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SENATE.

TUESDAY, January 12, 190}.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EvERETT HALE, D, D,
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
proved, there being no objection.
RENTAL OF BUILDINGS, .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia,
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 17th unltimo, an
item in regard to buildings rented by them in the District of Co-
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, 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 passed
a bill (H. R. 7849) to aunthorize the county of Poinsett, in the
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and
State; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the Sing-
ing Society Frohsinn, of Mobile, Ala.; of Lodge No. 654, of Denver;
of Lodge No. 667, of Colorado Springs; of the Denver Maennerchor,
of Denver; of Lodge No. 435, of Denver, and of Bayern Verein of
Denver, all in the State of Colorado; of the Schuetzen Verein of
New Britain; of Lodge No. 266, of South Norwalk; of the Saenger-
bund of Hartford; of the Turn Verein of South Norwalk; of the
Deutsche Gesellschaft of New Haven; of the Germania Bicycle
Club, of New Haven; of Hermann’s Sons’ Maennerchor, of New
Haven; of the German Ulk Club, of Ansonia; of the Teutonia
Maennerchor, of New Haven; of the German Citizen Society, o
Rockyille, and of the Arion Singing Society, of South Norwalk,
all in the State of Connecticut; of Lodge No. 349, of Wilmington;
of the East End German Democratic Club, of Wilmington, and
of the Turn Verein of Wilmington, allin the State of Delaware; of
the (Gesang Verein Teutonia, of Savannah, Ga.; of the Germania
Verein of Shelby; of the Germania Clubof Cedar Rapids; of Lodge
No. 12, of Rock Rapids; of the Germania Benevolent Society, of
Manilla; of the St. Joseph’s Society of Muscatine; of the German
Society Frohsinn, of Decorah; of the Military Brotherhood of Deni-
son; of the German Aid Society of Iowa City, and of the Dentscher
Krieger Verein, of Sioux City, allin the State of Iowa; of the Turn
Verein of Mount Olive; of the Georgetown Turn Verein, of Smith-
ton; of Germania Bund No. 2, of Shiloh; of the Mascoutah Cen-
t :al Turn Verein, of Mascoutah; of Lodge No. 73, of Freeport; of
the Liederkranz of Mount Olive; of the Turn Verein of East St.
Lonis; of Lodge No. 794, of Chicago: of Anker Encampment, No.
142, of Aurora; of Concordia Lodge, No. 303, of Aurora; of the Ger-
mania Maennerchor of Cairo; of the Turn Verein Eiche, of Chi-
cago; of the Tnrn Verein of Chicago; of the Junger Maennerchor
of Chicago; of the Sociale Turn Verein, of Chicago; of the German
Military Society of Freeport; of the Turn Verein Garfield, of
Chicago, and of the Deutsche Krieger Verein, of Aurora, all in
the State of Illinois; of the German Society Concordia,
of Alexandria; of the German War Veterans of Fort Wayne; of
the Schuetzen Verein of Hammond; of the St. Joseph Turn Verein,
of Evansville; of the rbund of Jeffersonville; of the Turn
Verein of Hammond; of the Doppel tte Sakonia, of Fort
Wayne, and of the Catholic Enights of America, Branch No. 77,
of Evansville, all in the State of Indiana; of the Turn Verein of
Leavenworth; of Lodge No. 1, of Leavenworth; of the Concordia
Singing Society, of Kansas City; of the German-American Skat
Club, of Topeka, and of the Gesang Turn Verein of Alma, all in
the State of Kansas; of the Turn Verein of Kansas City, Mo.; of the
Germania Club of Grand Island, and of Goldene Krone Lodge, No.
19, of Hartington, all in the State of Nebraska; of Kickapoo Tribe,
No. 237, of Egg Harbor City; of the Good Will Hook and Ladder
Company, of Egg Harbor City, and of Humboldt Grove, No. 20, of
Passaic, all in the State of New Jersey; of Sigel Lodge, No. 93, of
Webster; of the German School Association of Lawrence; of the
Germania Club of Taunton; of the Germania Lodge, No. 380, of
Springfield; of the German Cremation Society of Lawrence; of Her-
man Lodge, No. 467, of Adams; of Rollstone Lodge, No. 578, of
Fitchturg; of the Glee Club Eintracht, of Lawrence, and of the
Glee Club Mozart Maennerchor, of Lawrence, all in the State of
Massachusetts; of Independence Lodge, No. 23, of New Orleans,
La.; of Lodge No. 13, o?eDeer Lodge, and of Blucher Lodge, No.
10, of Kalispell, all in the State of Montana, and of Turn Verein
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Vorwaerts, of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enact-

ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- -

onépa'ting liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the
ndiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Springfield,
Ohio; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Carlisle,
N. Y.; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal
Church of Bradford; the Young People’s Missionary Society of
Newberry; the Mothers and Teachers’ Association of Newberry;
the Ladies’ Aid Society of Newberry; the Woman’s Home and
Foreign Missionary Society of Newberry, and of the congregation
of the United Evangelical Church of Newberry, all in the State
of Pennsylvania, and of the Woman’'s Club of Pekin, I1l., praying
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon,
REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Philadelphia Mari-
time Exchang‘eﬁeﬁraying for the ratification of certain treaties be-
tween the United States and the other leading countries of the
world providing proper restrictions for arbifration of interna-
tional guestions; which was referred tothe Committee on Foreign
Relations,

