

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chhirman, the gentleman states that the Dis-
trict pays this all. Is he not mistaken? Does not the Govern-
ment of the United States pay one-half of the borrowed money as
well as one-half of the current expenses?

. Mr. BURKETT. Thatisso by the terms of the undertaking
of 1878, yes. Now, I want to add this in passing also. - There is
a limit of indebtedness beyond which a man should not go. My
judgment is that a man should never go in debt to build a fine

ouse. He can afford to go in debt to buy a farm, or his ma-
chinery, or the things with which he is going to do business, but
he can not afford to go in debt to put on style. A city, when it
is started out on the plains, must have certain things, and can
afford to bond to pave a street, possibly; can afford to bond for
waterworks or for electric lights, if necessary.

But I do not believe a city that is more than 100 years old, that
has everyone of these necessary things, can afford to bond to
beautify the city; in short, to put on the frills and the furls with
borrowed capital. I do not believe that you and I, as guardians
of the property of the people of this District, onght to permit
them to go into debt for improvements of this character.

As I have said. there is a limit bayond which men and beyond
which cities onght not to gointo debi. Ihavehere areportof the
Department of Labor. I have gone through the list of 150 cities,
and have found the limit of indebtedness that those cities have.
I will say that it averages less than 5 per cenf of the assessed
valuation, That is the limit under the law.

Most of the towns in Pennsylvania, for instance, taking them
as a whole, permit an indebtedness of 7 per cent of the assessed
valuation. In Boston, Mass., they can not go into debt to exceed
2 per cent of their assessed valuation; Cambridge, Mass., 21 per
cent; Chicago, 5 per cent; Haverhill, 2 per cent; Indianapolis,
Ind., 2 per cent, ete.; and, as I have figured it out, 5 per cent
is a little more than the average indebtedness that the cities of
this country permit themselves to contract by the laws passed
by their councils or by the legislatures directly responsible to the
people of those cities. That is the average; and of these 150
cities less than 15 have a larger per capita indebtedness than has

Wi 1. :

Now, I have taken the assessed valuation of the District of Co-
lumbia as it has been given to you by the chairman of this com-
mittee, and 5 per cent on that assessed valuation for the District
of Columbia will figure out $18,292,000—with> $200,000 of what
we are already in debt, without counting the floating debt.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman— ]

Mr. BURKETT. Inshort, Washington is already in debt more
than the average city of this country is permitted by its own laws
and regulations to go into debt.

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me?

§14,619,988.77

Mr. BURKETT. Yes.

Mr. BABCOCK. In making that statement here of property
valued at $219,000,000 the House should understand that that is
only 46 per cent of the real-estate values of Washington. The
Government owns 54 per cent of the real estate, so that, taking
the gentleman’s own rule, it would reduce the percentage rate
more than one-half.

Mr. BURKETT. Now, here is another reason why I oppose
the passage of this bill. As T have said, it is not necessary.
fast as these imyégovements are made we will have the money to
pay for them. There may be a year or two when two or three
extra things come in, when we will have to advance some out of
the Treasury, just as we did last year,

Take it for example last year. Here came in a demand for a
high-pressure water system. There came in a demand for the
hurrying on of this filtration plant. There came in several of
these things that had to be pushed, and pushed hard and quickly.
What was the result? The Committee on Appropriations rec-
ommended, and the House and Congress appropriated, a large
amount, advanced it out of the Treasury, and hurried that work
on, Now, this year, as has been stated, the amountof the appro-
priation bill which passed the House was less than the amount
carried last year. Why? Because we cut down the sinking fund
appropriation this year $239,000. 'We cut down the appropriation
for the high-pressure water system $200,000, and such items as
that, aud that is why it is decreased $800,000 for this year.

I say we will have the money just as fast as these improve-
ments are made. This bridge will not be completed for five
years. This railroad terminal will not be completed for five
vears. The filtration plant will probahlg be finished next year.
It will take three or four years to finish up this sewer system
that we have , and we have given them every dollar the
asked for, and we are pushing i® just as hard as we can. We
will have every dollar for them as fast as they are ready for it.
We have enough this year and almost $1,000,000 to play on,
in my judgment.

Here is the final reason why I am opposed to this loan, and why
Iam ofpposed to permitting this city to go further into debt, by
way of bonded indebtedness or otherwise. We are not directly
responsible to the people in this District. They do not vote for
ns. We and succeeding Houses never can feel the responsibility
to the people here that we feel at home or that councilmen elected
by the people of this District would feel toward them.

Precedent is a hard pnsher. Whenever you establish a prece-
dent for doing a thing you can always repeat the dose at the
slightest provocation. If we establish a precedent now to per-
mit them to borrow money without any more provocation than
there is at present, time will go on and in years to come they will
kesp on increasing the indebtedness until they will confiscate the
property of this District in time, or as the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. CowHERD] has prophesied, they will come in here on
some great popular clamor and uprising in the District and will
ask us to do exactly what we had to do once before, and that is
absolutely to wipe out the indebtedness of the District by the
3ppr0€lriation of money from the Treasury of the United States.

I ];he ’eveéogentlemf?, in tgle face of tt%rse facts, that this bill
ought not to pass. is no necesaa?. e will have a surplus
when the District appropriation bill has gone through this year,
and in my judgment, estimating it carefully, with the things that
are undertaken, we can make in the next five years $25,000,000 in
permanent improvements. If we have to pay for all in one year
that is now under contract there would not be more than half of
this amount needed. In short, if all were completed next year,
it would take but 87,000,000, and yet in the five years required
for their completion we will have twenty millions to pay on the
$7’%0e[¢)1'000 worth of permanent improvements thathave been sug-
gested.

Mr. MUDD. I wish to ask the gentleman a question forinfor-
mation. Do I understand the gentleman to say that we will have
twenty-five millions over the expenditures of the next five years?

Mr. BURKETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. MUDD. Twenty-five millions to be expended for extraor-
dinary projects? 'Will we have five millions in excess of ordinary
expenditures for each of these five years? Can the gentleman
mean to say that?

Mr. BURKETT. 1 say that it costs $5,000,000, tically,in
round numbers, for the mere running expenses of g:%)iatrict of
Columbia, and we will have that other $5,000,000 for permanent
improvements. There will be $5,000,000 this year to go into per-
manent improvements in this District, and if it does not cost any
more than g5,000,000 the next gear for the running expenses, that
will be met by the tax levy and we will have $5,000,000 to go into
permanent improvements every other year in the future.

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. 1 n—-

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to speak for or
against the bill?
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Mr. McCLEARY. éﬁnimt it.

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair will have to recognize the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, a member of the committee.

My. SIMS. If anyonewants to address the committee in favor
of the bill, I prefer they do so.

Mr. McCDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I want to speakto a point
that seems to be raised by everyone who opposes national aid to
municipal government in the District of Columbia. We are told
that the District is without representation. That is not its fault.
If it had the representation, if it had political influence outside
of this body, it might not find the difficulty that is found in ob-
taining exact justice. But it does seem as if it was the pleasure
of Representatives from all parts of the United States to cry out
that gm District of Columbia having the Federal Government
located here, it should pay all the taxes.

Last year it was asserted on the floor of this House that the
District of Columbia should pay more than its apportioned share
of the public burdens—in fact, all the municipal cost. Why?
The District of Columbia pays out for her municipal government
more than any other city of equal population in the Union.
‘Why? Because the city is the national capital. You take the
case of maintaining the police force in the District of Columbia.

- Whyis it so great? Becanse you have to keep a police force here
to guard United States property and to be ready for incursions
that do not occur in any other city in the Union. You have to
keep constantly on hand a larger police force than would be

in any other city of 270,000 inhabitants.

Take the avenues of this city. For one cen we have been
constructing upon the plan laid down by Major L’Enfant. What
was the idea of that plan? That there should be a national city
80 constructed as to necessarily be expensive. What is the resnlt?
There has been a constantly recurring annual expenditure for
maintenance that is not found in any other city in the United
States. What other city maintains any such avenues? What
other city maintains any such system of parks as the city of
‘Washington?

Washington’s municipal government is costly, not because of
the private residents here. If they had control of the ordinary
expenses of the municipal government they would not be called
upon to maintain such avenues as they do to-day. They would
not be called upon to expend so much on asphalt pavements in
miles of wide streets. It is a beautiful city, but it is not a city of
the residents of Washington. It was designed and built for the
people of the United States, and the le of the United States
occupy the same relative position to its beauty and its improve-
ment that the French people do to the city of Paris, where it is
enough to put up a sign, **This park belongs to the people of
France,” to prevent trespass upon public ground or desecration
of public property by anyone who comes from the most remote
part of the French Republic.

This city has been constructed on lines not for the financial
benefit of the residents here. Itsavenues,its ificent streets,
the immense outlay for asphalt pavements have not been solely
for the citizens of Washington. It is true they get the incidental
benefit of residence here, but the city was designed to be a na-
tional monument. Where else can you find a city where over 50

cent of the valueof the real estate is occupied by the National
vernment?

We know that ordinary taxation is on the theory that it ex-
clndes Government property from tax imposition. If is an ele-
mentary principle that tax on Government property shall not be
im , but we can not apply that rule to the city of Washing-
ton, because the city itself is laid out, is constructed, and has
been improved from the days of Washington and L’Enfant, not
merely as a residence city, but as a monument to our national

tness.

As we go on in the march of that improvement I do not believe
in imposing in any annunal tax levy millions of dollars for novel
and permanent improvement. If is not done in any other city in
the world and should not be done here. The people of this Dis-
trict ask only for that whichis accorded by every State legislature
to cities desiring to make extensive and expensive improvements,
Sound municipal policy has always. outside of this District, em-
braced plans for the gradmation of the burdens of permanent
improvements, and, whatever the fate of this bill, that policy is
bound to find placein the government of the District of Columbia.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have got no ill feeling toward the
people of the District of Columbia. I certainly take as much

ride in this, our national city, as anybody. At least, I think I

o, and I take it that I do in its favor all that I onght to, in view
of my nsibilities as a representative of the people. I have
not come here to say a word that will embitter anybody against
the people of the city of Washington. I have no hard feelings
against the people of this District, who, by this bill, are seeking
to lighten their already verg light burdens as compared with the
burdens of other cities. Therefore it does not for anything

bitter, for anything that is unpleasant, to be said in considering
this bill. I only want to take a plain, fair, businessslike view of
the matter.

Let us look at the facts. But before going into those facts in
an orderly way, I want to notice a few things said in favor of this
bill in the nature of a reply. My distinguished friend from New
Jersey [Mr. McDErMOTT] speaks about the system of parks in
‘Washington. They are the finest I know of anywhere, of which
we are all prond. I think on account of that system that this
city receives more benefit from its parks than any city in the
United States or elsewhere. All of that benefit, if I am correctly
informed, is a gift to the citizens of Washington. The parks, as
I stated, and the public spaces are kept up entirely out of the
Treasury of the United States, and do not cost any citizen of
‘Washington one farthing; and although he has not the exclusive
use of them, he has all the benefits of them that he wants. Wash-
ington has the best system of parks of any city in the world, as
far as I know, and it does not cost the people of this city one cent.

Mr, McDERMOTT. But you should substract the value of
those parks from the value of property assessed for revenues.

Mr. SIMS. Do the people of this city not appreciate the fact in
their favor that there is not a neighborhoocd in this District that
the poorest person in it can not go out and enjoy the shade and

uiet of the parks that are kept up by all the taxpayers in the

nited States for their benefit, without one cent of cost to them
in the way of taxes, and yet this is made a matter of complaint
that they are so blest.

‘What next? They claim on account of this large amount of
park area that is kept up at the Government expense that they
are deprived of that much real estate for purposes of taxation.

Now. let us look at that for a moment. What would this city
be worth if the parks and the site of government were out of it?
‘Would all this land of the area now covered by this city be worth
as taxable assets what the area inhabited by private persons is
now worth? The parks absolutely add in value to all the rest of
the property, and without it it would shrink very materially.
And when I hear gentlemen get up here and say that 54 per cent
of the area of this city is covered by parks, and that they are de-

rived of that much taxable property that they otherwise would

ave, then I must reply to them that 100 per cent of the area
without the Government would not be worth, for taxation pur-
poses, what they have now.

Why not take a common-sense view of this thing? We are
ilad to have the parks, and we are glad to have our constituents

eep themup. I expect to continue to vote for it, but I am sorry
that I have continunally to hear the complaints on the part of the
people, who have almost exclusive enjoyments of the parks that
they are enjoying by having the blessings cast upon them at the
expense of my constituents and yours, say because you have done
this for them you must do more. I think there has enough been
said about that. Let us look at the situation as it is.

Every member of this House may know, but it is well to recall
that on E&coount of its b:eing the gle?:I of oveanment, that 03 a::i,i
count o uiring greater expenditures, broader streets, an
that 1~:i11drgcfl thing, the Government of the United States, or the
taxpayers of the United States, pay one-half of all the burdens,
except street extension. Every improvement that is made, one-
half is paid by the taxpayers of the United States, while the en-
joyment is almost exclusively by the people of the city of Wash-
ington., Just let a member %2 and try, as I have been for the last
few days, to buy a lot on which to build a house, or to buy a
house, and to get within the precincts of Sixteenth street or
Connecticut avenue or Massachusetts avenue NW., and see
what it will cost him to getit. It appears that the value of the
property in those localities is so much enhanced by the contiguity
of these parks that there is no loss of actual financial benefit, but
on the contrary a greatly added value. We are all in favor of
these parks, and I do not want a backward step taken.

While one-half of all improvements made in this city is paid by
the Government, I have never known an improvement autgorized
that had not been asked for by the Commissioners of this District
in behalf of the people. Take the case of the municipal building.
Very great interest was manifested by the people of the District
for a magnificent municipal building, but when they asked for
that improvement, did they not know that half the expense of
that structure would be borne by them?

‘When they asked us to tax our people for one-half of the whole
cost of that structure, did they not know that the other half, ac-
cording to the agreement that thg had made, and according to
gimple justice, should be paid by them? Such improvements are

granted on the application of citizens; and then they come here
and say, *‘ You have saddled us with the expense of this improve-
ment beneficial to the citizens of the District; now loan us the
money to pay our one-half of the expense; and require us to pay
only one-half the interest that citizens ordinarily pay upon money
which they borrow for like

purposes; and give us twenty years
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in whick to pay the indebtedness.”” Now, does a p: spirit of
liberality toward this District require that we should burden in

this way the taxpayers of the United States at large? )

I know it is claimed that a United States 2 per cent bond is worth
more than par—is at a premium. Iadmitit. That bond carries
with it certain banking privileges which adds to its value. But,
sir, the United States could not to-day borrow at simple interest
without issuing bonds, with the benefits attending those bonds,
$100,000,000 at 2 per cent, I do not care what may be the solvency
of the Government, sir. There is not a city in the United States
to-day that can borrow money at 2 per cent. Yet, sir, when we
thus pay one-half of the District expenses, we are asked to estab-
lish a permanent policy here of loaning money to this District at
the rate of 2 per cent per annum. I ask, How does that look, when
we consider the burdens of the citizens of the different States
whom we represent?

Sir, this question has been so thoroughly ventilated heretofore,
so far as the per capita taxation is concerned, that I do not think
it worth while to go into it further. Butwhen we come to impose
these burdens upon your constituents and mine for the support
of this District, we must look at the different forms of property
of the different localities and the amounts at which they are
assessed. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAxxox] has well
and truly said that no bonds are taxed in this District; that the
stock of no corporation is taxed in this District; that notes are
not taxed; that mortgages are not taxed; that no evidence of in-
debtedness is taxed; that money is not taxed.

Now, when we come to compare the tax rate in Washington
with the tax rate in other cities, we must make the comparison
upon the basis of the same character of property and a similar
assessment. Iam not here to defend the theory of taxing evidences
of debt. I believe that some of the taxation of this city is based
upon aproper theory. The taxation of the gross receipts of corpora-
tions is, I think, correct; I advocate and defend it. But when you
make a comparison between taxation imposed in Washington and
some other city, you must bear in mind the character of property
upon which this taxation is levied, taking into consideration both
realty and mnalty. Sir,if youwould take the assessment roll of
the District of Columbia, and consider the various kinds of per-
sonal properties which are taxed in other cities but not taxed here,
you would probably bring the tax rate in this District down to §1
per Imud.reg. even upon a two-thirds valuation.

Look at taxation in the different States. Why, sir, in a debate
in this House several years ago the question was raised by some
gentleman from Towa in regard to the taxes paid for school pur-
poses in his section. He stated, if I remember correctly, that the
total taxation paid in his State upon the average was $4 or &5 per
hundred—in other words, 4 or 5 per cent—and he undertook to
draw a comparison to the disadvantage of the Southern States,
because his section, as he claimed, paid an amount so much larger
for school purposes.

But, sir, when you weigh the tax burden of different sections
and compare it with the burden here, and bear in mind the fact
that the taxation here is for municipal purposes alone, while in
most localities in the States there is taxation for mmunicipal,
county, and State , you must reach the conclusion that
a tax rate of $1.50 in this District is extremely favorable to the
citizens here. Take the State of Tennessee. There, when a man
gives a note for borrowed money, taxes must be paid on that
note, while the debtor pays taxes on the money owed. Soona
vendor’s lien note taxes must be paid, both note and the land for
which it was given; so in the case of stock in corporations. The
holder of the stock must pay taxes on it, while the corporation
as such must pay taxes on the tangible property of the corpora-
tion.

You may say that this is double taxation. Granted. But Isay
when you undertake to compare the burden of people in other
localities with the burdens borne by the people of this District
yon must make a reasonable, scientific, and just comparison. Ido
not know the city in the State of Tennessee in which the tax bur-
den of the citizens will fall as low as $2 per hundred, yet we think
we are bearini a very low and modest rate of taxation. I can
say that I think it is a great advertisement for Washington City
that the tax burden of her people under the existing system is
lighter than the tax burden of any other city of the United States
having 200,000 population.

Then why Bhoufd we loan this money? Whose money is it that
we will loan? It is the money of your constituent and my con-
stituent. How does that constituent get the money which we
loan? If he is delinguent and has to borrow, he has to pay from
6 to 10 per cent if he borrows straight; if he is delinquent in his
taxes and does not pay them at the time aps)ointe](]il,l%amagea are
assessed equaling, perhaps, 25 per cent, and he must pay them.
This committee comes in here and asks Congress to take the
money out of the pockets of your constituent and my constituent
and loan it to these people at a rate of 2 per cent interest. For a

like loan your constituent and mine would have to pay from 4 to
6 per cent.

ow where is the justice in that? Where is the demand for it?
Where is the plea for it? Where is the occasion that demands
such a sacrifice of the interests of your constitnent taxpayer and
mine in order to further lighten the burdens of the taxpayers of
the District of Columbia? I say this with no ill feeling toward
these people. They have treated me nicely, and I like them. I
wish I lived here, and then I would not have to pay taxes on my
personal property, and by that I mean choses in action and things
of that kind; but we have already adopted a precedent for it—
and I take no credit for that, because I o it them—loaning
even from one Congress to another at a rate of interest but one-
half, at least, of what it would actually be if they had to borrow on
their own bonds. Therefore Ishall not oppose aloan in that way.

Are we not doing enough when we reenact from time to time,
as emergency arises, proper legislation? Why should they bor-
row almost without limit, to be returned within twenty years,
and at a rate of interest which the Government of the United
States conld not obtain if it were to borrow money as youn or I or
any city would have to borrow? Idonotseeany justicein this. I
do not see anything that demands it. I think I have said enongh
on this matter. I opposed this bill when it came before the com:
mittee, notwithstanding every newspaper in the city published it
as coming from the committee with a unanimous rt, and has
continued todo so ever since. Of course itis true that they might
have regarded my o ition as amounting to nothing, but I feel
it my duty to give this Congress the facts I have given them in
this general way.

I am not going into details. That has been done already, and
I do not want to consume the time of the committee and hold it
here for further detail; but when your constituent and mine is
taxed double what these people are and pay from double to three
times the amount of interest on any money which he may borrow
why should we loan these people at the rate we do, to be paid
within twenty years? I can not see why we shounld do so, and in
not doing so I do not see that we prove recreant to the interests
of the Distriet or its citizens. 88 is practically the common
council of the District of Columbia, and is in session practically
all the time. Whenever an emergency has arisen in the past, it
has never failed to come to the relief of the District. It will do
so in the future, and let us have those who follow us in this House
assume some of the responsibility.

I am not in favor of loaning money at all at 2 per cent. I
would be in favor of raising the rate of taxation until they actually
Fﬂy one-half of the burden, but the precedent has been estab-

ished and I am willing to follow it. C]:leagl money means ex-

travagance. With money at 2 per cent and the National Treas-
m'% to fall back on, extravagance will run riot in this city, and a
debt will be piled up of such vast dimensions that some future
Congress will be called on to assume if and take it bodily from
the shoulders of the people of this District. Against such a con-
dition of affairs I feel it is our duty to do all we can, and as a
means to that end let us vote down this bill. * Sufficient unto
the day is the evil thereof.’”” Let the problems of the future be
solved by the gfgople of the future.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have lis-
tened very attentively to the debate this morning, and. unless
I am greatly mistaken, there is an absolute misconception of the
proposition that is before the House. I am going to take just a
few minntes to state the proposition as I understand it. Here
is the District of Columbia, a Distriet 10 miles square, a trifle
over one-half of the real estate in which is owned by the Govern-
ment and the other half by the citizens residing in the District.
There is no Territorial form of government. Congress controls
this District absolutely.

The people, some 300,000 in number, residing in the District of
Columbia have no political rights. They have not the political
rights that we have conferred npon the Filipinos, because the
Filipino, if he complies with certain qualifications, can vote and
can organize his town and city government. These people can
not do that. These people have not even the right to be repre-
sented upon this floor, in either Chamber of Congress. More
than that, we tax these people. We fix the rate of taxation
which they shall pay. We determine upon what improvements
shall be made. We appoint officers who control them. We ap-
point the Commissioners who take charge of the affairs of the
District, and the people have not a single word to say about it.

They have not the rights which the Territories of Oklahoma,

i , and New Mexico, and even Hawaii, have on this floor, be-
cause the Delegates from those Territories are entitled to come
here to talk for the interests of those Territories. More than that,
we have provided that they may establish their own Territorial
form of government, and we have given to their people what may
be termed self-government. Now, these people pay the tax which
we say they shall pay. They pay the rate of taxation which we
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say they shall pay, We determine what tax they shall pay, we

e their money, and we put it into the United States Treasury,
and we spend that money for them. We can make their taxrate
any amount that we choose to make it.

The tax, as fixed by the laws now in force, amounts to about 1}

r cent. The assessed valuation is fixed by the officers of the

nited States Government, and not by the representatives of
these people. Now this taxation, as appears in the report which
you have before youn, yields a revenue of about $5,000,000 per
annum. If that revenue be sufficient, then there is no occasion
for the passage of this bill. But one thing is important. These
people have the right tp know whether this tax is to be uniform
or is not to be uniform. All that we seek to do in this bill is to
provide that in the future when any great exigency arises in the
way of any large expenditure, the United States Government shall
carry on the debtor side some part of the obligation which we
put on these people.

Is that loaning money? We have a perfect right, if we choose,
Mr. Chairman, to say that next year, if the part which the people
of the District should carry amounts to $10,000,000, that they
shall pay the entire $10,000,000 in a single year. Do we want to
do that? Do we want to carry out the proposition which was
made by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. PAYNE] to-day, of
putting into the tax levy each year the amount which will cover
what is negessary to take care of that part which the people of
this District are called upon to pay? I1say not. I want to ask
the gentlemen of this House if, when you carry out any great
improvement in your cities, you put it all in the tax levy? I
want to ask my friends on the other side if, when they introduce
in their municipalities sewerage or water systems or any other
great municipal improvements, they put it all into the tax levy
of a single year and make the people pay it?

‘What is the purpose of this proposition? The only purpose of
it is to give some assurance to the people of the District of Co-
Inmbia that the rate of taxation shall not be jum from year to
year until it becomes burdensome. So far as I am concerned,
and so far as my opinion goes, I believe that it is the duty of
Congress to do something for the development of the cit?r of
‘Washington. These people in Washington are finding no faunlt
with the payment of a reasonable rate of taxation. The rate of
taxation which they bear to-day is a rate as high as is paid by the
citizens of my city in Massachusetts, and it is a rate higher than
is paid by the citizens of the city of Boston.

Mr, SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. SHATTUC. Do you pay taxes on bonds and stocks in
&?itﬁng, or, under the law, ought you topay a tax on bonds and

Yy .

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. We do not pay any tax in
Boston on stocks which are issued by domestic corporations. We
pay upon all bonds, and we pay upon stocks that are issued by
corporations created ontside of the State.

Mr. SHATTUC. My judgment is that there is no city in the
United States where the tax amounts to over 1 per cent on a par
valuation of the property in that city. I know something about
taxation, and I say that there is not a city in the United States,
where they exempt bonds and exempt stocks, where the rate is 1
per cent on the par valuation. In other words, my judgment is
that there is no city in the world that is as favored in the matter
of taxes as Washington City is. There is not a city in the world
that is so free from taxation as this. You ought to pass a law, I
think, in favor of Congressmen, so that they.could stay here.
[Laughterv@

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Now, my friend from Ohio
can not have any controversy with me on that proposition. I be-
lieve that the people living in the District of Columbia should pay
a fair and reasonable tax.

Mr. SHATTUC. Upon what do you base that?

Mr. POWERS of husetts. A fair and reasonable tax
may be said to be the average tax in cities of like size.

r. SHATTUC. I think that is fair.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Now, my friend will agree
with me that it is the duty of Congress to see that these people
are assessed a rate that is fair and equitable. I am not here to
make any defense in behalf of the citizens of Washington, or in
favor of low taxation. On the other hand, I believe they should
pay a reasonable tax. I believe to-day under the present assess-
ment they are paying a reasonable tax. But what I say is that,
since they have no voice in fixing the rate of taxation which they
shall pay, since they have no representative upon the floor of this
House or upon the floor of the Senate, we ought to adopt at this
time a policy which shall be in favor of making the tax uniform.
By uniform I mean having it continue fair and reasonable, I
maintain that the proposition that we shall put into the tax levy

each year whatever sum we choose to assess these people in the
way of taxes is unfair and nnwise.

For one, while I am not a citizen of the city, I am interested in
the growth of the city. Only a year ago we brought forward
plans for the greater Washington, and they were sent thronghout
the country. They were approved. There was a national inter-
est and anational pride in the development of Washington. Peo-
g}; are coming to this city from all parts of the country. It has

ome the most important winter resort in America.

Only a year ago my distinguished predecessor, who served my
district with distinction upon this floor, came to this city to make it
his winter home, and he brought along with him alarge amount of
taxable property. He is a public-spirited gentleman, interested in
the growth of this city, prepared to pay any reasonable tax. But
I say he has a right to know whether his tax next year is to be a
reasonable tax or not. I say he has a perfect right to know
whether his tax is to be 3 per cent or 5 per cent, or whether he is
to pay a tax of 14 per cent, which is a fair and reasonable tax upon
a fair and reasonable valuation. So I say that it is important it
should be settled.

For one, Mr. Chairman, I would like to see the city of Wash-
ington become a city of art, a city of progress. I would like to
see the capital city of this nation made a city to which wealthy
men and wealthy women would resort. I would like to see the
plan of greater Washington carried out. I readonlya short time
ago in a magazine article a statement that over $100,000,000 was
expended every gea.r abroad by American citizens who go there
to study art and to visit the cities of the Old World. e, the
wealthiest nation in the world commercially, have reached that
stage where we can afford to have one city, at least, the national
capital, so developed and improved asto induce our ‘reople tostay
gn this side of the Atlantic and allow them to expend their money

ere.

If you take the case of the French capital, the wisest invest-
ment the French ever made they made a generation ago when
they converted that city into a center of art to which the Ameri-
can goes to spend his money. More than that. Take the exam-
ple of the old Greek, he y understood the wisdom of invest-
mentsin art. For more than twenty centuries the world has been
paying the Greek race tribute. All that is necessary to be car-
ried out in Washington to make it a place the people will be
proud of is to develop it along right lines. If you will adopt the
policy such as the District Committee present here to-day, a policy
which will undertake to make the taxes from year to year uni-
form in the city of Washington, people will come here from all
parts of the country and all of the globe.

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question?

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman favor a policy on the part of
the United States Government that will induce millionaires to
leave their respective States and bring property now taxable in
those States here and then exempt them from tax in this city on
that kind of property? :

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I certainly do not. I have
stated once at least, if not more than once, that I do not believe
any citizen should be permitted to live here unless his property is
fairly taxed. What I say is, that if the tax to-day is mnot a fair
and reasonable tax then it is our duty to make it so. Iam not
advocating a refuge here for men who wonld escape from taxation.

Mr. SIMS. Is it fair that he should pay no tax on stocks,
bonds, mortgages, and money in this city, when they are taxed
everywhere else?

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. If that is true, it is not fair.

Mr. SIMS. That is the fact.

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment?

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman states that his friend who came
here from Massachusetts a year ago brought with him a great
deal of capital and is willing to bear his share of taxation.

Mr, POWERS of Massachusetts. Exactly.

Mr. LANDIS. Isit nottrue thatif he brought all he possessed
with him he will not contribute in the way of taxes in Washing-
ton more than one-half of what he contributed in Boston?

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Idonotunderstand thatis so.
I understand under the presentlevy of taxes the tax here in Wash-
ington is exactly the same, or nearly exactly the same, as the
tax thronghout husetts, and some higher than in the city
of Boston.

Mr. LANDIS. I desire to ask this question. Now,I intend to
vote for this bill, but I do not take any stock in the claim contin-
ually made that the citizens of Washington are unduly taxed.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I made no such cfm‘m.

Mr. LANDIS. The other day two gentlemen were talking, one
from Indiana and one from Washington. The Indiana man lived
in a house the value of which was $6,000. The Washington man
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lived in a house that he had recently bought and paid $14.000 for.
The Indiana man's taxes were $150 a year. The Washington
man's taxes were less than $75 a year. Now, that shows rela-
tively the taxes that are paid by a man who lives in a little town
in Indiana as compared with the taxes of a man who lives in
Washington.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. That is not the faulf, Mr.
Chairman, of the people of Washington. They do not tax them-
selves, We tax them. If our method is wrong, let us change it.

Mr. LANDIS. I know; but it shows that there is no excuse
for this continual howl that we hear that the taxation in Wash-
ington is unfair and is out of proportion to the taxation of other
people in the country.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I will say to the gentleman
that I never heard the claim made by any citizen of Washington
that the taxation here was unfair. On the other hand, from what
I have seen of the citizens of Washington, they have expressed
themselves as perfectly willing to bear their fair proportion of the
taxes. The only thing that they have advoca is that the
method of taxation should be, as far as practicable, uniform.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me a
question?

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman complains that
Americans goabroad to spend their money. I think his complaint

is good.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I did not say that I had com-
plained of it. I stated it was a fact. I did say that I thought it
wonld be of more advantage to this country if they expended
their money at home rather than abroad.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman
a remedy that is within the gentleman’s power, as he is a member
of the committee. Let him place the names of these people who
go abroad and spend their money on the duplicate lists for the
gayment of taxes on personal property and he will remedy that

efect immeasurably.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. That brings up again the
proposition that these people are not fairly taxed. {)Vhose fanlt
is it? It ismnot the fault of the people of Washington, because you
do not allow them fo tax themselves. If it is anybody’s fault, it
is the fault of Congress. If our system of taxation is not a uni-
form system, let us make it so. the taxation to-day imposed on
the people of Washington is not sufficiently hi%h, let us reform
it; but do not undertake to force upon the peog: of Washington
a project which says to them: * Your taxes this year will be 13
per cent, and next year we are foing to set on foot some new im-
provements in Washington, and your taxes will be 5 per cent, be-
cause you must pay it out of the levy, and we will put it into the
levy.” Iask you if the people are not right when they say that
if you put upon them these large burdens you shall allow them to
be extended over a term of years?

I heard some one say that they saw no reason why you should
burden posterity; that th? ought to take care of their own debts
as they go along. I would like to have this gentleman point to a
single Erogressive municipality in the United States that has ever
yet undertaken a great improvement that they did not issue bonds
to pay for it and provide a sinking fund and extend it over a
term of years?

Massachusetts has loaned its credit and money to municipalities
in the metropolitan districts of Boston, in order to assist them in
making permanent improvements. Those of you who have vis-
ited the State of Massachusetts and gone over our metropolitan
district, covering a large area about Boston, upon territory of
which are over a million people, may have noticed onr magnifi-
cent park system.

How did we develop that? We have taken the land along our
rivers and reclaimed it. We have taken the rivers and streams
and preserved them, making them for all time great waterways
within that State. How did we doit? Why, the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts, in her wisdom, loaned to these municipalities
some £14,000,000, which to-day they owe the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts. That is the way to make permanent improve-
ments. Youn do not make permanent improvements b{p acing
on the people a burden that will drive them outside of the State.

I can not imagine a more foolish or more unwise policy than
the policy which says to the people of Washington, and says to
the American people, that whenever the Congress of the United
States wants to carry out a great improvement in the city of
‘Washington it will make the people of the District of Columbia
pay in a single year one-half of that expense, even though that
one-half of the expense be ten or fifteen million dollars. There
is not a municipality in this country that undertakes any policy
of that kind. e true policy is to start your improvements and
carry the expense of thoseimprovements in such a manner that it
will not be a burden upon the people for any single year.

Now, what is this proposition? It provides that whenever the
Congress of the United States feels that the amount of taxation
which it is imposing upon citizens of this District is larger than
ought to go into the tax levy it may advance some portion of that
money in order that the burden upon the citizens here be not too
heavy. Is that wise? Will anyone say that this policy differs
from the policy of any municipality in .Xmerica? Every munici-
pality other than Washington, when it undertakes any great im-
provement, issues its bonds, provides a sinking fund, and takes
care of those bonds when they mature at the expiration of the
specified period—twenty or twenty-five years..

Ifit be true that the ordinary tax levy is going to take care of all
these large improvements, then there is no harm in passing this
bill, becanse we may not, perhaps, advance a cent under it. On
the other hand, if it be true that the ordinary tax levy will not
take care of the improvements, then there is every reason why
we shounld pass the bill.

I have a feeling, Mr. Chairman, that some gentlemen on this
floor misapprehend the situation. We come here from all parts
of the country, and many of us, perhaps, have taken part in mu-
nicipal affairs in our home towns. We all get together here and
undertake to run the great city of Washington exactly as we
would run our home town. But, sir, I can not overlook the fact
that there are in the city of Washington less than 300,000 people,
one-third of whom belong to the colored class, and are unable to
pay in the same ratio as others the burdens of taxation. I can
not overlook the fact that thousands and tens of thousands of
clerks residing in Washington do not pay a single cent of taxa-
tion—not even a poll tax. And when I take into consideration
these facts, and also that the citizens of Washington $urn over to
the Treasury of the United States more than $5,000,000 in a single
year, it seems to me that they are doing somewhere near their
duty as citizens who have no political rights. For these reasons
I trust that this bill will pass. [Applause].