He also presented petitions of 830 telegraph operators of Illinois,
praying for the enactment of leLEislal:ion for the relief of telegra-
phers who served in the war of the rebellion; which were referred
to the Committee on Pensions. ;

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California,
praying for the passage of the so-called -post bill; which
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr, BURNHAM presented a petition of the History Club, of
Portsmouth, N. H., praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a
petition of Alfred Sully Post, No. 8, Department of %aalnngton
and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dayton, Wash,,

f | praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was

referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Healso (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a petition of sundry miners
of , praying for a temporary suspension of assessment work
on mining claims in the Territory of Alaska; which was referred
to the Committee on Mines and Mini

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presen
c¢il of Ballard, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made to
deepen the harbor at that port; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying that an appropri-
ation bemade in aid of the Lewisand Clark Centennial Exposition;
vfthiich was referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expo-
sitions.

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 100, Interna-
tional Longshoremen’s Association, of Aberdeen; of the Sailors’
Union of the Pacific of Seattle, and of the Sailors’ Union of the
Pacific of Port Townsend, all in the State of Washington, and
of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation relative to the allotment of seamen’s
wages; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, McCUMBER presented a petition of the ministers of the

;spetltion of the city coun-

Pres rian, Baptist, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Lang-
don, N. Dak., praying for an investigation of the charges o
and filed against Hon. REED Syoor, a Senator from the State of

Utah; for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in-
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings; to regulate the
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; for the appoint-
ment of physical directors for the new army gymnasiums; to
prohibit interstate telegraphing of gambling bets; for the enact-
ment of a Sunday law for the national capital, and to amend the
Lewis and Clark Exposition bill, requirgf the ition to be
closed on the Sabbath day and to prohibit midway exhibits thereat;
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BARD presented a pefition of the San Bernardino County
Fruit Exchange, of San Bernardino, Cal., pra&mg for the enact-
ment of legislation to increase the powers of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on In-
terstate Commerce.

Mr. NELSON ted petitions of Ellison Post, No. 127, of
North Branch; DI Levi Sutton Post, No. 73; of George B. Adams
Post, No.. 151, of Eagle Bend; of C. Sammers Post, No. 94, of
Canby; of J. 8. Cady Post, No. 2, of Anoka, and of Wallace Post,
No. 142, of Princeton, all of the Department of Minnesota, Grand
Army of the Republic, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the
enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the.
Committee on Pensions,
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He also presented a memorial of the Bay and River Steamboat-
men’s Union of California. remonstrating against the enactment
of legislation relative to the payment of allotment in the coast-
wise trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Military Order of
the Loyal Legion of the United States, Commandery of Nebraska,

rayinﬁ for the adoption of an amendment to section 1814 of the
E-e ised Statntes, relative to the placing of statues in the United
States Capitol; which was referred to the Committee on Rules.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First
Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, Nebr., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liguors in
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gibbon, Nebr.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Tecnmseh, Nebr., and a fpehition of the congrega-
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, Nebr., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect prohibition States
and districts against * original-package* tricks; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of York; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Hansen;
of the Woman's Home Missionary Society of York; of the Wom-
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Union; of the congregation
of the Presbyterian Church of Silver Creek; of the Fin de Siécle
Club of Central City; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Mira
Creek; of sundry citizens of Geneva, and of the Nebraska Feder-
ation of Women’s Clubs, of Lincoln, all in the State of Nebraska,

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against
ron. REED SM00T, & Senator from the State of Utah; which were
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Landan Post, No. 156,
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lake City,
Towa, and a petition of J. G. Safley Post, No. 125, Department of
Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Traer, Iowa, praying for
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Odebolt, Iowa,
Enying for an mveahgat:mn of the charges made and filed against

on. REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of George Thomas, of
‘Wingate; of the Delaware County Merchants’ Association and
Credit Bureau, of Muncie; of the Retail Merchants’ Association
of Evansville, and of J. Cadden, of Evansville, all in the State of
Indiana, remonsirating against the passage of the so-called par-
cels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Bay and River
Steamboatmen’s Union of California and a memorial of Local
Union No. 100, International Longshoremen’s Union, of Aber-
deen, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation
relative to the payment of allotment in the coastwise trade;
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Plymonth, N. H., praying for an investigation of
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Sm00T, a Senator
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of
legislation to authorize the extension and operation of the Great
Falls and Old Dominion Railroad upon and over certain streets
in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of Detroit Harbor, No. 47,
American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of
Detroit, Mich., and of Lodge No. 7, Shipmasters’ Association, of
Detroit, Mich., praying for the establishment of a breakwater at
Rogers City, in that State; which were referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

HAMILTON D, SOUTH.

Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2820) for the relief of
Hamilton D. Sounth, to report it favorably with an amendment,
and I ask for its present consideration. It is a short measure.

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

The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in line
6, after the words ‘‘ one thousand,” to strike out * two hundred

and fifty” and insert ‘“‘one hundred and fifty-seven;” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay to Lieut. Hamilton D. th, United States

Marin f in th ot otherwise ria
S 2o oF SL1ST, o relmaioinss Bism for the loal porsosl prODES by QaEro
by the burning of the officers’ quarters at the United States navy-yard, Pen-
sacola, Fla.

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.