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. LAcEY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of
the House of Representatives was requested:

8. 7123. An act for the protection of the public forest reserves
and national parks of the %nited States;

8. 6599. An act to provide a government for the island of Guam,
and for other purposes;

8. 6960, An act for the relief of Charles W. Howard;

8. 6570. An act to correct the military record of Simeon Perry;

S. 7263. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a building thereon, to be used for a laundry and stable
for the Burean of Engraving and Printing, and to provide for the
erection of an addition to the Burean of Engraving and Printin
building on the ground now occupied by the laundry building an
stable, and for other purposes;

S..6653. An act granting a pension to Halvor Paulson;

S. 4812. An act granting a pension to Addison Arnold;

S. 5437, An act to authorize the settlement of the accounts of
officers of the Army; )

8. 6689. An act for the protection of wild animals, birds, and
fish in the forest reserves of the United States;

S. 3034. An act for the relief of the owners and officers of the
brig Olive Frances and others on board of said brig;

S. 7T115. An act to provide for the erection of an addition to the
public building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak.;

S. 6666. An act for the relief of J oseph M. Simms, captain,
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (refired);

S. 6895. An act to authorize the promotion of Maj. William
Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in the Army of the United States;

S. 2205. An act to correct the military record of Joseph T.
Vincent; ;

8. 7185. An act to authorize the board of commissioners for the
Connecticut bridge and highway district to construct a bridge
acrot(i-xs the Connecticut River at Hartford, in the State of Con-
necticut;

D(?' 4307. An act to correct the military record of Charles F.
isch; -

S. 2871. An act to correct the military record of Edward T.
Lewis; and

8. 721'11‘7. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert H.

inessaﬁ also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments bills of the following titles in which the concurrence
of the House was requested:

H. R. 8663. An act to remove the charge of desertion from
the military record of Charles F. Woodward;

H. R. 10095. An act for the relief of Levi L. Reed;
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H. R. 5101. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min Contal;

H. R. 15659. An act granting a pension to Mrs. Elise Sigel
and Mrs. Negley;
TnH' R. 15400. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos

Tner;

H. R. 14845, An act granting a pension to Margaret Snyder;

H. R. 9107. An act granting a pension to Austin A, Vose;

H. R. 15911, An act granting an increase of pension to George
N. McMurry;

H. R. 15757. An-act granting a pension to Frances C. Broggan;

H. R. 7110. An act granting an increase of pension to Aurelia

M. Power;

H. R. 16161. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran-
cis A. Tradewell;

H. R. 10672. An act granting a pension fo Ada S. Kempfer;

H. R. 6332. An act granting a pension to Michael Conlon;

H. B. 3-)04 An act granting an increase of pension to Grace
A. Negley; and

H. R. 7642. An act providing for the holding of terms of the

5 Ia R. 14952. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard
. Grove;
H R 7334. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira L.

H R 14604. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa C.

KH R. 14605. An act granting an increase of pension to John T.
noop;

H. R. 16465. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Knepple;

H. R. 5167. An act gra.nmng an increase of pension to John G.
Nowman;
WHI E 15961. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane C.

elch;

H. R. 2812. An act granting a pension to Susan Kent;

H. R. 14168. An act granting a pension to John B. Anderson;

H. R. 14889, An act granting a pension to James T. Lundy;

H. R. 16499. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
S. Wainwright;

H. R. 11790, An act granting an increase of pension to Abel

circuit and district courts of the United States at Kansas, and | Woods

for other pu

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment bills of the following titles:

H. R. 8254. An act granting an increase of pension to John R.

Curry;
H. R. 9074. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Gates;
H. R. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa Tar-

box;

H. R. 1014. An act granting a pension to Laura Levenseler;
HH. R. 714, An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick

art;

H. R. 15478. An act granting an increase of pension to Win-
throp W. Wolcott;

H. R 12524, An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira
M. Cooper:

H. R 5460. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Sherry

H R 5450. An act granting a pension to Charles P. Bigelow;

H. R. 8626. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah
E. Yemans;

H. R. 14388. Anact granting an increase of pension to Graham
MecClosson:

H. R. 7012, An act granting an increase of pension to Abel
Fleming;

H. R. 11258. Anact granting a pension to William F. Randolph;

H. R. 14258. An act granting a pension to Fletcher Duling;
ShH. R. 15064. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick

Ovar;

H. R. 15329. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza-
beth Resenbarger;

H. R. 15661, Anact granting an increase of pension to James M.

arshall;

H. R. 6161, An act granting an increase of pension to Homer
Davis;

H. R. 805. An act granting an increase of pension to George
Heinzman:

H. R. 4118, An act granting a pension to Charles Maschmyer;

H. R. 11417, An act granting an increase of pension to Julia
Anglada;

H. R.15437. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A,

erITy;

H. R. 15438, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
E. Peabody;

H. R. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram S.
Thompson;

H. R. 15439. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane P,
Chester;

H. R. 2614. An act granting a pension to John Sullivan:

H. R. 18826, An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
N. Bonnean;

H. R. 15754. An act granting a penmon to Frances Cowie;

H. R. 156870, An act granting an increase of pension to John
Smith;

% R. 5898. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben
F. Carter;

H. R. 16153. An act granting a pension to George W. Choate;

H. R. 15571. An act granting an increase of pension to John

Macfarlane;
H. R. 4059. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A.

Cook;

H. R. 16358. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min W. Walker;

H. R. 14789. An act granting an increase of pension to David
Brobst;

D'H- R. 16512. An act granting an increase of pension to John
inneen;
H. R. 14687. An act granting a pension to Margaret Brennan;
Q H. Rk 14963. An act granting an increase of pension to Herman
uerc
H. R. 8578. An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus
E. Edmunds;
: H. R, 16.134 An act granting an increase of pension to James
Vans;
H. R. 15840, An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph
B. Weyeneth;
Pal;{ﬁt:% 4807. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
H. R. 10953. An act granting an increase of pemnsion to John
A. M. Seitz;
H. R. 13850. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
K. Cameron;
H. R. 14120. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah

: rd;

H. R. 15585. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon
S. Shaner; .

H. R. 9987. An act granting an increase of pemnsion to Aaron

Young;
: H. R. 16217. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia E.
ones;
GH(,R 16492. An act granting an increase of pension to William
A,
H. R. 7778 An act granting a pension to Peter Buckley;
Do]?ldR‘ 16272. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch

H. R. 16271. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus
W. Peabody;
- H. R. 16269. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie

. Colt;
RH 11%1 1015. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac F.
nsse
= H. ]:F. 12063. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E.
mit
H. R. 16711. An act gmntmg a pension to Ann Gilbert;
H. R. 1299. An act granting an mcreaaa of pension to Gustavus
S. Perkins;
ChH. R. 3516. An act granting an increase of pension to Ozro F.
eney;
H. R. 12214. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane A.
Tillinghast;
H. R. 16058. An act granting a pension o John Corbett;
H. R. 10663. An act granting an increase of pension to BenJar-
min H. Downing;
H. R. 5920. An act granting a pension to Washington T. Filson;
H. R. 5918. An act granting a pension to Margaret Fox;
- H1 R. 16032. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
aylor;
H. R. 14811. An act granting a pension to Almedia J. Robison;
H. R. 15211. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Slusser;
WHBR“1829 An act granting an increase of pension to George
Tl
H. R. 14407. An act granting a pension to May E. Bunn;
H. R. 1531. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan E.

Duncan.
H.R. 7851, An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie H.
er;
H. 1'{‘,15511. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus V.
rrell:
' H. R. 2473. An act gran an increase of pension to James
Billingsley; Hog
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H. R. 3569. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
A. Buckholz;

H. R. 15864. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min Knestrict;

H. R. 16321. An act granting a pension to Michael Devine;

H. R. 3899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
B. Wilson;

H. R. 13297. An act granting a pension to Martin Greeley:

H. R. 12019. An act granting an increase of pension to William

Lowe;
TlH. R. 1929. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter
iper: ;
E}HI? 4266, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
1mke; .
CL'II;rIO{.tmTDﬂ. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
i ut;
H. R. 15406. An act granting an increase of pension to James
P. Campbell;
H. R. 15409. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Claybourn;
LH(iiIfL 11596. An act granting an increase of pension to Inez
. Clift;
H. R. 4441, An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar
Brewster:
H. R. 12071. An act granting a pension to Thomas Martin;
H. R. 15869. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester
W. Abbott;
FHLI];%) 16148. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry
. Libby;
H. R. 13358. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Wilder;
NHhII{s 12410. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary
ichols;
H. R. 8617. An act granting a pension to Sabina Lalley:
H. R. 15472, An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Chamberlin;
H. R. 4153. An act granting a pension fo Jane Hale;
COH" R. 18099. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis
sier;
H. R. 9814, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary

illiams;
WH. Ri 14143. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta
. Seely; 6
K:;Hf- R. 4183, An act granting an increase of pension to Gottlieb
er;
H. R.15892. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Titus;
H. R. 15839. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther
Scott;
H. R. 14251.
J. Reynolds;
H. R. 11125,
Campbell:
H. R. 15084,
H. B. 15572.
H. R. 16162,
Brown;
H. R. 15841,
Silva;
HI;'IRI" 15910, An act granting an increase of pension to James
A. Hale;
H. R. 1923. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
W. Damon;
H. R. 8288. An act granting an increase of pension.fo Scott

An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh
An act granting an increase of pension to John S,

An act granting a pension to James H. Powell;
An act granting a pension to Charles W. Bracken;
An act granting an increase of pension to George

An act granting an increase of pension to John

Case;

H. R. 13519. An act granting an increase of pension to James
M. Clement;

H. R. 8287, An act granting an increase of pension to Peter
Johnson;

H. R. 14391. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward

alsh;

H. R. 14897. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip
Mooney;

H. 2. 15800. An act granting a pension to Delania Preston;

H. R. 15622. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min Cardwell;

H. R. 15693. An act granting an increase of pension to Delitha
A. Cook;

H. R. 15358. An act granting an increase of pension to John

Snod%aas:
H. R. 13088. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram

D. Deming; ¥ L

Hi.hR. 1482. An act granting an increase of pension to John A.
Smith;

H. R. 15421, An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza-
beth Palmer;

H. R. 2675. An act granting an increase of pension to John M.
Stanley;

H. R. 13689. An act granting a pension to William W. Painter

Bartli R. 6889. An act granting an increuse of pension to Michae
er;

H. R. 11199. An act granting a pension to Lewis Walton;

H. R. 1377. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget
Agnes Tridel;

H. R. 14814. An act granting a pension to Herman J, Miller;
BuH. Ili.l 14302. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel

rrell; L

H. R. 14303. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert
H. Maricle:

H. R. 15997. An act granting an increase of pension to Christian
J. Flanagan;

H. R. 15694. An act granting a pension to Bessie Ledyard;

H. R. 15673. An act granting a pension to Annie E. Doss;

H. R. 16591. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Mattingly;

H. R. 15550. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Hinkle:
PI:{iR. 1;3(1053. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry

. Reynolds:

H. R. 15206. An act granting a pension to Mary P. Everton:

H. R. 9950. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses
Whitcomb;

H. R. 13239. An act granting an increase of pension to Ervin
Thompson; .

- H R.k13240. An act granting an increase of pension to Nimrod

H. R. 16534, An act granting an increase of pension to James
H. Durham;

H. R. 15684. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
R. Prentice;

H. R. 7012. An act granting an increase of pension to Abel
Fleming; and -

H. R. 16334, An act fixing terms of United States courts in
Colorado, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted npon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriation
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1904, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ProcTor, Mr,
CSQeUAm.m, and Mr. CoCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the

nate.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing bills and resolution; in which the concurrence of the
House was requested:

H. R. 11127. An act for the relief of the Propeller Tow Boat
Company, of Savannah;

H. R. 13358. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Wilder;

H. R. 14388. An act granting an increase of pension to Graham
MecClosson;

H. R. 16602. An act to extend the time granted tothe Musecle
Shoals Power Company by an act approved March 3, 1899, within
which to commence and complete the work anthorized in the
=aid act to be done by said company, and for other purposes; and

Benate concurrent resolution 63.

Resolved by the Senatfe (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be printed and bound of the proceedings in c°§§”“‘“ o the acceptance of
the statues of Charles Carroll, of Carrollton, and John Hanson, presented by
the State of Maryland, 18,500 copies, of which 5.000 shall be for tga us=e of the
Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remain-
ing 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators and Rep-
resentatives in Congress from the State of Maryland.

The gé)llnt. (gﬁmxgdngi&:a {la;nﬁptrént.mﬁ is hereby authori_m% f.ao have the copy

pared for the ie nter, who shall procure suitable copper-process
{:{:uﬁ to be bound with these memorials. L =

ADVANCES FROM THE TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES FOR JHE
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I will now ask for the read-
ing of the hill.

Mr. McCLEARY. Will the gentleman yield to me for five
minutes?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Chairman, before this debate closes I

shonld like to state briefly what the real question is; for there
have been many questions di herethat have nothing to do
with the case.

The question before us, Mr. Chairman, is simply this: Shall we,
in the closing hours of the Fifty-seventh Congress, only a few
weeks remaining, nndertake to determine the policy for the Con-
gresses that are to come; orshall we leave each of those Congresses
to determine its own method of solving its own problems?

Mr. Chairman, o ition to the pending proposition does not
raise the question whether there shall be made the needed im-
Erovementa in Washington or not. This Congress has done its

uty, or will soon have accomplished its duty, in this connection,
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The next Congress will determine what it deems wise in the mat-
ter of improvements.

Opgosition to this bill does not raise the %)enaml question

hether advances should be made from the public Treasury, if
such advances should be needed; in other words, we who oppose
this measure do not op; advances as they may be required.
Opposition to this bill does not imply any variableness in the
rates of taxation, as feared by my friend from Massachusetts
[Mr. POWERS].

Now, let us look at the propositions nnder consideration. The
bill as reported called for advances amounting to $10,000,000, to
be paid in twenty years. This morning the chairman of the com-
mittee proposes that instead of advancing $10,000,000, we shall
advance onlg $6,000,000, to be repaid in 12 annual payments of
$300,000 each. 'We think that when this gentleman takes another
step onward he will reach the right position. He has gone from
$10,000,000 of authorization to $6,000,000. Now, we say, let the
authorization be reduced to naught. In other words, let us de-
feat this bill and leave to succeeding Congresses the solution of
their own problems.

This bill, as I have just said, calls for an advance of $6,000,000,
or the authorization of an advance. How do we know that that
is the right amount? Our friends themselves have varied in their
judgment within twenty-four hours. How do we know that this
is the right amount? It may be too much, or it may be too little.
They propose that when the advance is made it shall bear inter-
at atg per cent. How do we know that that is the right rate to

paid?

It happens that to-day the current rate which the United States
Government pays on its most recent obligations is 2 per cent.
But before the period of time for which this proposed loan is to
run shall have expired circumstances may have changed, so that
the Government of the United States may have to pay 3 or 4 per
cent for the money that it requires; or, on the other hand, it
may be able to obtain money at the rate of 14 per cent or 1 per
cent. This bill provides for annual payments of $500,000 annu-
ally. How do we know that the District always ﬁys that sum?
And how do we know that it will not frequently be able to pay
more?

In other words, the elements of the problem are too uncertain.

If this bill should be defeated, as in I‘;ﬁajud ent it ought to
be, we shall simply be in this sitnation: t when the next Con-

egs convenes and takes up the problem of the ex]fnses of the
ﬂstrict of Columbia, it will be in a position to say what those ex-
penditures shall be: and if in its judgment more money is re-
quired than is provided by taxation, it can, in its own way, pro-
vide for that excess by an advance from the Treasury.

In other words, Mr. Chairman, none of the things that our
friends fear will follow if this bill should fail. We simply leave
1f:o succeeding Congresses the problems which they will have to

ace,

We can not bind them if we wonld. Here in the hearings be-
fore the committee last year the President of the Board of Com-
missioners reminded us that over and over and over again Con-
gresses have failed to do what preceding Congresses have set for
them to do. It will be just the same in this case. In my judg-
ment, Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely nothing to be gained by
the passage of this bill except in a measure to tie or attempt to
tie the hands of those who will succeed us.

My judgment is that we should vote this bill down and leave to
the succeeding Congresses the solution of their problems in their

OWn Way. )
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the
bill.
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to

be reco d. i - )

The (I%HAIRMAN . The gentleman from Indiana is recognized.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this attempt to
charge upon the public Treasury the burdens of the District of
Columbia, whether occasioned by a false policy, mismanagement,
or extravagance, is not unique or unusual, we are told, Instances
can be found where the Treasury has been burdened in a positive
and comparative form, but when you want to see this principle
invoked 1n a superlative degree, you cap come to the District and
not be disappointed.

It is sometimes said that the District suffers by not having a
Delegate in Congress. If a Delegate were here who would fly in
the face of the influences that claim unjustly to represent it, and
represent the real property owners and resident taxpayers, it
would be an improvement, for such one would bend his energies
to direct the District policy in the channel of *‘ pay as you go,”
and would give his attention less to appropriations and more to
raising revenues,

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman from Indiana states that he

feels Washington should pay as it goes. Is that the way Fort
‘Wayne, the beautiful city in which the gentleman lives, secured
that splendid new court-house?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman misunderstood
me. I said that if Washington had a Delegate on the floor of this
House he could spend his energies not in the line of securing
loans which the District could never repay, but in securing more
revenues. And now I ask the gentleman ¥ he approves the sys-
tem of the District of Columbia, which permits gentlemen from
his district and from mine and from others to come to Washing-
ton with their hundreds of thousands of dollars and, relieved from
taxation here and from taxation at home, pay no tribute of

taxes.

Mr. LANDIS. Idonot. NeitherdoIhaveanysympathy what-
ever with that line of argument which the gentleman seems in-
clined to follow, that whatever improvements are made by the
ci% of Washington should be paid for as we go along.

: r. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh, I do not think that could be
one.