CHARLES BLAKE,

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report
the same kind of a bill as that which has just passed. and I ask
for its present consideration. It is the bill (8. 1753) for the relief
of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United States Navy.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, Eroceaded to its consider-
ation. It pro to pay to Charles Blake, pay clerk, United
States Navy, the sum of $700, to be a payment in full of all losses
of personal pro incurred by him by reason of the destruc-
tion by fire of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan, on the
morning of February 8, 1886. :

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third
time.

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine,
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if there is any
general legislation which would anthorize the Navy Department
to adjust these claims?

Mr, HALE. There are certain features of general legislation,
and these cases are only reported where the Department has cer-
tified that they do not come under the general head.

The bill was passed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
were referred the following joint resolution and bills, reported
them severally without amendment:

A joint resolution (8. R. 6) to authorize the Secretary of the
Navy to donate to the Minnesota Historical Society the steering
wheel of the former ship Minnesota;

A Dbill (8. 2487) to provide for the transportation of naval and
other stores and supplies in American-built “hig‘“ and

A Dbill (S. 2641) to provide for the removal of floating dangers
to navigation in certain steamship lanes off the Atlantic coast of
the United States and for the construction of a suitable vessel to
be used for such purpose by the Navy ent.

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
were referred the fo]lom bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and sabmi reports thereon:

A bill (8. 8114) to authorize the use of depositions before naval
courts in certain cases; and

A bill (8. 8110) to provide for the convening of general counrts-
martial at remote naval stations. :

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 921) granting to the
State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation,
enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers
and Sailors’ Home, reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 127) anthorizing the joining of
Kalorama avenue, reported it with amendments, and submitted
are thereon.

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 2540) authorizing the appointment
of Allen V. Reed, now a captain on the retired list of the Navti,
as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy, reported it with-
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Finance,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 851) for the relief of Joseph B.
Sargent, reported it without amendment.

Mr. PER S, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 2845) to authorize the appointment of
Ricardo Iglesias as a midshipman in the United States Navy, re-
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN ALASKA.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, from the Committee on
Territories I desire to present to the Senate the report of the sub-
committee of that committee, which visited Alaska under a reso-
lution adopted near the close of the last Congress, together with
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testimony, statements, and other information gathered by the
subcommittee.

I wish, Mr. President, in presenting this report to call the par-
ticnlar attention of the Senate to it. ithin a day or two of the
close of the last Congress I presented a resolution authorizing the
appointment of this subcommittee, Accordingly a subcommittee
was appointed, consisting of the junior Senator from Vermont

Mr. DiLLINGHAM], as chairman, the junior Senator from New

ampshire [Mr. BurNHAM], the senior Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. NELsoN], and the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaT-
TERSON]. These gentlemen, as a subcommittee, visited Alaska
and spent in actual work two months’ time of discriminating and
intelligent investigation. That work is embodied in this admir-
able report, which is the report of the entire subcommittee, and
drawn by its chairman, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLING-
HAM]. It embraces original information gathered on the ground;
and I believe it is the first report of full and first-hand informa-
tion ever presented by a committee from either Honse to Congress
for its guidance in legislating on the affairs of the district of
Alaska,

I direct the particular attention of the Senate to the feature of
this report upon transportation, which is of immense value. In-
deed every line of this valuable document is weighty with facts
and sound judgment. This subcommittee has accomplished the
maximunm of resnlts with the minimum of expense. e recom-
mendations are the recommendations of the entire subcommittee,
with the exception of one concerning the Delegate, from which
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] dissents.

I ask that 5,000 copies of the report itself and the map which
accompanies it be printed, and that of the testimony and state-
ments taken by the subcommittee fifteen hundred copies be printed.
This is not an unusual number, I think, for a report so important,
so timely, and so fall, as is this notable presentation of the situa-
tion in the district of Alaska to the Senate and the country.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no objection is made, the
order will be entered for the printing, as requested by the Sena-
tor from Indiana, and for the printing of maps and of illustra-
tions, if there may be any.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3311) to amend section 2399
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

He ai‘;o introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations:

A bill (S. 8312) to provide an adjunct to the corps of consular
clerks (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (8. 8313) to amend se;:tiondITOB of the Revised Statutes

with an accompanying paper); an
( A bill (8. 8314) to regulate consular invoice fees (with accom-

Paillring papers). e :

1. BARD introduced a bill (8. 8315) for the relief of Carlos
Manjarez; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

r. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3316) to provide for a site
and public building at South Bethlehem, Pa.; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds. y

ga also introduced a bill (S. 8317) authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian
lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3318) to correct the military record
of Joseph Rankin; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also infroduced a bill (8. 3319) to correct the military record
of William H. Everson; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

He also introduced a bill (S. 3320) to correct the naval record
of John Clark, alias Daniel Andrews; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions:

A bill (S. 8321) granting a pension to Andrew Comrey;

A bill (8. 3322) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Nagle;

A bill (S. 3323) granting a pension to Eleanor M. Laise;

A bill (S. 3324) granting a pension to Adeline C. Roberts;

A bill (S. 8325) granting an increase of pension to James B. O.
Horbach; and
GeA bﬂ% (sﬁhsazs) granting an inm}-ea.se of pension to Jacob A.

iger (with accom ing papers). =

Hli? FOSTER of mgton (for Mr. ANKENY) introduced a
bill (8. 8327) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. Moore;

which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 8328) grant-
ing to the city of Port Angeles, Clallam County, State of Wash-
ington, for park purposes, certain portions of the Government
reserve in said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Public Lands.

He also introdunced a bill (S. 3320) granting a pension to Mary
E. Strong; which was t:_readedt;;iii by its title, and, with the ac-
companying papers, referr: e Committee on Pensions.

Mr. SCO%"'.F introduced a bill (S. 3330) granting an increase of
pension to William H. H. Williams; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Fe also introduced a bill (8. 3331) to authorize the Vulecan Coal
Company, of Vulcan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big
Sandy River at Vulecan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same
forms the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and
Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3332) granting a pension to Thomas
M. Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 8333) granting an increase
of pension to William H. Hendrickson; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 8334) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frances G. Belknap; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 8335) granting an increase of pen-
sion to John Waldo; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Territories:

A bill (8. 8336) to provide an additional district judge for the
district of Alaska, and for other purposes;

A bill (8. 3337) to provide for the construction and maintenance
of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, and the
care and support of insane and destitute persons in the district of
Alaska, and for other purposes;

A bill (S. 8338) to amend and codify the laws relating to munie-
ipal corporations in the district of Alaska;

A bill (8. 8339) providing for the election of a Delegate to the
House of Representatives from the district of Alaska; and

A bill (8. 5340) to amend an act entitled **An act to define and
punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to provide a code of
criminal procedure for said district,’”” approved March 3, 1899.

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 3341) anthorizing the city
of Nome, a municipal corporation organized and existing under
chapter 21, title 8, of an act of Congress a%]proved June 6, 1900,
entitled ‘“An act making further provision for a civil government
for Alaska, and for other purposes,” to construct a free bridge
across the Snake River at Nome city, in the Territory of Alaska;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8342) for the relief of the
Nez Percé tribe of Indians in Idaho; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr, McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 8343) to anthorize the An-
acostia, Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Compan:
to extend its street railway in the District of Columbia; whicg
was read twice by its title, and refered to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

He also introduced a bill (S. 3344) for the extension of Shepherd
street northwest from Connecticut avenne to Idaho avenue; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia. -

He also introduced a bill (8. 3345) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Edward Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also introduced a bill (S. 3346) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Jacob Hollenbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 3347) for the estab-
lishment and organization of a nurse corps of trained women
nurses in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3348) granting a pension
to Helen G. Hibbard; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 3349) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Morgan Dwyer; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions,
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Mr. FATRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions:

A bill (8. 8350) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har-
bert (with an accompanying paper); and

A bill (8. 3351) granting a pension to Randolph F. Williamson
(with accompanying papers). -

Mr, FOR E}i% introduced a bill (8. 3352) granting an increase
of pension to Mary M. Nash; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 38353) to provide for the
registration and protection of commercial marks, ;}rints, and la-
bels used in foreign or interstate commerce, and for other pur-
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Patents. :

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 8354) to divide the
third judicial division of the district of Alaska into two record-
ing and judicial divisions; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Territories,

He also introduced a bill (S. 8355) to amend an act entitled
“*An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing ani
Alaska, and for other purposes;’ which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:

A bill (8. 3356) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A.

eter;

A bill (8. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Welcome B,
French; and
BoA hlixn (8. 8358) granting an increase of pension to Catherine

wsher,

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 8359) for the relief of the
attorney and representative of the Choctaw Nation; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian

airs.

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (8. 8360) for the relief of the
Muir Glacier Packing Company; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 3361) to ratify, approve, |

and confirm an act duly enacted by the legislature of the Terri-
tory of Hawaii, to anthorize and provide for the maintenance and
supply of fuel and illuminating gas and its by-products in Hono-
Iulu; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (8. 3362) granfing an |

increase of pension to Daniel H. Wallace; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HALE (for Mr. SPOONER) introduced a bill (8. 8363) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William A. Murray; which was
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 8364) granting an increase of
pension to Moses Fletcher; which was read twice by its title,and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3365) for the relief of the heirs
at law of Maj. Tarleton Woodson, deceased; which was read
E}w;(_:eby its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary

ims.

STATUE OF BENJAMIN HARRISON.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I introduce ajoint resolution which I ask |

may be read at length.

The joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the erection and
maintenance of a statue in memory of the late President Benja-
min Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city
of Indianapolis, State of Indiana, was read the first time by its
title and the second time at length, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the Benjamin Harrison Memorial Association of In-
diana be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain. on property
owned by the United States in square numbered 36, in the city of Indianapolis,
State of Indiana, a monument in honor of the life and services of the lats
President Benjamin Harrison. The said monument shall be constructed
south of the :
course of erection on said

the Treasury.