Mr. LANDIS. There is.not a city in Indiana nor Ohio nor in
any other State of this Union which has made any progress that

has followed that policy.
2 Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh, I do not think that could be
one,

The real taxpayers of the Distriet have cause to complain, and
many do complain, but they are not represented either here or in
the business bodies and organizations that assume to represent
them. The body of citizenship has no credentials in these gnar-
dian organizations.

On the other hand, promoters and real-estate boomers who want
to profit on a sale, the laying out of an addition, the opening of a
street, or establishment of a site, such are charter members.

Our friends are omnipresent with this scheme for the beauti-
fying of the city and that for an additional appro?riatjon, and

1 done in the name of the poogle of the District. I read an ac-
count the other day that the Capitol building is here and the
White House a mile and a half away because a dispute between
conflicting property interests resulted in a compromise that left
them thus widely apart. This influence, that has always sought
to impress itself on Congress, has a hoary origin and has pro-
gressed till to-day no scheme of appropriation, however wild, is
left without promoters and defenders.

These early real-estate promoters and their descendants, bask-
ing in the sunshine of the Treasury, and taking refuge in its
shadow for so long, never feel quite at home ouf of its presence,
and while the taxpayers lament and continne to pay the bills (if
they can not borrow from the United States), their pretended
agents and wellwishers continue to try to load them down.

The ple have the right to petition Congress and the District
Commissioners, and ought to do it, to the end that more attention
be paid to raising revenue and less to appropriations. Those -
ple who would make a paradise of Washington should pay their
share to do it. They invite the people of the world and of the
whole United States to come here, and they do so, and these so-
journers accept the hospitalities, so far as they are able to pur-
chase them, and Washington thrives, and must thrive, as the evi-
dence of all back in the country will be who come and are able to
get away.

But Washington’s future is linked with the proposition of pro-

moters.

‘What is the proposition? Originally to borrow $10,000,000;
now by amendment $6,000,000. Under the rule slightly modi-
fied each of our Territories and their cities could likewise borrow
from the United States Treasury. All could use it.

Where is the merit of the proposition?

John Randolph once rose to his full height in the Senate and
said: ““I have found the philc)soﬁher’s stone that turns every-
thing it touches into gold.”” Said he, ‘‘Pay your debts as you go."’

I commend the words of this sage to those who stand for this

measure.

The District for years did nothave and did not ask to have—aye,
stubbornly resisted till a year ago—a fair tax on gersonal Eoroperty.
By this she invited citizens from my district and others, to get the

rofit, to come to Washington, and, permitted as they were, they
oaned hundreds of thousands in our country and were freed from
tax tribute there and here.

Let us view this matter in another phase. When one seeks to
borrow we should know the ability and disposition to pafy I
have looked in vain in this report for the total valuation of per-
sonal and real estate in the District. It is silent. It likewise is
silent on the proportion the assessed value bears to the real value
and also on the tax rate per hundred on valuation.

I understand there is a two-thirds valuation and a rate of $1.50
per hundred, but the report does not disclose this useful informa-
tion. In the absence of this in the report let us resort to the rule
of experience as the test of ability and willingness to pay. In
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1878the District had an indebtedness of $22,000,000, inround num-
bers. In twenty-five years she has reduced it $9,000,000, leaving
yet due $13,000,000.

If it took twenty-five yearsto pay £9,000,000, it will take thirty-
three yearsto ]i:y £13,000,000; add to this the additional seventeen

ears to pay this contemplated loan of $6,000,000, and it makes
ty years in all, two generations that posterity is mortgaged,
when it is not necessary for the usual necessary and legitimate
expenditures in the District, and this in a municipality rather
inclined to run in debt than to pay. More appropriations and
more debt seems to be the war cry.
The gentleman from Wisconsin is the archangel of this mis-
ided policy of hea mg a mountain of debt on the people of the
istrict. Tgen, in tﬁe ual capacity of guardian of the District
and watchdog of the whole people’s Treasury, he would make
one hand wash the other and would loan the money of his whole
constituency to his select friends of the District of Columbia.
Can any business man stand on this proposition with the facts as
presented here? Can any conservative legislator favor it? Can
any economist see merit in it? I submit it to the candid judg-
ment of the House.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman,Iask for the reading of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will
proceed to read the bill for amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That until and including June 30, 1923, the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to advance, from time to time, on
requisition of the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia, in the manner
now prescribed by law, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a

ropriated, such sums as may be required to meet the obligations of the D)J;:

ct of Columbia on account of its share of the extrao nses Cgor
T~

@
municipal imdamvaments authorized, or to be hereafter auth?rize b{vs
: Provided, That the total advances hereafter made under this act,
ken in connection with those heretofore made under the acts of February
11, 1901, and July 1, 1802, shall not exceed the sum of $10,000,000, which said total
sum so advanced shall be repaid to the Treasury of the United States
within twenty years from July 1, 103, out of the taxes and revenues col-
lected for the support of the government of the District of Columbia,at the
rate of gmmo per annum of the principal, together with interest upon the
deferred payments at the rate of 2 per cent per annum.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer now the amendment
that is in the hands of the Clerk as a substitute for the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the second sec-
tion of the bill has not been read. ;

Mr. BABCOCK. I would say, simply to save time, that that is
merely the repealing clause and it is a duplicate of the other. I
will suggest to the gentleman that I will offer it as an amend-
ment to the first section that has been read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is aunthorized and directed to ad-
vance, from time to time, to the District of Columbia, in the manner now
prescribed by law, out of any m(mei;s in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
g.irlated.. such sums as may be req d to meet the obligations of the Dis-

ct of Columbia on wccount of its share of the extraordina nses for
municipal improvements herstofore specifically authorized or to be hereafter
specifically authorized by Congress (and as nppmg;riatlﬂna therefor shall
have been or may hereafter be made by Congress): Provided, That the total
advances he er made under this act, taken in connection with those
heretofore made under the acts of February 11, 1901, and July 1, 1802, shall
not exceed the sum of $5,000,000, which said total sum so advanced shall be
repaid to the Treasury of the United States from and after July 1, 1903, out
of the taxes and revenues collected for the support of the government of the
District of Columbia, at the rate of $500,000 per annum of the Eprincipal‘to-
gether with interest upon the deferred paymentsat the rate of 2 per cent per

A S¥0. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby
repealed.”

Mr. BABCOCK., Mr. Chairman, I will state that this substi-
tute for the bill has been prepared and offered to make the pro-
visions as clear as possible as to what the bill does. It does not
appropriate a dollar, it does not authorize the expenditure of a
dollar, but provides that if Congress appropriates this money,
then and in that case, where it appropriates more than the Dis-
trict revenues, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to ad-
vance such sum over and above the amount raised by the District,
and provides that the sum shall be repaid at the rate of $500,000
per vear, with interest at 2 lﬂer cent. )

Mr. HEMENWAY. ill the gentleman right there permit a
guestion?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. :

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihavein my hand here the District ap-
Blropriation bill reported by the Senate, which, if enacted into

w, will carry an appropriation of $9,396,000. I want to ask the
gentleman if there is a single item that the District of Columbia
needs or has asked for that the Senate has not put on this bill?
Can the gentleman think of a single item necessary to the im-

rovement of the District of Columbia that the Senate has not
inclnuded in this bill?

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, that does not mean that that will be
enacted into law. I have known a good many amendments to
be made at the other end of the Capitol that did not finally be-
come law. I want to say to the gentleman that the Senate com-

o

mittee have not only added about $1,700,000 to the bill, when this
committee estimated that there should be added $1,741,000, but
they have anthorized contracts for more than $1,000,000 besides.

Mr. HEMENWAY. But if the gentleman will permit, con-
ceding that the bill as it passed the Senate passes the House, car-
rying $9,396,000, the gentleman having conceded that the Senate
has put into this bill every item that the District has asked for,
then I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that the District
of Columbia still has a surplus of revenue. The estimated reve-
nues for the current year in the District of Columbia is over
$5,200,000.

Mr. BABCOCK. Last year they were $3,619,000.

Mr. HEMENWAY. For the current year the revenues will be
$5,200,000.

Mr. CANNON. And for the coming year §5,400,000.

Mr. HEMENWAY. And for the coming year $5,400,000, as
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]
states. Now, youn take the receipts for the current year, $5,200,000,
and let the Government add that much, and what have you got—
$10,400,000, when the Senate only proposes $9,386,000. I want to
say that in this bill the Senate proposes alarger appropriation for
the District of Columbia than has ever been made in the history
of the Government.

If the gentleman will permit, I want to make this statement
in this connection. If the gentleman will take the appropriations
heretofore made for the District of Columbia, what have we? In
1892, 85,500,000; they had required less than $3,000,000. Take the
next year, 1894, $5,500,000; in 1895, $5,500,000; and so on down to
1898, when it was §6,000,000; in 1899, £6,500,000; in 1800, $6,000,000
and a little over, and in 1901, $7,500,000; in 1902, 8,500,000, and
this year should the bill be increased to $9,300,000, as proposed
by the Senate, yet the revenue for the current year in the District
of Columbia will result in a surplus. So I ask the gentleman, in
view of these facts, should we go and borrow money or authorize
the District of Columbia to borrow money when they are already
raising more money than necessary?

Mr. BABCOCK. Isthe gentleman ready for an answer?

Mr. HEMENWAY. What is the answer?

Mr. BABCOCK. There are two items not in there, one of
about $700,000 due on the advances from the Treasury.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Which are drawing 2 per cent interest.
That item is in here and a provision to repay the money to the
District is in here.

Mr. BABCOCK. Not under the same title at all.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Minnesota, chair-
man of the committee, informs me it is in here.

Mr. McCLEARY, Itisin the House bill.

Mr. BABCOCK. Over $400,000 will also be ra’%uired to open
streets in the coming year. That is not in this bill.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Whatever has not been provided for can
be cared for bg Congress next year.

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired. J
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimouns consent that the

ﬁ;ne of the gentleman from Wisconsin be extended for five min-
utes. :

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unan-
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Wisconsin be
extended. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I was going to ask that myself.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Inthat connection,if it will not interfere
with the gentleman’s argument, I would like to ask the gentleman
from Indiana a question.

Mr. HEMENWAY, I have not got the floor.

Mr.GROSVENOR. The gentleman will yield for that purpose.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is shown here, in opposition to these
advances of money, that the Senate has put a large addition on .
the appropriation bill, and that is used as an argument against
the advances being made.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idid not catch the gentleman’s statement
on account of the noise here.

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Indiana has reported
that the Senate has put on to its bill a large addition; whether it
is =0 I do not know.

Mr. HEMENWAY. TIf has done so.

Mr. GROSVENOR. A large increase has been made on the
appropriation of the House bill, and that is used as an argument
against the of this bill to make the advances?

Mr. HEM AY. Notatall.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what I want to ask.

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will allow me to answer.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will if the gentleman will allow this
question at the same time. Is the Committee on Appropriations
mﬂin%ﬁ recommend concurrence in the Senate amendment?

Mr. MENWAY. Evidently not; but say that the bill was
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passed. This is the argnment I am making, and I want the gen-
tleman to understand it. Say that the House itself agreed to and
the bill, giving every cent the Senate has put in, it wonld
£9,800.000, the largest bill ever passed for the District of Co-
lumbia, and still the revenues estimated for the current year for
the District of Columbia is 85,215,000,
Mr. GROSVENOR. I notice that.
Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). Or nearly a million dollars
more than is necessary, the District paying half.
Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the fact that the Senate has put on
this additional appropriation is not an argument against the pas-
of this bill?

. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Ohio seems to be
unable to gather just what I have said, and I will try to put it to
him in a simpler form. The District of Columbia will receive
for the current year $5,215,000. The Government pays one-half
of the expenses, which will be $5,215,000 more, which will make
a total of $10,430,000. We make the appropriations and then the
District of Columbia would have enough money to meet every
dollar of the other expenses without borrowing a cent. For that
reason. I say, we are opposed to borrowing money,

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman if he was
ready to permit me to answer the question he asked some time

since?

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Wisconsin himself
yielded to the gentleman.

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman from Ohio asked the gentle-
man from Indiana a question.

Mr. HEMENWAY. It has been asked and answered.

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to know if I may be permitted to
answer the gentleman’s question? 3

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam ready.

Mr. BABCOCK. I am ready to answer if, and satisfactorily
to the gentleman himself, I think.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled
to the floor.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, this is what I call juggling
with figures. The proposition is plain and it is clear.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I read the figures from the gentleman’s
own report, and if there is any juggling with them he juggled
them. [Laughter.]

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will permit me to answer
the question. The proposition, as the gentleman states, is that
the amount of revenue collected is $5,200,000. That is correct.
But, Mr. Chairman, what the District pays to the Government is
$671,000, which comes out of the District revenues, and what it

ys for street openings, which will not be less than four or five

undred thousand dollars, comes out of the District revenues.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Right there, will the gentleman permit
a question?

r. BABCOCK. I decline to be interrupted until I finish my
answer. Now, Mr. Chairman, the House will see at once that
ractically $700,000 to be paid to the Government and $400.000
or street opening will have to come ouf of that, and deducting
it from 85,200,000 leaves a revenue of $4,100,000, which doubled
amounts to $2,200,000, and the Senate bill which the gentleman
talks about appropriates 89,806,000, leaving a deficit of $1,300,000.
Those are the figures, and they are correct.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but the gentleman is not correct.
The $600,000 which the %?Btleman mentioned does not come out
of that revenue., The District of Columbia does not have to
pay it— ] .

AMr. BABCOCK. Oh,Iadmitthey will not bein default if they
do not pay it for the present year. But the intention was that it
was to be divided into three payments, and one made each year
for the whole sum of the §1,900,000 and not paid all at one time.
Now, the gentleman, by a stretch of the imagination, says that
the District will not have to Jaay it until the three years have ex-
pired. Of course they would not if they waited until the three
years had expired.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit me right there?
Does the gentleman mean to say to the House that the money is
due at this time?

Mr. BABCOCK. No; it is not.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then why does the gentleman say it must
be taken out? 2

Mr. BABCOCK. Because under the advance of $1,900,000 it
was the intention to pay it in three equal amounts, commencing
on the first year after July, 1803, so that it should run three
years, and not pay it all at one time.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Isit proposed to be paid at all? :

Mr. BABCOCK. Itis proposed to be paid; it is the intention
of the committee that it B?mu}d be paid, and I think the chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations will say that that was the
intention of the legislation—that it was to be divided into three
items,

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman want an answer at this
point? The act passed on INbrunary 11, 1901, so provided; but
the act approved July 1, 1902, will be satisfied and complied with
if no dollar of this agvance is repaid until three years from the
1st day of next July. ,

Mr. BABCOCK. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that the District
will not be in default if it is not paid until three years from next
July. I admit that this can be done, but it is not the intention.
You put a burden of over §2,000,000 in one year upon the District
and they can not stand it. That is only another method of jug-
gling with the fignres. Now, I want toask some questions, and I
want the attention of the House to certain things. These gen-
tlemen have attempted to show that the revenues were swelling
and growing so that the treasury of the District was fairly burst-
ing. They talked about twenty-five millions and thirty millions
and twelve millions surplus until I did not know whether they
were talking about the District treasury or the pension appropri-
ation bill. [Laughter::g

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

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s
time be extended five minutes.

Mr. BABCOCK. I only want time to complete one or two ob-
servations.

The CHATRMAN., The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
be extended until he concludes his remarks. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BABCOCK. The statement has been made by members of
the committee on the fioor of this House that the appropriation
should be held within the revenues of the District, and that in
order to provide for the extraordinary appropriations it was neces-
sary to economize in certain other lines.

Mr. McCLEARY. Will the gentleman pardon me for an
interruption?

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will permit, I want to finish
this remark.

Mr. McCLEARY. I want to ask the gentleman if he really
meant to say that any member on this floor ever declared that all
the expenses should be met ont of the current revenues, and
that there should be no such thing as an advance, under any
circumstances?

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. Now, I want to call the attention
of the House to oneitem that will show how far this thing reaches
and what the influence is. A few years since the Committee on
the District of Columbia reported a %ill to this House for opening
all blind alleys and streets.

Twice the President of the United States, in messages to Con-
gress, has called attention to the deplorable conditions that exist
in the very heart of our city in what are known as ** blind alleys.”
In one alley here there are 300 people living; and that blind alley
is without drainage or sewerage. Such dpla.ces are simply fester
spots, so much so that, as I say, the President of the United States,
in messages to Congress, has twice called attention to them. A
year ago the Commissioners of the District of Columbia asked
for an appropriation of $100,000 to deal with this evil. There was
no money appropriated. This year they asked for $25,000, and
the Committee of the House %ave them $10,000, which the Senate
Committee has since increased to $25,000.

Now, what is the result? Under the present law these alleys
can be opened without a dollar of expense to the District or to
the Government—opened, paved, cleaned, and made decent and
healthful. But, Mr. Chairman, not one single alley can be
opened for less than $25,000. The money must be advanced to
pay for the improvement, which becomes a charge upon the
property by reason of benefits derived from the improvement, so
that it all comes back ultimately.. An appropriation of 10 cents
might just as well be made as an appropriation of $10,000; and
the Senate, having taken that view of the case, has increased the
appropriation to §25,000.

Now, sir, another item. Recently the District of Columbia has
bought a ‘* poor farm *—260 acres, down the river—for the care
of the District poor. In our part of the country every county has
a ‘*poor farm’’ which is self-supporting. But in the case of this
“poor farm” for the District not a dollar of appuri)‘friation has
been made for buildings, becanse the revenues wo not permit
such an expenditure.