Mr. FATRBANKS. As will be seen, the joint resolution an-
thorizes the construction and maintenance, on property of the Gov-
ernment at Indianapolis, of a monument in honor of the life and
services of the late President Benjamin Harrison. I should like
to have its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

square, subject to the approval of the Secretary of

-office, court-honse and custom-house building now in |,

Theye being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as
in Committee of the Whole,

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a joint resolution (S. R.
82) to fill vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution; which was read the first time by its title and the sec-
ond time at length, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the vacanecies in the Board of Regentsof the Smithso-
nian Institution, of the class other than Members of Congress, shall be filled
by the reappointment of John B. Henderson and Alexander Graham Bell,
Qeslﬁ?rm of the city of Washington, whose terms of office expire on January

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I see no reason why the joint
resolution should not be considered now. These vacancies have
to be filled by Congress. Ex-Senator Henderson and Dr. Alex-
ander Graham Bell are regents whose terms expire in a very few
days. I suppose there will be no objection whatever to their
reappointment. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The joint resolution wasreported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

COURT OF PATENT APPEALS,

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have introduced two bills for
the creation of a court of patent appeals. There is very great
interest taken in them by patent attorneys and inventors. h
bill provides for the creation and establishment of a new court
with final jurisdiction in patent matters. The bills differ some-
what in plan and detail. One is supported by a memorandum
explaining the bill and the reasons for it, and the other by a re-
port of the American Bar Association. I ask that each of these
papers may be printed as a Senate document.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What reference does the Sen-
ator desire?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The papers have been referred to
the Committee on Patents.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti-
cut asks for the printing of the papers which he has just sent to
the desk. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears
none, and the order is made.

PORT OF SALT LAKE CITY.

Mr. KEARNS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 201) to establish a port of delivery at
Salt Lake City, Utah.

Mr. LODGE. The regular order has not been finished yet?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not.

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection in the world to the bill, and
I hope we shall go to the Calendar and take up all unobjected
bills; but I shall be glad if the regular order may be finished first.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the re-
quest of the Senator from Utah.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILIS,

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that the im-
migration laws of the United.States in force in the Philippine
Islands shall continue to be administered by the officers of the
Philippine Government, intended to be proposed by him to the
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was
re‘g‘elire?id to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$55,000 to enable the Secretary of State to provide at a number of
the principal consulates 50 clerks, who shall be American citizens
and shall not receive more than $1,200 a year in any one case, in-
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap-
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, and ordered to be printed.

THE PANAMA CANAL.
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
Resolved, That there I:;Frinted. for the use of the Senats, 2,000 extra copies
of the message of the President of the United States in regard to Panama,
CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA,

Mr. DANIEL. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read.
The Secretary read as follows:

. [Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States ba,
is hereby, reﬂ;lesteﬂ, if in his opinion conarilstgnt weithntlhe pnbtic ingmu‘e%ilzg
transmit to the Senate all correspondence between the Secretary of State
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and the representatives of the Government of Colombia which has taken
place concerning our relations with that country since the revolution of No-
vember 4 in Panama and which has not been heretofore transmitted.

Mr. CULLOM. I horpe that the resolution will be referred to
the Committes on Foreign Relations,

Mr. ALDRICH. No; let it go over until to-morrow.

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator wants it to go over until to-
morrow. I have no objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the res-
olution will go over.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

The bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and
State, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

BRITISH CLAIMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States; which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mttaeonForelgn Relations, and orderedtaobep:mted:
To the Senate:

In to the resolution of the Senate of December 10, 1908, requesting
dent, “if not incompatible with the public intamsm. to transmit
the Senate a list of any claims now pending in the Department of State by
British subjects against the United States, or of citizens of tha United States
against Great Britain,” I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secre-
tary of State covering the list called for.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT,

Warre House, January 12, 1904,

GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY (LIMITED).

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 Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit a re the Acting Sacnﬂryaf&hta withucmm
pers, in 'tbge g%hcsﬂon of the British Em’ beb.nﬂmg
essts, Gordon, Iro ares Company {Limitad).d&n&da,fmmim

bursement of.s"a" 626, CG. which they allege the United Btates customs anthori-

E:g imgraperly exacted of them in November, 1902, as duties on certain sheep

Inviewo!thefactsurecitodb‘ythe.&ctmg&emﬁryn!ﬂhbamdnhuwn
the correspon Iremmmend that provision be made for the com-

pany’s reimbursemen
THEODORE ROOSEVELT.
Warre Hovse, January 12, 190k,

D’ANGERS BUST OF WASHINGTON.

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 Forelgn Relations, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatlives:
Imnsmitharewithsr t from the Acting
o! tive to desire

t.he French Republie, i
ourtnin Pmnc‘h citizens w to this t a reproduction of
the bust of Washington by vid d‘Angem, which the donors wish to be

o33

of State, with in-

pl?ced L c:llpt.hxt Co accept this gift by jointresolution and that
Trecomimaen n; 33 Y g
suitable provisions be magior its ceremonial tion

'I‘nononl ROOSEVELT.
WaiTE HoUsE, Januwary 12, 1504,

RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA,

Mr. BACON. I offer a Senate resolution, which I ask may be
read, and before the order of reference is made I will say a word,
with the permission of the Senate.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate, That the President be respectfully informed that
the Senate fs;lotrh n:lhd advisgh %ihe n 1%21 I:g:: t:ﬁt]i: vmgr f‘fs éts rstiﬂcnt:lotl)i.e
of tmt @ c o &0 there may

D Lot mtisfactily d Btsrminadnndnﬁ‘

nd the bli growing £ thge twee::':
Un‘ltad Stntes ] u cof o recen
revolntiun in the consequent secession of Panama from Colom-
‘bi.u and the alleged aui a.mi assistance by the land and naval power of the
nited SBtates in the successful accomplishment of said revolution and seces-
aion through the alle fon:ible prevention by said land or naval forces of
the assertion and maintenance by Colombia of her mvarelgn and authority
and that fall and complete compensation meade by the
Umt.ed States to the Republic of Colombia for the loss nt hsrsomeisnty and
property rights in sofaruthasumam:&bnshmwbeduetomy
act of the United Sht.asthm h the land or naval forces of the
Resolved further, T ident be Tﬁhﬂy informed thlt if it
ghould e to be !l.mprn.ct.lcnbla for the U‘n.ft Btat.as and tha Ra hlic of
Colomb t:grea‘hthmngh
on the

the Bﬂlﬁco{

tion at The e, or to some other tribunal
mmmnﬁmsﬁm mg‘imhﬂnuti}ulmbh growing

omo.tthamsﬁ;a'shcdnrodted.