Another matter to which I wish to call attention is the work-
house, for which an appropriation of $100,000 has been asked.
It is desirable that a new wing should be constructed for this
building, and the Senate has put in the bill a provision for that

P i

§ow. what does the Board of Charities report? They report a
most deplorable condition in that workhouse. They say that
eight or nine people are huddled together in a single room, twoin
a bunk, and under such circumstances crimes are committed
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there day after day that I can not mention on this floor. Why,
sir, for lack of additional facilities the condition of affairs there
to-day is, I might say, worse than was the condition of the recon-
centrado camps in Cuba. Yet the Congress is standing here to-
day with their hands on the throttle valve and saying, ** You
shall not have the money to take proper care of the persons that
you send to the workhouse.” Sir, I could go on almost indefinitely
withitems of this kind. In order to take care of these extraor-
dinary appropriations these things must be left unprovided for.
Mr. 1 n, I do not believe that the Committee on Appro-
priations has tried to evade its duty. Some members may notsee
things as others see them. The matters I have referred toI have
investigated—I have looked into them—and I know whereof I

speak.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the ar, ent of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin does not apply to this gill, and I will tell
you why. This bill appropriates for expenses of 1903. The esti-
mateis for taxes for that year. Now,Iread from the reportof the

entleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BaBcock], the chairman of the | bill

mittee on the District of Columbia, and from the report of
Mr. Macfarland, president of the Board of District Commission-
ers. What do we find disclosed? That according to the expec-
tation of the Commissioners the revenues of the District of Colum-
bia for the fiscal year 1903 will exceed the following estimate:

Tax on real property — =l £3, 225,000

TaxX O Personal Proper Y . o e sl i chaarananaa 500, 000
Froot i i g 840, 000
Arrears ol TaEes; L L e 150, 000
L R i i . e e s o ok Bttt P et e , 000

N o e e e m e e il aits en e S e e e b s s 5,215,000

Now, the Senate committee, in reporting the bill to the Senate,
provides for an expenditure of only $9,396,000. If that it is not
enough, it is the duty of the gentleman from Wisconsin to go to
the Senate committee and get them to raise the amount, becanse
they can appropriate $10,430,000. We can pass in this Congress
an appropriation bill carrying that amount, and the District of
Columbia can meet its one-half of that and never borrow
a single dollar. Now, whoever heard of such a proposition as
this? They come in here and ask Congress to authorize the Dis-
trictof Columbia to borrow money to meet expenses for 1903 when
they will absolutely have money in the Treasury that they will
have no use for, unless they pay back to the Government a debt
not due. Why, sir, if we have $10,000,000 in the and we
appropriate only $9,836,000, that is all they can expend. I saythe
bﬂi as reported to the Senate, can have $1,000,000 added to it and
yet the District have for the year 1903, without borrowing one cent,
every dollar to take care of its one-half of the expenditures.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the
gentleman a question.

iy WAY. Very well.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Ifitbe troethatthe revenues
are sufficient, then there will be no money loaned under the pro-
visions of this bill?

Mr. HEMENWAY. There will be no necessity for it so far as
the expenditures of 1903 are concerned.
behi[r nl;gWERS of Massachusetts. Andtherefore nomoney will

oaned?

Mr. HEMENWAY. There will be no necessity for borrowing
money, for the District can not expend more money than is ap-
propriated; and if the bill now in the Senate were taken as re-
ported, and the House agreed to every item, there would be an
appropriation of only $9,396,000, while the revenues of the Dis-
trict in 1903 counld stand a bill of $10,430,000, and then have money
to pay every cent of its one-half of the expenditures.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. The question I desire the

ntleman to answer is this: If his contention is correct, then no

oan will be made; the Government will not be called upon to
make any advance under the provisions of this bill—

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not one cent. And therefore why pass
this bill, when the figures—and there can be no doubt about
them, because I take them from the report of the District Com-
mittee—show an ample amount of revenue to be received by the
District in 1903, taking the expenditures at the amount fixed in
the bill reported to the Senate, and everyone can see that we sghall
not pass a bill carrying any more than that amount. Yet the
District of Columbia will have money to meet every dollar of it,
and if you put a million dollars more on top of this appropriation,
then the District of Columbia could pay every cent of its one-
half without borrowing one cent from the Government.

Under the circumstances why a bill anthorizing the Gov-
ernment to advance to the District money, when on the face of
the ﬂgg';swa have here, prepared by the District Committee, and
everybody concedes them to be correct, if anything too low, the
District will have every dollar of money necessary to meet the
expenses proposed by the appropriation bill? I can not see any
sense in authorizing the District to borrow money from the Gov-

ernment when the figures on their face show that there is abso-
lutely no necessity for borrowing any money.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman,] ask for a vote on the amend-
ment. I think I have sufficiently answered the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin. ¢

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the ayes
seemed to have it.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division.

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, what are we voting on?

The CHATRMAN. The Chairwill state that the question ison
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin to the
first section of the bill.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise for a parliamentary in-
quiry. If the substitute should be adopted, then the vote would
be upon the bill as amended, so that those of us who desire to
vote against the bill can vote for the substitute or vote it down,
and in either event we will then have a chance to vote against the

The CHATRMAN. Undoubtedly. The question now is on the
adoption of the substitute amendment as offered by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
COWHERD) there were—ayes 68, noes 95.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. gm&man, I ask for-tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. Eighteen gentlemen standing, not & suffi-
cient number; tellers are denied.

S0 the amendment was rejected.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I now move tostrike outthe
enacting clause of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Missouri to strike out the enacting clause of theiglﬁ.

The question was taken, and the motion was to.

Mr. BABCOCK., Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe committeedo
now rise with the fragments of the bill [laughter] and report
the same to the House.

The motion wasagreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having
taken the chair as 5; r pro tempore, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reﬁvorted that that committee had had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 16761) providing for advances from the Treasury of the
United States for the support of the government of the District of
Columbia, and had directed him to report the same back with the
recommendation that the enacting claunse be stricken out.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
1;'t.ge rUepprt of the gomrmtbee of the Véhole House on the state of
e Union.

The question was taken, and the report agreed to.
On motion of Mr. COWHERD, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer-
ence report, together with the statement of the conferees, on the
bill (8. 569) to establish a department of commerce and labor,
and ask that the same be printed in the RECORD, in accordance
with the rules.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa sub-
mits the conference report, together with a statement of the con-
Egrem which will be printed in the RECORD, in accordance with

e rules.

The conference report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the di votes of the two Houses
on the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 569) * to establish the depart-
ment of commerce and labor,” having met, after full and free conference,
?aﬁfa agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as

ollows:

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Page 2, line 8 of
the amendment, strike out all after the word * Congress” to the end of sec-
tion 2 and insertin lieu thereof the following: “and the Anditor for the State
‘and other Departments shall receive and examine all accounts of salariesand
incidental expenses of the co of secretary of commerce and
of all bureaus and offices under his direction, all accounts relating to the
Light-House Board, 8teamboat-Inspection Service, tion, Navigation,
Alaskan fur-seal fisheries, the National Burean of Standards, Coast and Geo-
detic Survey, Census, Department of Labor, Fish Commission, and to all
other business within the jurisdiction of the department of commerce and
labor, and certify the balances arising thereon to the division of bookkeeping
and warrants and send forthwith a copy of each certificate to the secretary
of commerce and labor.”

Page 3, line 15 of the amendment, insert, after the word * Establishment,”
the tollomn%‘the Steamboat-Inspection Service, the Bureau of Naviga-
tion, the United States Shipping Commissioners."

4, line 8 of the amenSmﬂnt. strike out the word “Commissioner " and
in the word “*Commission.™

Btrike out all of section 6 and insert in lien the following:

**8Ec. 6. That there shall be in the department of commerce and labor a
bureau to be called the bureau of rations, and a commissioner of cor-

tions who shall be the head of said bureau, to be appointed by the Presi-

ent, who shall receive a salary of £5,000 per annum. ere s also be in
eaid burean a deputy commissioner, who shall receive a salary of $3,500 per
annum and who in the absence of the commissioner act as and perform
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the duties of the commissioner of corporations, and who shall also perform
such other duties as may be assigned to him by the secre of commerce
and labor or by the said co oner. There alzo be in the said burean
achief clerk and such special agents, clerks, and other employees as may be
authorized by law.

“The said commissioner shall have power and authority to make, under
the direction and control of the secretary of. commerce and labor, diligent
investigation into the organization, conduct, and management of the business
of any corporation, joint-stock company, or corporate combination engaged
in commerce among the several States and W'll;.gomraign nations, excepting
common carriers subject to *an act to regulate commerce,' approved Febra-
ary 4, 1887, and t:.ggn er such information and data as will enable the Presi-
dent of the Uni States to make recommendations to Congress for legisla-
tion for the regulation of such commerce, and to report such data to the
President from time to time as he shall reguire; and the information so ob-
tained, or as much thereof as the President may direct shall be made public.

*In order to accomplish the purposes declared in the foregoing part of this
sectlon, the said commissioner shall have and exercise the same power gnd
authority in respect to corporations, joint-stock com&mies, and combinations
subject to the provisions hereof asis conferred on the Interstate Commerce
Commission in'said *act to regulate commerce' and the amendments thereto
in respect to common carriers so far as the same may be a; cable, including
the right to subpeena and compel the attendance and ony of witn
and the production of documentary evidence and to administer oaths. All
the uh-emanta% obligations, lmbiht.iw‘ and immunities im OF COm-
ferred Ly said ‘act to regulate commerce’ and by ‘an act in relation to testi-
mony before the Interstate Commerce Commission,’ ete., approved February
11, 1808, supplemental to said *act to regulate commerce,' shall also apply to
all persons who may be subpcenaed to testify as witnesses or to uce docu-
mantnrg evidence in pursuance of the anthority conferred b, section,

1t shall be the province and duty of said bureau, under the direction
of the secretary of commerce and labor, to gather, compile, Embhsh,_am_d sup-

¥ useful information concerning corporations doing business within the
ts of the United States as stmlf engage in interstate commerce or in com-
merce between the United SBtates and any foreign country, including co
rations engaged in insurance, and to attend to such other duties as may
E;oﬁdad by law.”
ine 8, of the amendment, after the word *required,” insert the
words “ by the secretary of commerce and labor.”

Page '1'1 ne 7, of the amendment, after the word *labor,” insert the fol-
lowing: ** Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to
alter the method of collecting and accounting for the head tax Prescn‘bed
Ry sectignl};&! the act entitled ‘An act to regulate immigration,’ approved

& : ,

- 8, line 25, of the amendment, after the word “in,” insert the words
or Dy -

In lieu of section 10 of the amendment insert the Ir.\'l],r.ww-11:1;51

“8gc. 10. That all duties performed and all power and authority now pos-
sessed or exercised by the head of any executive department in and over any
burean, office, officer, board, branch, or division of the public service by this
act transferred to the dm!‘tment of commerce and labor, or any business
arising therefrom or pertaining thereto, or in relation to the duties per-
formed by and authority conferred by law upon such bureau, officer, office,
board, branch, or division of the public service, whether of an appellate or
revisory character or otherwise, 1 hereafter be vested in and exercised
by the head of the said department of commerce and labor. i

“All duties, power, authority, and jurisdiction, whether srmsory, a'fﬁl-
late, or otherwise, now im or conferred upon the of e
Treasury by acts of Congress relating to merchant vessels or yachts, their
measurement, numbers, names, registers, enrollments, hcensas,comnnssmn%
records, mortgﬂar?ea, bills of sale, transfers, entry, clearance, movements, an
transportation of their cargoes and n owners, officers, scamen,
sengerﬁem. inspection, equipmeng for tﬁo better security of life, and by
ncts of Congress rela to tonnage tax, boilers on steam vessels, the carry-
ng of inflammable, explosive, or dangerous cargo on vessels, the use of pe-
troleum or other similar substances to produce motive power, and relating to
he remission or refund of fines, penalties, forfeitures, exactions, or charges
incurred for violating any %mvision of law relatinégo vessels or seamen or
to informer's shares of such fines, and by acts of Congress relating to the
Commissioner and Bureau of Navigation, ahégging l:,oncl.rm.'mmmmil eir offi-
cers and Bmz:loyeea. teamboat- on vice and any of the officials
thereof, shall be, and hereby are, transferred to an and conferred
upon the secretary of commerce and labor from and after the time of the
transfer of the Burean of Navigation, the shipping commissioners, and the
Steamboat-Inspection Service to the department of commerce and labor,and
shall not thereafter be imposed upon or exercised by the Secretary of the
Treasury. And all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are, so far
as inconsistent, hereby repealed.”

Page 10, line 12 of the amendment,strike out the words ‘‘or the Interstate
Commerce Commission,” and insert the following: *from the Department
of State, the Department of the Treasury, the Department of War, the De-
Eu‘tment of Justice, the Post-Office ‘De{mrtment, the Department of the

avy, or the Department of the Interior.”

Page 11, line 6 of the amendment, after the word *act,” insert the words
“gther than those of section 12."

And the House agree to the same.

W. P. HEPBURN,
JAMES

A R. MANN
WILLIAM RICHARDSON,
Managers on the part of the House.

M. A. HANNA,
ENUTE NELSON,
A 8. AY,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The statement of the House conferees is as follows:

The ma; rs on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree-
ing votesof the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill ]S.os B60)
to establish the department of commerce and labor, submit the followin,
written statement in eﬁhumtion of the effect of the action recommen

the accompanying conference report.

The substitute amendment of the House is agreed to with various amend-

ments,

The first of these amendments is to strike out the provision in the House
substitute in reference to the auditing of accounts and to insert in lieu
thereof the following:

“The Aunditor for the State and other de ents shall receive and ex-
amine all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of the
secretary of commerce and labor, and of all bureaus and offices under his

tlotn. asll vice. o re]"‘tﬁ:-n o mvigux:giomﬂ]ﬁs}ll::gmfur-sml ﬂfheri bot?lt-
Insgect on Ser lmm.gn n, na n, e
National Burean of Standards, Coast and Geodetic Survey, Census, De:‘ rt-
ment of Labor, Fish Commission, and to all other business within the juris-
ou of the &apsrlment of commerce and labor,and certify the balances

arising thereon to the division of bookkeeping and warrants, and send forth-
with a copy of each certificate to the secretary of commerce and labor.”

This language more nearly conforms with the present law upon the subject
of auditing accounts.

The second amendment, to the House substitute provides for the transfer
from the Treasury Department to the department of commerce and labor of
the Steamboat-Inspection Service, the Burean of Navigation, and the United
States shipping commissioners. :

The third amendment agreed to is to insert the word * commission,” in-
stead of the word “commissioner,” in the description * Fish Com on,"
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries being already included.

The fourth amendment agreed to inserts, after the word “required,” in
section 5, the words * by the secretary of commerce and labor,” so as to
vide that consular officers shall send reports, under the direction of the 5
retary of State, as often as required by the secretary of commerce and labor,

The fifth amendment agreed to is to strike ont all of section 6 of the House
substitute and to insert in lien thereof the following:

*8EC. 6, That there shall be in the department of commerce and labor a
bureau to be called the bureaun of corporations, and a commissioner of cor-

rations who shall be the head of said bureau, to be ap;ulnted by the
gx}ﬁsxdant, who shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum. There shail also
be in said bureau a deputy com oner, who shall receive a salary of $3,500
per annum, and who sh in the absence of the commissioner, act as, and
perform the duties of, the commissioner of corporations, and who shall also
perform such other duties as may be assi to him by the secretary of
commerce and labor or by the said commissioner. There shall also be in
the said burean a chief clerk and such special agents, clerks, and other em-
ployees as may be anthorized by law.

“ The said commissioner shall have power and authority to make, under
the direction and control of the secretary of commerce and l.ubor,eé.ﬂi nt
inve«sutgatlon into the organization, conduct, and management of the busi-
ness of any corporation, joint stock company, or corporate combination
engaged in commerce among the several States and with foreign nations
oxceptigg common carriers subject to ‘An act to regulate commerce,
approved February 4, 1887, and to gather such information and data as

1 enable the Pr_wlt'!_ t of the United States to make recommendations
to Congress for le tion for the regulation of such commerce, and to re-
FRe inPortaation 25 obtatond, o a6 mioh theveof L tho Presiiant may Slree

nfol 0T 80 0 , OF a8 m ereof as the President may direc
ghall be made public. Y »

‘*In order to accomplish thepurgosas declared in the foregoing part of this
section, the said commissi®ner shall have and exercise the same power and
authority in respect to co: tions, joint stock companies, and combinations
subject to the provisions hereof as is conferred on the Interstate Commerce
Commission in said ‘act to tecommerce’ and the amendments theretoin
respect to common carriers, so far as the same may be applicable, including
the right to subpcena and compel the attendance and testimony of witnesses
and the production of documentary evidence and toadminister oaths. the
re%tirementa. obligations, liabilities, and immunities imposed or conferred by
said ‘act to r te commerce’ and by “An act in relation to testimony be-
fore the In te Commerce Com on,’ ete., approved February 11,1508,
supplemental to said ‘act to regulate commerce,’ 11 also rgspiy to all per-
sons who may be subpoenaed to tesugona witnesses or to uce documen-
tary evidence in pursuance of the authority conferred by this section.

It shall also be the provinee and duty of said bureau, under the direction
of the secretary of commerce and labor, to gather, compile, publish, and
supply useful information concerning corporations doing business within the
limits of the United States as shall engage in interstate commerce or in com-
merce between the United States and any foreign country, including cor-
Eumuom engaged in insurance,and to attend to such other duties as may be

ereafter provided by law.”

The ¢ amendment agreed to is to insert at the end of the first sentence
in section 7 (which provides for the transfer of the Bureaun of Immigration
to the new department) the followin;? ** Provided, That nothing contained
in this act s be construed to alter the method of collecting and account-
ing for the head tax Qrascribed by section 1 of the act entitled *An act to
regulate immigration,' approved August 3, 1852,

he seventh amendment agreed to is to insert the words “or by " in sec-
tion 9,80 as to include in the transfer “all officers, clerks, and employees now
employed in or by any of the bureaus,” etc., transferred to the new depart-

ment,

The eighth amendment agreed to is tostrike out all of section 10and insert
in lien thereof the following:

*That all duties performed and all power and authority now possessed or
exercised by the head of any executive department in and over any bureau,
office, officer, board, branch, or division of the public service by this act
transferred to the department of commerce and labor, or any business
ammﬁ therefromor pertaining thereto, or in relation to the duties performed
by and authority conferred bﬁclaw upon such bureau, officer, oftice, board,
branch, or division of the public service, whether of an appellate or reviso:
character or otherwise, shall hereafter be vested in and exercised by the haﬁ
of the said department of commerce and labor,

“*All duties, power, authority, and jurisdiction, whether supervisory, ap-
R‘e‘ilate, or otherwise, now imposed or conferred upon the Secretary of the

reasury by acts of Congress relating to merchant vessels or yachts, their
measurement, numbers, names, re rs, enrollments, licenses, mmmissioma
records, mo; es, bills of sale, tranafers, entry, clearance, movements, an

transportation of their cargoesand ngers, owners, offi seamen, pas-
mrtage;sc(t)ma, ction, equipment for the better security of life, and by
acts o

ngress ralann§ to tonnage tax, boilers on steam vessels, the carry-
ing of inflammable, explosive, or dangerous cargo on vessels, the nse of petro-
leum or other similar substances to produce motive power, and relating to
the remission or refand of ﬂnmanalt!es, forfeitures, exactions, or charges
incurred for violating an on of law relating to vessels or seamen or
to informer’s shareof s es, and by acts of Congress relating to the Com-
missioner and Bureau of Navigation, shipping commissioners, their officers
and employees, Steamboat-. ion Service and any of the officials thereof,
shall be, and hereby are, transferred to and imposed and conferred upon the
secretary of commerce and labor from and after the time of the transfer
of the Bureau of Naﬂ{gtion,tha shipping commissioners, and the Steamboat-
Inspection Service to the department of commerce and labor, and shall not
thereafter be imposed upon or exercised by the Secretary of the Treasury.
And all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are, so far as incon-
sistent, hereby repealed.”

The principal new matter inserted in sectiom 10 as to is for the
urpose of transferring the present anthority vested in the Becretary of the
ry in regard to navigation and steamboat tion service to_the

secretary of commerce and labor. The amendment enumerates various
acts of in which the Secretary of the Treasury is now named by
that title, in order to more specifically transfer his present power to the
secre of commerce and labor.

The th amendment agreed to is to strike out of section 12 the words
“or the Interstate Commerce Commission” and insert in lien thereof the
following:" From the Department of State, the Department of the Treasury,
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the Department of War, the Department of Justice, the Post-Office Depart-
ment, the Department of the Navy, or the Department of the Interior.” The
effect of this amendment is to permit the President to transfer statistical
or scientific work to the department of commerce and labor from any of
the Departments named, but it does not permit him to transfer the Interstate
Commerce Commission or the statistical work of the Department of Agricul-
ture or the Interstato Commerce Commission.

The tenth amendment is to insert after the word “act,” in line 3 of section
18, the words, “* other than those of section 12." The effect of this amend-
ment is to malke section 12 of the act take effect immaﬁmw‘_}{ upon its passage,

W. P. HEPBUEN.

W E
JAMES R. MANN,
WILLIAM RICHARDSON,
Managers on the part of the House,

RECORD OF DEEDS, ETC., IN INDIAN TERRITORY.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference
report, together with a statement of the conferees, on the bill
(8. 5678) providing for record of deeds and other conveyances
and instruments of writing in the Indian Territory, and for other
purposes, and ask that the same be printed in the RECORD, in ac-
cordance with the rules.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
submits a conference report, together with the statement of the
conferees, which will be printed in the RECORD, in accordance
with the rules.

The conference report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 5678) * pro-
viding for record of deaeds and other conveyances and instruments of writin
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” having met, after full an
free conference have ag to recommend and do recommend to their re-

spective Houtes as follows:
That the House recede from its amendment; and the S8enate agree to the

same.
J. 8. SHERMAN,
JOHN F. LACEY,
JOHN 8. LITTLE,
Managers on the part of the House,
WM. M. STEWART,
0. H. PLATT,
JAMES K. JONES,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The statement of the conferees is as follows:

The effect of this ment is to accept the bill in the form in which it
ed the Senate, de the recording districts and places of record in
dian Territory.
ELI HIBBARD,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the minority of the Committee on Military Affairs may have
time within which to present their views on the bill (8. 5879)
to remove the charge of desertion from the Army record of Eli
Hibbard.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming
asks unanimous consent that the minority of the Committee on
Military Affairs have leave to present a minority report on the
bill (8. 5879) to remnove the charge of desertion from the Army
record of Eli Hibbard. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. BABCOCEK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference
report, together with the statemment of the conferees, on the bill
(H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of buildings
in the Distriet of Columbia, and ask that the same be submitted

in accordance with the rules.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This will be printed in the

Rrcorp in pursuance of the rules.
The conference report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disaﬁream ﬁ votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 14050) to amend an act to
regulate the height of buildings in the District of Columbia, having met,
after full and free conference have & torecommend and do recommend
to their tive Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disageement to the amendments of the
Senate numbered I, ¥, and 4, and a, the same. .

Amendment numbered 2 That the House recede from its ent to
amendment numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol-
lows: In section 4, in line 4, after the words * in its front,"" add *but where
the site of a proposed building confronts a public space or reservation
formed at the intersection of two or more streets or avenues and the course

of said streets or avenues is not interrupted bgesaid public space or reserva-
tion, the allowable height of the building will be determined by the width of
the widest street or avenue;" and the Senate to the same,
. W. BABCOCEK,
SYDNEY E. MUDD,
ADOLPH MEYER,

Muanagers on the part of the House.
J. H. GALLINGER.
THOMAS S, MARTIN,

Managers on the part of the Senate,

The statement of the House conferees is as follows:

The amendments of the Senate were pr by the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia with a view to ma clear the provisions of law
in relation to the height of buildings, toafford reasonable protection to prop-

on residence streets against unmuuninhigh buildings, The Hmit of
height on the wide business avenues is unc ed. There is no opposition
on of property owners to the proposed lezislation.

UNION STATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the union station bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
calls up a conference report on the bill (S. 1425) to provide for a
union railroad station in the District of Columbia.

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask that the statement be read, Mr.
Spealker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks nunanimous
consent that the statement be read without the report. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

| For the text of the conference report, see page 1374.]

The Clerk read as follows:

The House recedes from its amendments Nos. 4, 42, and 47.

Nos. 4, 19, and 42 were clerical errors made by changing the name of the
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad to the Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Wash-
ington where the road under ifs old name was referred to.

0. 47 was intended to clarify the language used in the hlxg}tin regard to

the taking of property. The onfilm‘l expression is deemed

Amendment No. 1 corrects a clerical error by inserting a comma.
Amendment No. 7 changes the phrasecology used in the bill from the

“United States Reform School” to the proper term, ** Reform School of the
District of Columbia.”

Amendment No. 14 corrects a clerical error by changing the word * com-
pany " to “companies.”

Amendment No. £3 does not enlarge the scope of the bill in any particular,
but marely corrects the logy so as to put beyond d!spute the streets
to ba vacated, abandoned, and closed.

Amendment No. 27 is a correction of phraseology.

That a portion of amendfient No. 57 which relates to the location of a sta-
t'on nearthe Long dge places it in the power of the Commissioners to
locate such station at the point that shall be determined uilon by them as
the most convenient for the passenger travel which will use it.

Theamendments on which the conference committse were unable foa%roe
relate to that share of the cost of the elevation of Ei’:do crossings which is to
‘Eﬁtt;‘or?%o {espgufuﬁvely. by the railroads, and the Government, and the Dis-
't 0 umbia.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the report submitted by your
conferees is a complete agreement, with the exception of two
amendments adopted by the House. The Senate agrees to all of
the House amendments with the exception of two, and the two
relate to the compensation to the Pennsylvania and the Baltimore
and Ohio Railroad companies. The forty or filty amendments
that have been di of were mostly formal, but at any rate
the Senate agreed to all of them except these two. This report
isana ent, with the exception of these two items.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House agree to the report of
the conferees.

The conference report was agreed to.

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
further insist upon its amendments and ask for a further confer-
ence.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
moves that the House insist npon its disagreement and ask for a
further conference.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House instruct
the conferees on the part of the House that they recede and concur
in the Senate amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s motion prop-
erly is to recede and concur.

Mr. MORRELL. That the House recede and concur.

Mr. BABCOCK. Ithink my motion covers the entire ground,
and, according to the rulings of the Chair on previous occasions,
that a negative vote will defeat it. In either case the motica is
the same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the mo-
tion to recede and concur has precedence.

Mr. BABCOCK. I understood that the motion of the gentle-
man was to instruct the conferees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has withdrawn that.

Mr. MORRELL. My motion is to recede and concur,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the House recede from
its amendment and concur. -
beh}llr. BdABGOCK. Mr. Speaker, on that motion I should like to

eard.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has the floor.

Mr. CANNON. I do not understand that is the rule. As I
understand it, the gentleman can not be taken off his feet.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair corrects himself, and
agrees with the statement of the gentleman from Illinois. The
gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor.

Mr. BABCOCE. Mr. Speaker, I would say in the first place
that it is not practical to adopt the motion of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania. even if it should be the unanimous judgment of
the House to do so, for the following reasons: When the bill was
amended in the House and went to the Senate an error was made
in numbering the amendments. Amendment numbered 57 should
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havebeen 57, 58, and 59, but in the hurry and rush they were not put
in, and this bill must necessarily go back to conference, whatever
may be the desire of the House, in order to correct these two sec-
tions. Thereare two sections numbered 13, one in the old bill and
one in the new bill, entirely different matters. If we recede and
concur in the Senate amendments we strike out of the bill a sec-
tion 13, which provides for the joint use of the union station and
leaves the original Senate bill. And so. while I have no objec-
tion and do not want to offer any impediment to the House get-
ting to a vote to determine what it desires to do, it will have to
be ﬁone by some other method.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is
very easy to solve that problem. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. MorRELL] can ask a separate vote on his motion to
concur in the particular amendment that he desires to concur in,
and then the other question will be left for the House to decide.

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker,if I can have the attention
of the House for a moment, I will state the facts as they are.
Originally when these two bills were passed, in 1901, one appro-
priated a million and a half dollars in money for the Baltimore
and Ohio road and the other a like amount in real estate to the
Pennsylvania railroad. Now,these amount in the aggregate to
$3,000,000—81,500,000in amount of real estate to the Pennsylvania
and $1,500,000 in cash to the Baltimere and Ohio road. This sum
of $8,000,000 was contributed as one-half of the cost of the eleva-
tion of the tracks and abolishing grade crossings. Now, I want
the House to bear this point in mind: That the District and General
Government pro to pay one-half of the cost of constructing
the elevation, not the depot, not the freight yards, not the tun-
nels, but one-half of the cost of elevating the tracks above

de. That is the present law contained in the two bills passed
in 1901.

Now, when the proposition came up, Mr. Speaker, for a union
station, plans were suggﬁtted by the railroad companies locating
the station at C street back here on Delaware avenue. Delaware
avenue is the avenue on which the street cars leave the Capitol
grounds, turning then on to C street. This is the location where
the Senate stables are. These were the plans as filed originally
by the railroad companies for the union station. The Senate in
its wisdom passed a bill locating the depot two blocks further
back on Massachusetts avenue. Tbe House committee objected
to the Massachusetts avenue site, because it cost the District and
the General Government $1,600,000 more than the C street site.

After much discussion and hearings on the bill in the House
committee the proposition was made by certain members of the
District Committee who were opposed to the whole idea, if this
amount of $1,600,000 was dividetf (which is done) to go to Massa-
chusetts avenue, $500,000 of it to each railroad, dividing it into
three shares, the District taking the greater bulk or $600.000,
that they would agree to the Massachusetts avenue site. The
representatives of the railways, after they had first desired to
locate at C street and filed plans accordingly, notified the com-
mitte(-i that they would not }‘J)uild at C street unless obliged to do
go by law.

Tl{e committee to this proposition and brought it before
the House, where the facts were stated as clearly as could be,
and the House agreed with the committee and passed the bill.
This took from the Baltimore and Ohio Railway $500,000 of the
appropriation in the act of February 12, 1901, for it, and in this
exchange of location we took back from the Pennsylvania Rail-
road real estate valued at $1,285,000. That is what they received
in lieu of money in 1901, In the bill as passed by the House we
took back the property and gave them a million dollars in lien
of it.

The House amendments cut down the amounts granted the roads
to one million each, but the Senate insists upon the original pro-
visions in the Senate bill, which is a million and a half dollars in
cash to each road. Now, your House conferees felt bound by the
action of their committee and of the House, and the further fact
that in the new construction thus taken up by the different lines
of road we found brought ount this statement of facts. These are
the figures presented by the railroads themselves and the state-
ments made by the presidents of the roads. So if the figures are
wrong, and I think in some cases they are pretty liberal, they are
the official figures as agreed upon, giving all the different items
not only by the Commissioners, but by the railroads.

‘We find further by locating at Massachusetts avenne the sav-
ing to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad by this change, and hav-
ing joined the Pennsylvania Railroad in the comstruction, is
$1,340,383. Thisis saved the Baltimore and Ohio in its construc-
tion. and the House reduced the amount granted by $500,000 in
our bill. Notwithstanding that, there is a net gain of $840,383.
On the other hand, the Pennsylvania Railroad abandons its con-
struction at its present site at Sixth street back to Virginia ave-
nue, a short distance, and all other construction provided in 1901
is left as it is without any change at all. A tunnel is built that

runs under First street, between the Capitol and the Library,
which expense is shared jointly. The Pennsylvania joins the
Baltimore and Ohio road in constructing the terminals and sta-
tion. the viaduct on Delaware avenue, and the elevation outside
of the city.

Now, under this bill, as one of the reasons why I opposed the
Massachusetts avenue site is this: The elevation under the present
law is about 24 feet. It cleared all the streets with plenty of
room. This elevation, by going to Massachusetts avenne, is re-
duced on an average of 13 feet, so that instead of the streets going
under the elevation on grade they are depressed from 8 to 15 feet,
and one-half of the height of the elevation is saved. In other
words, instead of building an elevation of 24 or 25 feet, the aver-
age elevation is from 11 to 13 feet. Instead of being built by one
road it is built by two.

Then we abandon from C street to Massachusetts avenue two
blocks of construction of 1,100 feet, moving the depot about two
blocks. The estimated cost of that is §220,000. at does not
have to be done at all. Alsoin these two blocks the land—per-
haps I am not so familiar with it as the board of trade—they claim
that the value of real estate is 600,000 saved by this change, but
the estimated value of real estate for the union depot at Massa-
chusetts avenue is a little over a million dollars, as compared with
the Baltimore and Ohio depot alone at §1,250,000. So there isa
saving of several hundred tl!)l(:)usand dollars there.

Taking the figures of construction as given by President Loree,
it shows a saving in construction of thirteen hundred and thirty
thousand dollars. Now, Mr. Loree, in his figures brings in the
additional cost of the station and tunnel that your committee
does not agree to. In other words, the District and the Govern-
ment never proposed to build a union station, or to build the
terminal, or to build the freight yard. The public was dealing
with the elevation, and endeavoring to pay one-half of the cost
of elevating the tracks. So,if yon pursue that policy, the saving,
as I have stated, is thirteen hundre(f and thirty thousand dollars.
The Pennsylvania road is put to more expense for the reason that
they not only construct their own elevation but they come and
join the B. and O.—

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Speaker, I ask for order. Itisimpossible
to hear the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wonld like to know
who put this large plat or map in front of the Speaker’s desk.

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the plan of the union station.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We must have guiet here, and _

it is impossible for the Chair to preserve order with this large
map cutting off his view. Let it be taken away and brought in
when ﬂECESSﬂ.r}'.

-Mr. BABCOCK. Thisstatementof the Pennsylvania road, now
the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad, submitted
by President Cassatt, is as follows:

The expense under the act of February 12, 1001, is §4,302,656. The cost
under the pending bill is §7,968.926. Now,in the item of cost under the pend-
ing bill one-h+1f of the cost of the tunnel i1s $824,000; the additional cost of the
station building is §778,000. The line to Magruder, which is the new cut-off,
is 31.292.450, and one-half of the cost of the coach yard is $419,000, making
&1.814,625 which is no part of the plan of the elevation. Deducting that from
the cost in the present bill. it lcaves $4.652,301 to be compared with the cost of
&1 392,656 in the act of February 12, 1801, showing that it costs the Pennsyl-
vania road $263.645 more than it would under the present law, as against the
Baltimore and Ohio $1,340,3%3 less than under the present law.

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand from the gentleman’s statement
that this bill takes from the Pennsylvania road land to the value
of $1,285,000, and also adds, according to the gentleman’s figures,
several hundred thousand dollars of nse; and for that amount
of over a million and a half dollars the House bill allows them a
million dollars. So the Pennsylvania road would be out of pocket,
bg the gentleman’s own figures, a half a million dollars by the
change.

Mr. BABCOCK. I have endeavored, Mr. Speaker, to make
myself clear as to the difference in value of the real estate. It
does not make any difference how they get at it, whether it was
given to them fifty years ago or not; they took the real estate in
lien of a million and a half dollars in money under the last act,
and if we take it back we must consider it on the same basis.

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but in addition to the real estate you
say they took under the last act they g%: a gift of a highway
bridge and several other reservations in Washington.

I M;I. BABCOCEK. The partwe are taking back was the original
ocation,

Mr. OLMSTED. But with that land which the bill takes away
from them they acquired Garfield Park and the highway bridge
which they retain. But this land of the value of nearly a million
and a half of dollars the bill takes away from them.