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I shall move the reference of the
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Before doing
so I wish simply to say, with the permission of the Senate, that
I think, from my standpoint, from m gonnderatandm of the facts
as t]zey have now been related to us both in the public prints and
in official communications, this action on the part of the United
States Government is reqmred in justice to Colombia., As, how-
ever, there are doubtless some who will not agree with me on
that point, I desire tosuggest that, considered from another stand-
point, the standpoint of good pohcy and e iency, this action
should be taken%)y the Government of the United States.

We are, gir, committed by our agreeing to the international
convention to the prmcxple of arh:tratlon when there is danger of
war. We are committed Earmc:pla of submission to some
tribunal of a dispute whlch may ead to war in order that there
may be a peaceful solution and determination of the same.

I desire to suggest to the Senate that we delude ourselves if we
think there is no danger of war or of bloodshed growing out of
the recent events in Panama and those which are now in progress.
Of course at this distance it is difficult for us to fully realize the
sitnation; but I hold in my hand, and ask that it may be read from
the desk, a dispatch to the-Washington Post, not from an anony-
mous ent, but from one who has held the official po-
sition of consul at Cartagena, Mr. Clifford Smythe, under date

tto | of January 8, from Bogota, setting forth the condition of affairs

there and the imminent probability of hostilities. I ask that it
may be read from the desk.

&{RESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as re-
ques
The Secretary read as follows:

WAR OR RUIN OF NATION.
[Special cable to the Washington Post, by Clifford Smythe, former consul at
Cartagena.]

Bogora, January 8, via Galveston, January 9.

It is im’ ble for one not here to understand the d feeling of Colom-
bians on the Panama question. The situation is now cri e national
lifeis at smko War or the disruption of the Colombian Bepubllc will follow

the refusal of the Unitad States to give some satisfaction for the conditions
ghe is permitting on the Isthmus.

Troops are now in essin the Cauca and Bolivar Departments to rush
upon Panamsa when the wm'di.&ﬂven. In all myaxperiem in Colombia I
have never saen the people of conntry so fullyaroused. That they want
wnr is ba%m ment; and if war does not follow an unsatisfactory reply
the oaiked mtas, internal dissensions will absolutely send Colombia

verge

STATEMENT BY MARROQUIN.
hmsntharltyu President tsmtoqnotohim. In

A.B Marrogquin
from me he sent me the fo! ing, and gave permission
fortha csblins of thess latest and anthentic facts concerning the situation

- 'I'hs ﬁple of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be averted
mocratic intervention in the Senate. Personally, I count on the
assistance of t‘ho Democratic party and the great American peop]u to save
sacred rights of Colombia, which have been so dalonsly wounded.”
It is not tml my belief, but men hjfh in authority have ndn:utted almost
with tears in their e}-ea, that the “un riendly acts* of President Roosevelt
are t.h.rnw the ty and the continuance of the Co]om‘hia.n Republie. ’
Daspite itterness against the Administration, I have been given the
most co‘n‘r‘baous treatment, and Americans throughout Colombia are being
irow:wd which is not cult, as there are scarcely a handful here. That
merican interests are sure to suffer is undeniable. War or an internal
crisis will follow the report of General Reyes to Colombia.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have had that read in full, al-
though there are some things in it which might not be dn‘ectly
pertinent, because I did not desire to t what might be
charged to be a %arbled statement of a dispatch. I desire to say
that in so doing I have no wish in any manner to reflect upon the
President of the United States or npon any Hohtlcal party, and if
I could have done so with propriety I wounld not have had that
partof it read. I thought it was better for the reason stated that
it all should be read

I consider the questaon we are now on not one of party., It is
simply a question, viewed from the present standpoint o policy.
whether or not we shall endeavor to avert imminent war. It is
impossible to conceive that a people who have been so humiliated

ve been the e of Colombia, however weak they may be,
however absolutely hopeless the cause may be, will submit with-
out any resistance or without any attempt to maintain what they
consider to be their honor.

My only fpurpose in having the dispatch read was to call the
attention of the Senate to the fact that matters are in a condition
where, if we do not hold out to those a?lcsopla some prospect that
thatg;leat Uniﬁ i%mtes Government, ~power1;ul a.gd able to do
as it pleases, a proper, magnanimous spirit en eavormﬂce-

eg to adjust these differences, there must be war and

Nﬁdmbaén c%a* doubt fga moment whatttgén rﬁsu]t of m(lzlh a wm';
WO course this pigmy can no against the grea
giant, the United States, But, Mr. President, oerl:am as it is that
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we will prevail, what would it profit us if in the contest thousands
of those people were slain? at would it t us if thousands
of our officers and soldiershad to yield up their lives unnecessarily?