Mr. COWHERD. One million two hundred and eighty-five
thousand dollars.

Mr, K. Mr. Speaker, whatever may be the action of
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the House on this conference report—whether we instruet the con-
ferees to agree to the Senate bill or not—1I think the bill should go
back to conference, so that these particular sections may be per-
fected, for I can see great difficulty in perfecting them by any
motion which may be made here to concur.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Ishouldlike toaskthe gentleman from
‘Wisconsin a question, for I want to understand this matter, as
we all do. I understand that under the act of 1801 the total cost
of the improvements of these two railroad companies would
amount to $9,992.000—I have added the twoitems together. Un-
der the pending bill the amount of the improvements proposed and
arranged for would be to the two companies $13,850,476, making
nearly $4,000,000 more expense to the companies under this bill
than under the provisions of the acts of 1901. Now, what I want
to ask the gentleman is this: What do the railroad companies get
in the way of effective and nseful and profit-producing railroad
property ont of this expenditure of $13,850,000 which they would
not have secured from the expenditure of $0,992,000?

Mr. BABCOCK. The Pennsylvania road gets a new line out
of the city of Washington, which permits them to run into the
depot directly, without going throngh a tunnel,

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Exactly; it permits them to get into
the nunion station. But under the previous arrangement they
could have run into their own station on the Mall,

Mr. BABCOCK. On their own line.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Is there any additional usefulness in
that to them?

Mr. BABCOCEK. Does the gentleman mean in the station or
in the new line?

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The station and the line. What ad-
vantage will there be over what they have or what they would
have without this bill?

Mr. BABCOCK. This will enable them to shorten the time
between Washington and New York abount fifteen minutes—a
very valnable consideration.

r. TAYLER of Ohio. The advantage, then, is in the saving
of fifteen minutes?

Mr. BABCOCK. The improvement is in getting a beautiful
union station; also in the tunnel that connects the five Southern
roads with the Baltimore and Ohio system.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. In what respect does the gentleman
differentiate the tunnel and an elevated track with respect to
the public convenience and safety?

Mr. BABCOCK. The public has nothing to do with the tun-
nel; it is for the purpose of bringing the passenger traffic to-
gether. I am one of those who believe that two stations would
be better than one station.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Perhaps the railroad companies think
80, too.

Mr. BABCOCK. Possibly.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. MORREEL. Mzr. Speaker, I wish to ask a separate vote
on the proposition that the House recede from amendments 39
and 41 and concur in those amendments.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the two amendments to
which the tleman’s motion refers.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 39:

On page 18, in lines 21 and 22, strike out “ five hundred thonsand.”

Amendment 41:

On page 19, in line 1, strike out “five hundred thousand.”

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, this simply affects the Penn-
sylvania railroad, and upon this motion 1 desire the previous
guestion.

Several MemBers, Oh, no,

Mr. CANNON. The floor was not yielded to the gentleman
for that p se,

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, it is possible, but it is not at
all probable, that the railroad companies would accept the propo-
sitions embodied in this act if the Honse amendments to this act
were adopted. Their rights under existing laws are such that it
is optional with them to accept or reject this legislation. They
have vested rights which the courts will uphold. They are not
here in the attitude of mere supplicants at the mercy of this
House.

Suppose we make it against their interest to accept this legis-
lation, will they accept it? They certainly will not. Can we
compel them to accept? We certainly can not. What, then,
would be the resnlt of insisting upon an unreasonable and unbusi-
ness-like provision in thislegislation? Would it not be, in effect,
to defeat it, while in appearance we enacted it? Wonld it not be
to revive the legislation of 1901, which this legislation professes
to repeal? If it were the design of gentlemen who so persistently
opposed the acts of 1901 because those acts would preclude the
possibility of getting a nnionstation without the assent of the rail-
roads themselves—if it were their design, I say, to perpetuate
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those acts and nullify this one, they could not accomplish that
design more surely than by insisting upon the House amendments
which make the bill unacceptable to the railroad companies.

Everybody knows that the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Bal-
timore and Ohio Railroad were satisfied absolutely with the act
of February 12, 1901, which granted them additional facilities at
the terminals that they now occupy. It was only in deference to
those who had a desire to beautify the city of Washington and
enlarge on a new scale the Mall that the Pennsylvania Railroad
agreed toremoveits tracks to the new proposed site. In the same
way everyone knows that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, in
deference to that wish, expressed not only upon the part of those
who had the duty of beantifying Washington in charge, but also
in deference to all those interested in having a union terminal
station, agreed to the proposition.

Gentlemen will remember that at the time the debate on this
matter was in progress in the House the only cry was for a nnion
station. The one cry was to not give these extra acres on the
Mall to the Pennsylvania Railroad—do not give the additional
facilities at C street to the Baltimore and Ohio—and why? Be-
cause that would absolutely eliminate the possibility of a union
station in Washington. That guestion grew and grew and grew
and that sentiment increased until out of deference to that senti-
ment it was agreed between the presidents of the two railroads
and the Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate that
they would consider a proposition for a terminal station.

Never for one moment, when that proposition was under dis-
cussion, did they imagine that any portion of the amount of
money which was to be given to each railroad would in any way,
shape, or manner be lessened under this new agreement in view of
the increased amounts of money to be expended by or the lessened
facilities of the railroad companies under the union-station bill.
On the contrary, that was taken for granted, and I consider that
in the present instance they have an absolute contract and can
insist on proceeding with their work under the legislation granted
to them on February 12, 1901, if we do not in the present in-
stance make every effort to meet them in this new bill—at least
not deprive them of what we have already granted under the act
of February 12, 1901. The amount asked to be restored is not

Tge.

On the other hand, what have we in jeopardy? We have in
jeopardy the realization of something for which every member of
Con¥rasa and every citizen of the District and of the United States
has long hoped and prayed for, viz, proper terminal facilities in
Washington. It is not a time, Mr. Speaker, to be penny wise and
Eound foolish. We desire a station. The railroads have met us

alfway—more than halfway. The Pennsylvania Railroad, to
further this desire on the part of Congress and on the part of the
District of Columbia, has willing, according to its own state-
ments, to spend over $3,000,000 extra, The Baltimore and Ohio
Railroad in like manner is called upon to spend an extra amount
of money, not so much perhaps as the Pennsylvania, but what is
a contract with the Pennsylvania road is equally a contract with
thets_ Ba;télimore and Ohio Railroad, and I maintain can be equally
enforced.

Mr. MUDD. I would ask the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, who
made the contract.

Mr. MORRELL. There was no absolute written contract. ex-
cept the contract that was entered into betwean the Baltimore
and Ohio Railroad and the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Con-
gress when those acts were passed, and what I maintain is thatif
this new legislation is not put in such shape as will be in justice
acceptable to the rai they can proceed under the legislation
that was then granted to them on February 12, 1901.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman think that Con-
gress can not change the terms of that last act and go ahead and
enforce the contract in view of the act of Congress?

Mr. MORRELL. I should i ine there would be an equity
to the railroads should they proceed under the act of February 12,
1901, which would put this matter into court, and we would per-
haps for some years to come be without these terminal facilities
which we so very much desire.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a
question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MORRELL. Oneminute. I desireto goon for amoment,
as far as the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad is concerned. The
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, perhaps, is not called u to spend
as large a sum of money as the Pennsylvania Raﬂ:oas:)gccording
to the figures shown by the representatives of that road. Refer-
ence is made by the distin%Iﬁahed chairman of this committee to
the lessened ex nse that they would be under by the viaduct be-
ing shortened the distance between C street and the Massachu-
setts avenue site and the reduction of 10 feet in height of the
viadunet; but, Mr. Speaker, that reduction, which is but 10 feet,
would be more than offset by the larger cuts which will be
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necessary at the lower end of the line as it enters the District
of Columbia.

‘We may not, perhaps, be called upon to an for the facilities
that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad are deprived of in being
obliged to move their freight sheds to Eckington from what is to-
day the best freight terminal possible in Washington, and yet at
the same time it must be taken into consideration when we are
asking them voluntarily to surrender terminal facilities which
were granted to them under the act of February 12, 1901, and
with which thag were perfectly satisfied.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. %\})eaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland [Mr. MupDp].

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to undertake at
this time a discussion of the merits of these alternative proposi-
tions, whether we shall give as a Government contribution to the
expenditure of each of these two railroads one million of dollars
or one million and a half of dollars.

The railroads are not a party to this controversy in its present
position. The conferees have been appointed by the two Honses
to confer over the matter of what we should give to these rail-
roads. The House, unanimous in its action as to this branch of
the bill, has declared in favor of giving them $1,000.000 apiece,
and it reduced the amount from one million and a half because
the adoption of the present site, which the railroad companies in-
sisted upon and demanded, entails a cost upon the District and
National governments of more than a million dollars more than
the one preferred and at one time decided upon by the House
committee.

Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps not a parliamentary or a proper
thing to state just what took place in conference, and I do not
intend to do so; but I undertake to say here to-day that there
never has been any request from anybody having anything to do
with these items of disagreement, with whom the House con-
ferees ever talked or the right to talk, for anything more
than splitting the difference and giving each railroad a million
and a quarter of dollars; so that if this Honse this afternoon
shall vote to give each of these railroads a million and a half dol-
lars it will simply vote to donate $500,000 out of the National and
District treasury for this purpose. It is not asked for by anyone
having a right to ask it under the present circumstances. I un-
dertake to say that in twenty minutes, yes, in five minutes, after
this measure goes back to conference, if it shall go, we can get an

ment, if the House conferees shall be willing to do so, by
which at least $500,000 would be saved, as against the proposition
now made by a member of the District Committee, my colleague
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL].

All legislation is to someextent a matter of compromise. Com-
promise involves agreement, involves compact in some instances
in a perfectly legitimate and honorable manner. When this bill
was before the District Committee of the House for consideration.
and these railroads came and told the committee that they wounld
not bnild on the site which saved this Government more than a
million dollars, we put them back where they asked to go, and
unanimously agreed among ourselves that we would stand to this
proposition, giving them a million dollars apiece only.

After having done that, when as I say the situation is open to
us at this moment to get an agreement for a million and a quarter
each, it seems to me a preposterous proposition that this House
should be asked to repudiate its former action, to repudiate the
action of its conferees, and to donate a half million dollars to
these two railroads. I think I may say I know that we can get
an agreement forthwith on a million and a guarter to each rail-
road. I say further that I think it is quite likely that we can
gecure the adoption of the House proposition.

I have every inclination, Mr. Speaker, to deal fairly and to deal
liberally with these railroad companies in the legislation provid-
ing for the construction by them of a union de{)ot in this city, but
I can not commit myself to such a policy of stultification as to vote
now for a return to the Senate proposition of a million and a half
dollars to each. [Applause.]

Mr. BABCOCK, DMr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
linois [Mr. CaxyoN] five minutes.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COWHERD]
is a member of the committee and desires to address the House.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.

COWHERD].
Mr. CO RD. Mr. Speaker, I want to take the floor only

for a few minutes on this proposition, and I ask of the House
that I may proceed without interruption. _ e )

I want to say that in my opinion the union station is not jeop-
ardized by a further disa, ment on this measure, and that the
only thing that is jeopardized on the issue now presented is the
Treasury of the United States. [Applause.] The gentleman was
right when he said that the opposition we made to the railroad

bills of 1901 was to their taking that piece out of the Mall, and
also the fact that we did not have a union station.

It is true further that I opposed any contribution to the rail-
roads, but the ntmost that anybody ever asked that the railroads
should have was 50 pet cent of the cost of elevation, and I have
a book here issued since those bills passed, where the railroad
commissioners of the States met and a report upon that subject
was made by a committee that had investigated it, and on the
strength of that report I say that 35 per cent is more nearly the
average given by the States, where anything is given, than 50 per
cent. .

Now, on this proposition, let me show yon what we have done
for these two railroads; and I want the House to catch these
figures. In this bill the gift in land to the Baltimore and Ohio
Railroad is §1,464,280. Weadd to that a million dollars in money,
or a total of §2,464,280.

In regard to the Pennsylvania Railroad, gentlemen must re-
member that we gave them the absolute title to that Long Bridge.
They had the rigﬁt. to nuse the Long Bridge before, so long as they
maintained a highway bridge for the people of this District and
the adjoining State. We took that condition away absolutely and

ve them the right to the highway bridge, and to-day we are
?':ced with an appropriation of $996,000 to meet that gift that we
made to the Pennsylvania road.

But aside from that I want you to remember that in the bill of
two years ago the Mall was only a small part of the land given.
They got 12 acres of Garfield Park and numerous streets and
reservations in thiscity, all of which they retain, except the Mall,
so that as this bill stands we give the Pennsylvania Railroad
Company $1,786,476 worth of real estate belonging to the District
and the Government here in the city of Washington. Inaddition
to that we give them a million dollars in money.

Now let us see how the balance stands as between the railroads
and the Government. You say we onght to pay 50 per cent of
the cost of elevation. Well, everybody admits that this great
union station is not to be a part of the cost of elevation. Yom
have got two old shacks here now that would have to be forn
down and rebuilt, whatever is done, and after this is over you
will have one magnificent union station, serving all the roads
that enter. Now the railroads are to spend $13,000,000, and of
that $2,000,000 is given them by the Government.

So their expenses out of their own pockets are $11,000,000, of
which $4.000,000 go into the depot itsagt. So that the total cost
to the railroads to readjust the tracks and build the tunnel, and
the Pennsylvania Railroad getﬁn%a new entrance into the city,
that shortens the time between here and Baltimore and New
York, the total cost for it all is $7,073,133; and the cost to the
Government, when youn include the value of the land given, the
value of the contributions to the road, the cost of land purchased
for the plaza, grades readjusted, damages, and the value of the
bridge to be built. is $3,010,750.

The Government paying a million more for this change than
the roads pay for everything when yon take the depot out. Gen-
tlemen talk about 50 per cent. There is more than 50 per cent
of the total cost of all the improvements, the depot excepted, and
I respectfully submit that this is a most liberal contribution and
not another cent should be made.

Why, when the prezident or vice-president of the Pennsylvania
road was before our committee—and it has been said that all cities
give 50 per cent of the cost of elevation of the tracks and improve-
ment of terminals—it developed that that road was to spend
$50,000,000 in improving its terminals in New York. Do you
know how much the city of New York was to contribute? Only
a lease of a subway under the street, on which the road forever
is to pay an annual rental.

I submit that not only the conferees ought to be sent back with
a disagreement, but if they can not agree, and come back. they
ought tobe instructed not to consent to any additional gift to
these roads, and the other branch of this legislative body ought
to know that the House proposes to stand by its position in this
measure, [Applause.]

I want to say here and now that in my humble judgment the
railroad companies will be glad to accept the magnificent contri-
bution that was made in the bill as it passed the House. [Loud
applause. ]

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I recollect when this bill ¥med
the House. It passed the House, as reported from the District
Committee, with this very amendment upon it. I was against
the bill. I found myself in the minority. No guestion about the
desire of members for a union depot; no question about the desire
A" the railroad companies to have it pass the House with the House
amendment. Nay,nay,notaparticle. Whenit passed the House
with the House amendment, it went over to the Senate. That
much had been obtained.
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Now, I fancy the parttz desiring this legislation said let us go
for the balance, and get the million reduction in the House amend-
ment stricken out. That is the position. A wayfaring man,
though a fool, could read as he ran. [Laughter.] Now, I have
nothing against the railroads; I am for them. They are guite as
much of interest to the people they serve as they are to them-
selves. I believe in good terminal facilities; and I want to ask
my friend right here whether the bridge over the Potomac, the
Garfield Park, and the other contributions are not in addition—
and damages that the District pays—about $4,000,000 in cash. Is
that right? :

Mr. BABCOCK. Practically that.

Mr. CANNON. Practically $4,000,000 donation, plus the bridge
knacmm the Potomac, and Garfield Park, how many acres I do not

OW.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Oh, no; that does not include the bridge
across the Potomac.

Mr. CANNON. No?

Mr. BABCOCK. That included the cash contribution of
$2.000,000, $1,600,000 damages for Massachusetts avenue site,
and §170,000 damages in the lower part of the city near Virginia
avenue; a total of $3,770,000.

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. In addition to that is the bridge.
In addition to that is the donation at Garfield Park, or four mil-
lions in cash outside of these other things! Query: Is not that
enough? I will ask my friend, a shrewd business man and a rep-
resentative on this conference committee, in his judgment, if the
House stands by the House amendment, will the conference com-
mittee come to an agreement?

Mr. BABCOCK. Waell, Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to see that
the gentleman from Illinois has changed his mind since we were
discussing the other bill. [Laughter.]

Mr. CANNON. One thing at a time. This is the thing that
we are now talking about. [Laughter.]

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, as one of the conferees on the
part of the House, I hardly think it would be good taste for me
},o report to the House what might or might not be said in con-

erence.

Mr. CANNON. I ask my friend’s judgment. If the House
stands firm, if this legislation is enacted with the House amend-
ment on it, will it become a law and will it not be accepted gladly
by the railroads? I want the gentleman’s judgment on it.

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no guestion about that proposition—
that the bill will become law as it is if the House stands by its

proposition.
Mr. CANNON, Now, then, gentlemen, choose ye whom this
day you will serve. [Laughter.] [Criesof *‘ Vote!’ * Vote!”]
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion

of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to recede.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Spea{er, I would like to have that mo-
tion stated clearly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the House recede from
the two amendments which have been read by the Clerk.

Mr. MORRELL. Amendments 39 and 41.

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the contribution affecting the Penn-
gylvania Railroad.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report them again;
the Chair will not put any interpretation upon them.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 3% On e 18 strike out the words “ five hundred thonsand.”
%mendment. 41, page 19, line 1, strike out the words “five hundred thou-
sand.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the motion to
recede.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
MorreLL) there were—ayes 57, noes 107,

So the motion was lost.

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous ques-
tion on my motion to insist and ask for a further conference.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
demands the previous question on his motion to insist and ask
for a further conference.
“ The motion was agreed to, and the previous question was or-

ered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs to the
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin that the House further
insist on all of its amendments and ask for a further confer-
ence.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the Speakerpro tempore appointed the
following conferees on the El)rt of the House: Mr. BABCOCK, Mr.
Mupp, and Mr. MeYER of Lonisiana

Mr. CANNON.
adjourn.

Mr. Speaker, 1 m.ove that the House do now | P0

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Pending the motion to adf'ourn, by unanimous consent, leave
of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. RaNspELL of Louisiana, for three days, on account of
im business.

0o Mr. MevER of Lonisiana, indefinitely, on account of sick-
ness in family.
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE. PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Commititee on Enrolled Bills, re-
%)rted that they had presented this day to the President of the

nited States for his approval bills of the following titles:

H. R. 16604. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904;

H. R. 15198. An act defining what shall constitute and provid-
ing for assessments on oil mining claims;

H. R. 14899. An act to amend an act entitled ““An act to incor-
porate The National Florence Crittenton Mission;"

H. R. 7007. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of
Maj. William Kendall;

H. R. 2441. An act for the relief of William M. Bird, James F.
Redding, Henry F. Welch, and others; and

H. R. 15747. An act directing the issue of a check in lien of a
lost check drawn by George A. Bartlett, disbursing clerk, in favor
of Fannie T. Sayles. executrix, and others.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the
following title: f

S. 6773. An act to expedite the hearing and determination of
suits in equity pending or hereafter brought under the act of
July 2, 1800, entitled **An act to protect trade and commerce
against unlawful restraints and monopolies.™”

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 11544. An act to correct the military record of Thomas
J. Morman;

H. R. 7. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to cause to
be erected monuments and markers on the battlefield of Gettys-
burg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds of certain regi-
ments and batteries of the United States Army;

H. R. 16646, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across Bogue Chitto, in the State of Lonuisiana;

H. R. 3502. An act for the relief of the estate of M. J. Grealish,
deceased;

H. R. 2422. An act for the relief of Edward S. Crill;

H. R. 14047. An act for the relief of the clerks of circnit and
district courts of the United States;

H. R. 16975. An act to anthorize the construction of a bridge
across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,
the Eastern Railroad Company:

H. R. 14512. An act to amend an act to add certain counties in
Alabama to the northern district therein, and to divide the said
northern district, after the addition of said counties into two
divisions, and fo prescribe the times and glaces for holding courts
therein, and for other purposes, approved May 2, 1884;

H. R. 8287. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter
Johnson;

H. R. 8288. An act granting an increase of pension to Scott
Case; and

H. R. 12064. An act for the relief of Lebbeus H. Rogers and
the administration of William B. Moses, deceased. :

SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below:

S. 6535. An act providing for the construction of light-house
and fog-signal stations in Alaskan waters—to the Committee on -
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

8. 5918, An act to amend section 1225 of Revised Statutes, so
as to provide for detail of retired officers of the Army and Navy
to assist in military instruction in schools—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

8. 4980. Anacttoincorporatethe American Academy in Rome—
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

S. 6680. An actauthorizing the President toreinstate Alexander
G. Pendleton, jr., as a cadet in the United States Military Acad-
emy—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 5437. An act to anthorize the settlement of the accounts of
officers of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

8. T115. An act to provide for the erection of an addition to the
blic building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak.—to the Committee

on Public Buildings and Grounds,

—
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S. 2205. An act to correct the military record of Joseph T. Vin-
cent—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 7128. An act for the protection of the public forest reserves
and national parks of the United States—to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

S. 6960. An act for the relief of Charles W. Howard—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

8. 6570. Anact to correct the military record of Simeon Perry—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

8. 7283. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a building thereon, to be used for a laundry and sta-
ble for the Burean of Engraving and Printing, and to provide for
the erection of an addition to the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing building on the ground now occupied by the laundry
building and stable, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

S. 6653. An act granting a pension to Halvor Paulson—to the
Committee on Pensions.

8. 4812, An act granting 4 pension to Addison Arnold—to the
Committee on Pensions.

S. 6689. An act for the protection of wild animals, birds, and
fish in the forest reserves of the United States—to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

S. 8034. An act for the relief of the owners and officers of the
brig Olive Frances and others on board of said brig—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

Q. 7069, An act for the appointment of additional judge in the
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S. 6666. An act for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain,
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired)—to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

S. 6895. An act to aunthorize the promotion of Maj. William
Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in the Army of the United States—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 4907, An act to correct the mili record of Charles F,
Deisch—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 2871. An act to correct the military record of Edward T.
Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 7277. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert H.
Dagnall—to the Committee on Pensions,

Senate concurrent resolution 63:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of
the statnes of Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John n, presented by
the State of Maryland, 6,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the
House of Representatives, and the remaining 1,500 copies shall be for the use
g:tf tgis;nml:uuoh? %r the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the

o ryland.
The Joint &)mmitﬁee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the copy pre-
red for the Public Printer, who shallproe{lre suitable copper-process plates
ghﬁ bound with these memorials—

to the Committee on Printing.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By nnanimous consent, Mr. NEEDHAM was given leave to with-
draw from the files of the House without leaving copies the papers
in the case of Charles D. Watson, Fifty-seventh Congress, no ad-
verse report having been made thereon.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

By unanimous consent, the following ch of reference was
made: The bill (H. R. 16139) to authorize the Norfolk and Western
Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at
certain points where the same forms a boundary line between the
States of West Virginia and Kentucky, from the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention
of the House to the fact that Mr. MEYER of Louisiana has notified
the Chair that he was called away on account of sickness, and
that he will not be present.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I rose to my feet some moments

and have been trying to get the attention of the Chair to
offer a resolution to instruct the conferees who have just been
appointed. I would like to have the resolution read.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that a tele-

m has been received from Mr. MEYER of Louisiana asking for
indefinite leave of absence, I suggest the next member on the
comimjttee, Mr. LaTivMER, be substituted for Mr. MEYER as a
conieree.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will postpone that
matter until to-morrow morning.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. T

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no knowledge of
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania has risen for.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to adjourn without any
other business, as far as I am concerned. [Laughter.gro

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania inform the Chair of his purpose in rising?

Mr. MORRELL. Mteg resolution is to instruct the committee
on conference algpoin by the Chair on the part of the House.

Mr. CANNON. Why, Mr. Speaker, one-half of the House has
gone home, and I insist on a vote upon my motion.

The guestion was taken,and the motion of Mr. CANXNON was
agreed to: accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon.

. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following execuntive com-
;u}]lm'cation was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
ollows:
A letter from the Secretary of War, fransmitting a copy of a
telegram from the governor of the Philippine Islands indicating

the necessity of legislation regarding Philippine currency—to the

Committee on Insular Affairs, 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 the
?ﬁrk' and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as

ollows:

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2052) making
Chester, Pa., asubport of entry, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a m%rt (No. 8677); which said bill and
report were referred to the House Calendar.

r. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16656) regu-
lating the importation of breeding animals, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3678); which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7949) to revise
and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States. re-
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No.
3679); which said bill and report were referred to tIIJ): House
Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND

RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 1227) granting an
increase of pension to Bowman H. Peterson, reported the same
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3671): which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 4287) granting an increase of pension to
David N. Tolles, reported the same withont amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 3672); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 6576) granting a pension to Marcia B. Fer-
guson, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 3678); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committtee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 6652) granting an increase of pension to Leander W.
Cogswell, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 3674); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 6843) granting an increase of pension to A.
Paul Horne, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 3675); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 6941) granting an increase of pension to
James Monty, re the same withont amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 8676); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 17306) granting a pension to Catherine
McGuinn, reported the sathe with amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 3680); which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16314) granting
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an increase of pension to Richard S. Howarth, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3681); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11371) granting
an increase of pension to Ferdinand Heiskell, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a regort (No. 3682); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7708) granting
an increase of pension to Bridget Fallon, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3683); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
?fnthe following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. LESSLER: A bill (H. R. 17327) providing for the sale
of public lands belonging to the United States—to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 17328) to provide free mail
transmission in the presentation for payment of executed vouch-
irs for pension—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

oads.

By Mr. APLIN: A bill (H. R. 17329) granting a pension of $12
per month to all soldiers and sailors serving one year in the war
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 17330) providing for the
removal of the port of entry in the customs collection district of
Alaska from Sitka, Alaska, to Juneaun, Alaska—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 17331) to provide for the exten-
sion and enlargement of the public hui]dina at Lancaster, Pa.—
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17332) toauthorize the Bruns-
wick and Birmingham Railroad Company, a corporation, to con-
struct and operate a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, at or
near the city of Eunfaula, Ala.—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 265) provid-
ing for the printing of the bankrupt law, forms and rules in
bankruptey—to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. J,
Res. 266) providing for a joint commission to investigate the policy

- of international navigation—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. McCRAE: A concurrent resolution of the general as-
sembly of Arkansas relative to the western boundary of Ar-
kansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary,

‘PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.
Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
Ehlei following titles were introduced and severally referred, as
ollows: -
By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 17333) granting a pen-
sion to Hezekiah A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 173884) granting a pension to Tilman H. Me-
Conry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 17335) for the relief of
B, CY Thompson—to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. B%HETON: A bill (H. R. 17336) granting an honorable
discharge to Isaac P. Clark—to the Committee on Military Af-
fai

irs. :

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H, R. 17337) granting a penmsion to
Jessie K. Sirlott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17338) granting a pension to James H, Hill—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17339) granting a pension to Henry Web-
ber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17340) granting a pension to Harriet Neis-
wender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17341) granting an increase of pension to
Jonathan Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17342) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Maear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 17343) for the relief of Wil-
liam R. Tretheway—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 17344) to correct the
record of Col. George M. Brayton, United States Army, refired—
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ]

By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.17345) granting
an increase of pension to George M. Gibbons—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17346) granting an increase of pension to
John Roth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17347) for the relief of the legal representa-
tC‘lfea of John W. Shaw, deceased—to the Committee on War

aims,

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 17348) granting an increase of
pension to John McGregor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17349) granting an increase of pension to
William N. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17350) granting a pension to Lottie Bryant—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 17351) for the relief of Frederick A. Miller—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 17352) granting an increase
of pension to Anson Heffron—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17353) to correct the record of Henry Lippin-
cott, assistant surgeon-general United States Army—to the Com-

mittee on Mjlitalg Affairs.
By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 17354) granting an increase

of pension to Wesley J. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’'s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of A. E. Brown and other citizens of
Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of & bill to forbid the sale of
intoxicating liguors in all Government buildings—to the Com-
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of New York State Con-
vention of Universalists, favoring the establishment of a labora-
tory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of retail druggists of Aurora, Mo.,
urging the of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax
on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. BOREING: Petition of citizens of Leslie County, Ky.,
in favor of the good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union
No. 271, of Gadsden, Ala., for the repeal of the desert-land law—
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BURTON: Protest of Jonathan Lodge, No. 91, Sons of
Benjamin, of Cleveland, Ohio, against the exclusion of Jewish
immigrants at the port of New York—to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No.
345, of Kansas City, Kans., favoring House bill 16457, relating to
gifts in connection with the sale of tobacco and cigars—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Cigar Dealers’ Association, of Chicago, I11.,
opposing any reduction in the duty on cigars coming from Cuba—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of the Presbyterian congregation
of Moosic, Pa., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of in-
toxicating liguors in all Government buildings—to the Committee
on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

Also, petition of Cigar Dealers’ Association, of Chicago, I11.,
protesting against the reduction of duty on cigars—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of the American Chamber of Commerce, of
Paris, France, in favor of the adoption of the metric system in
1;1;9 United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and

easures.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of Cigar Makers’
Union No. 200, of Janesville, Wis., in favor of the passage of
House bill 16457—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of retail druggists, of Everest, Ton-
ganoxie, Topeka, Kelly, and Sabetha, Kans., urging the passage
of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alecohol—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union, No. 499, of
Leavenworth, Kans., for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolutions of the Ministerial Alliance, of Leavenworth,
Kans., asking for the passage of a bill to promote the efficiency
of Army chaplains—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of citizens of Hiawatha, Kans., favoring an edu-
cational test for immigrants, etc.—to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization. q

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Sabetha, Kans., in favor of legislation in restraint of the liguor
traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolutions of Traverse City Lodge, No.
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189, Order of B'rith Abraham, of Traverse City, Mich., relating
to methods of the immigration bureau at the port of New York—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of A. M. Howard and other
retail druggists of Excelsior Springs, Mo., urging the passage of
House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of retail druggists of Van Buren
County, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 178, for the re-
g}lcﬁon of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.,

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of Rand Lumber Company and
others, of Burlington. Iowa, and vicinity for the repair of levee
on the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Im-
provements of the Mississippi River.

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 525 citizens of Sycamore, Il.,
against the repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOWELL: Protest of the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of Gladstone, N. J., against the repeal of the anti-
canteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LONG: Paper to accompany House bill 6086, for the re-
lief of W. H. De Long—to the Committee on Claims. =

Also, petition of Thomas W. Sweeney Post, No. 861. Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, favoring House bill
18986, relating to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of various churches and Christian
organizations of Forest Grove, Oreg., in favor of legislation in
restraint of the liquor traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic
Liquor Traffic.

Mr. NAPHEN: Resolution of the common council of Bos-
ton, Mass., protesting agzinst a depot for the light-house service
on Castle Island—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Papers in support of House bill
17067, to grant a medal to George W. Churchill—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Ephraim Cassel and 23 other citizens of Re-
publican City, Nebr., in support of the McCumber bill and in
relation to the sale of liquor in immigrant stations, Government
buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

Also, petition of A. McMillen and other druggists of McCook,
Nebr., urging the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of W. A. Clark and other
druggists of Blissfield, Mich., favoring House bill 178—to the
Committee on Ways and Means. ’

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill
15788, relating to the claim of G. W. Upton—to the Committee
ca War Claims,

SENATE.
TUESDAY, February 10, 1903.

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings. when, on request of Mr. McCUMBER, and by unanimous
consgent, the further reading was dispensed with.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec-
tion, will stand approved.
COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, fransmit-
ting, in response to a resolution of July 1, 1902, certain informa-
tion concerning the list of national, State, and local commercial
organizations and also national, State, and local agricultural as-
sociations of the United States; which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,
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 House to the
bill (8. 4825) to provide for a union railroad station in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; further insists npon its
amendments numbered 39 and 41, and so much of amendment
numbered 57 as relates to striking out of section 13 of the bill
and the substitution of matter in lien thereof, upon which the
committee of conference were unable to agree; asks a further
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BaBcock, Mr. MupD, and
Mr. LATIMER managers at the conference on the part of the
House.

.

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7656) to amend
section 1 of an act entitled *“An act to amend sections 5191 and
5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other
purposes; ' asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. FOWLER,
Mr. HiLr, and Mr. TALBERT managers at the conference on the
part of the House,

The meﬂs&g:lfnrther announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15659) grant-
ing a pension to Elise Sigel, asks a conference with the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
pointed Mr. ApLiN, Mr. HoLLiDAY, and Mr. NORTON managers
at the conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

AANb'il% (H. R. 3504) granting an increase of pension to Grace

. Negley;

A hill (H. R. 5101) granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min Contal;

A bill (H. R. 7110) granting an increase of pension to Aurelia
M. Power;

A bill (H. R. 8663) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of Charles F. Woodford and grant him an honor-
able discharge;

A bill (H. R. 9107) granting a pension to Austin A. Vore;

A bill (H. R. 10095) for the relief of Levi L. Reed: :

A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Ada S. Kempfer; and

A bill (H. R. 15911) granting an increase of pension to George
N. McMurray.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the President pro tempore:

A hill (8. 6773) to expedite the hearing and determination of
snits in equity pending or hereafter bronght under the act of
July 2, 1890, entitled ““An act to protect trade and commerce
against unlawful restraints and monopolies;’’ *‘An act to regu-
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, or any other act
having a like p that may hereafter be enacted;

A bill (H. R. 7) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause to
be erected monuments and markers on the battlefield of Gettys-
burg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds of certain regi-
ments and batteries of the United States Army;

A bill (H. R. 2422) for the relief of Edward S. Crill;

A bill (H. R. 3502) for therelief of theestate of M. J. Grealish,
deceased;

A bill (H. R. 8287) granting an increase of pension to Peter
Johnson;
A bill (H. R. 8288) granting an increase of pension to Scott

ase;

A bill (H. R, 11544) to correct the military record of Thomas
J. Morman;

A bill (H. R. 12064) for the relief of Lebbens H. Rogers and
the administrators of William B. Moses, deceased; :

A bill (H. R. 14047) for the relief of the clerks of circuit and
district courts of the United States;

A bill (H. R. 14512) to amend an act to add certain counties in
Alabama to the northern district therein, and to divide the said
northern district, after the addition of said counties, into two
divisions, and to prescribe the times and places for holding courts
therein, and for other purposes, approveg May 2, 1884;

A bill (H. R. 16646) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across Bogue Chitto, in the State of Louisiana; and

A bill (H. R. 16975) to anthorize the construction of a bridge
across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, by
the Eastern Railroad Company.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of J. Bunyon Lemon,
of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation
granting to the States the power to deal with intoxicating liquors
which may be shipped into their territory from other States, and
also to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant sta-
tions and in Government buildings; which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Northeastern Suburban
Citizens’ Association of Langdon, D. C., praying for the adoption
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, re-
specting suffrage in the District of Columbia; which was referred
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of sundry citi-
zens of New Hamburg and Poughkeepsie, in the State of New
York, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation relative
to the interstate transportation of livelstock; which were referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.
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