I believe if the Congress of the United States and if the Presi-
dent of the United States will hold out to those people any possible
assurance that there will be an adjustment which will be compati-
ble with their honor, that this bloodshed can be avoided.

I am anxious that in the accomplishment of this great work,
which was to be the great crowning work of peace, we shall not
have to shed human {)ll.ood. Mr, President, we have had enough
of it, What are a few paltry dollars or a few paltry million
dollars to the Government of the United States, in the settlement
of such a guestion, compared to the blood of our citizens? What
are these paltry millions of dollars compared with what may be
considered honorable and right dealing on the part of the United
State},-s. all-powerful as it is, with a weak and almost powerless

e?

peffpwe have not been in the wrong, it ought to be peacefnlly
ascertained; it ought to be ascertained, not by the arbitrament of
the sword. If we have been in the right, that question onght not
to be determined by the rule of might, but by the impartial judg-
ment of those whose judgment will be accepted by the civilized
world, so that if we are in the right we have nothing to lose. But
if, on the contrary, Mr. President, we have done wrong—this reso-
lution does not say that we have, and I do not say so in this il_ace.—
if we have done wrong, I may say, there is not power enough in all
the world to make nus do right unless we wish to do right. But if
we have done wrong, there ought not to be power enough in all
the world to keep us from doing right even to the est and
least powerful of people.

Therefore I hope, gir, that this resolution, if no other Senator
dflesires to speak upon it, may go to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, where it may have due and proper consideration, and
that it may come back. .

1 sincerely trust, Mr. President, that even the introduction of
this resolution may have a tendency to stay the ontbreak which
is threatened.

1 will say that in the introduction of this resolution I had no
disposition to invade the province of the President of the United
States, and I do not think that the Senate, in the adoption of the
resolution, will invade the mﬁnce of the President of the United
States. The Constitution distinctly makes the Senate an advisory
body for the President of the United States in the negotiation of
treaties. In the early history of the Government the President
of the United States communicated with the Senate and asked its
advice prior to the negotiation of treaties.

There have been instances, even during the limited period when
I have had the honor to sit in this body, when similar resolutions
%ve been introduced, though I'am not sure that they were

opt

I desire, sir, having said very much more than I intended in the
beginning, to assure the Senate that I introduce this resolution in
no partisan spirit; that I introduce it in the ntmost faith, in
the hope that the action of the Senate may redound to the good
ot our people; may prevent bloodshed; may vindicate us before
the world that we have done no wrong, and show us where the
right is if we have departed from it in any particular.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia

Mr. Bacox] has moved that the resolution be referred to the
mmittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, if I rightly apprehend that reso-
lation, it is,in the first place. in the nature of advice to the Presi-
dent to enter npon anegotiation with Colombia. As to the right
of the Senate to givesuch advice o the President I have nodonbt;
but this resolution, as I understand it, goes further, and instructs
the President as to the course of that negotiation. But, Mr.
President, my objection to this resolution is much deeper than
that, Negotiations, as is well known, are pending between Gen-
eral Reyes and the Secretary of State. They are in communica-
ﬁm. ‘What the conditions of their negotiations are we do not

OW.

Mr, DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not true that those negotiations are ended?

Mr. LODGE. Not to my knowledge. I do not speak here on
the basis of newspaper reports.

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask the Senator whether he is informed
as to whether or not those negotiations are ended?

Mr. LODGE. Not to my knowledge. All I can say is that
I am not aware that they are ended. y

think for us to come into the Senate with a resolution dis-
tinctly in the interest of Colombia would be a most harmful
thing. I do not want even to discuss such a resolution. I do not
think it onght to be discussed.

I am as anxious as the Senator from Georgia or anyone else can
be to avert war and bloodshed, but I believe nothing could be
more calculated to bring on fighting on the Isthmus between the
people of Colombia and the people of Panama than the passage
(éf such a resolution as that introduced by the Senator from

eorgia.

I want to bring this matter to a direct vote without a refercnce
to the committee, and therefore, Mr, President, I shall move to
lay the resolution upon the table.

r. TELLER. t is not fair.
: Mrh.aBAOON. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will not

o that.

Mr. ALDRICH. Let ushave a vote on it, then.

Mr. LODGE. What I wantis to get a vote on it, and I know
of no other way than that.

Mr. MORGAN. You will get a vote on it. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Lopae] moves to lay the resolution of the Senator from
Georgia on the table. That motion takes precedence of the mo-
tion to refer.

Mr. TELLER. I will venture tosay, even if it be out of order,
that this is an unusual proceeding in this body. I will take oc-
casion affer the resolution is laid on the table to express my
opinio%’f:bﬁgfﬂ%m' tempore. The Chair is obliged to rul

The TO : e ir is obli e
that the motion is in%lﬂer.

Mr. LODGE. Ihave no desire to prevent discussion. I sim-
ply want to bring the resolution to a vote—that is all—without
its reference to the committee. |

Mr, BACON. I trustthe Senator will withdraw that motion.

Mr. LODGE. I have no other alternative. If the Senate will
agree to take the vote before the hour of 2 o’clock, I am perfectly
willing to withhold the motion.

Mr. DANIEL. If seems to me very unreasonable—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, e pending motion is not
debatable. :

Mr. DANIEL. I understand that it is not, but it has been de-
bated, Mr. President.

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold the motion, as the Senator from

V:ﬁma wishes to be heard.

. DANTEL. As the question has already been debated by
two Senators, I suppose that a third one will have the same right
as the other two had.

It would be very extraordinary to vote upon that resolution
either fo-day or to-morrow. It is a new proposition, one which
as yet not even the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopgg], who
has listened so attentively to it, could fully digest and compre-
hend without additional reflection.

The due and proper course is that the resolution should go to
the committee, like other resolutions of that kind that it shonld
not be treated with a drumhead court-martial—as other mat-
ters have been attempted to be treated in this body, which have
heretofore been of a class which commanded the utmost respect
of all parties and of all interested in the honest and just admin-
istration (iiﬁé)bﬁc affairs.

Mr. TE R. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. LopeEg], who has taken charge of the business of
the Senate, should at least allow that we may say a word or two
on this subject.

This resolution is an important one. I am not myself prepared
to vote on it now. I do not know, in the haste with which it was
read, whether it does go beyond the power of this Senate or not.

It seems to me when the Senator from Georgia moved to refer
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations that that
ought to have been satisfactory to everybody in this Chamber.
If the resolution goes further than it should, it will be the priv-
ilege of that committee to so amend it and change it as to bring
it within the proper rule. =

I should like very much to vote for a resolution in favor of
arbitration upon any controversy that may arise between us and
Colombia on this subject or any other.

I think, Mr, President, that this resolution ought to go to the
Committee on Foreign Relations. I do not know that I want to
vote on it as it stands just now for fear the criticism made by the
Senator from Massachusetts might be correct. I am not suffi-
ciently keen in my judgment and perception, Mr. President, to
always know on two minutes’ notice whether a matter of this
character is an infraction of law or not, but I know some things
that every man here knows, and one is that it has not been the
custom of this body to dispose of mattersof thiskind in thissum-

wa% I shonld certainly vote against laying the resolution
on g e table. Bnuf, suppose it should turn out when I come toex-
amine i, that I have made up-my mind that it goes further than
it on%ht to go, I wonld then stand committed to a proposition
that I certainly would not have voted for if I had thought it had
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gone further than it shonld have gone, because I had no oppor-
tunity to examine the resolution.

The motion to lay the resolution on the table is contrary to the
custom of this Senate. While it has been recognized, Mr. Presi-
dent, that there should be the power of disposing of debate on a
question when a majority wanted to do so by a motion to lay it
on the table, this is the first time in my experience in this body
that I have ever known a motion of this kind to be made under
such circumstances.

I think the resolution ought to go to the committee of which
the Senator from Massachusetts is a member. The committee is
organized for th:u}mrpose of seeing that just such resolutions are
kept within the rules, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr, Bacox],
recognizing the usnal custom of the Senate upon a resolution of
this kind, has himself suggested that it go, or he moved that it
go, to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts desires to
make the motion which he has indicated, I will withdraw the mo-
tion to refer the resolution fo the Committee on Foreign Relations,
and under the rule it will lie over until to-morrow.

Mr. LODGE. I submit that it is toolate, Mr. President. Two
motions have been made. : A

Mr. BACON. Thereisno motion pending, and, therefore, how
could it be too late?

Mr. LODGE. There are twd motions pending.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ir nnderstood the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion.

Mr. LODGE. 1 withheld it.

Mr, BACON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] could
not have (}'troceadedif the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe]
had not done so.

Mr. LODGE. Very well. If the Senator wants it to go over
until to-morrow, I have no objection, but I shall renew the motion
then. :

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing to let it go over for to-day;
but if the Senator is going to move that it lie on the table I will
withdraw my motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia
withdraws his motion to refer the resolution.

Mr. BACON. And I ask that the resolution be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to its present
consideration? .

Mr. CULBERSON. I object, Mr, President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection being made to its
present consideration, the resolution will, under the rule, go over
and be printed.

Mr. BACON. The Chair did not understand me to have with-
drawn the motion to refer to ask for the present consideration of
the resolution? :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be considered pres-
ently unless objection were made,

Mr. BACON. I understand the rule to be the other way—that,
as a matter of course, a resolution goes over unless there be
unanimous consent for its present consideratiom.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does.

Mr, BACON. My only object in calling attention to it was
that it might not appear in the REcorp that I was inconsistent
when I had made no request for the present consideration of the
resolution.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before we pass from thissub-
ject I'want to see if I understood what the Senator from Georgia
stated about the author of the newspaper dispatch that he had
read from the Secretary’s desk. What was the statement the
Senator made in regard to the anthor of that dispateh?

Mr. BACON. I made no statement except that which is found
on the face of the paper, that he was formerly consul at a place,
the name of which was read. That is the only statement I made.

AMr. FORAKER. Iheard that much, but I did not know but
that something else had been said, and T wanted to be sure
about it.

Mr. BACON. There was nothing more than that.

Mr. FORAKER. I have taken the trouble to telephome the
State Department—

Mr. BACON. The only additional statement I made as to it
was that this was not from an anonymous correspondent, and I
gave the name,

Mr. FORAKER. I have taken the trouble to telephone to the
State Department to find out who Mr, Clifford Smythe is. Ifind
that he was appointed consul at Cartagena, Colombia, in March,
1894, by President Cleveland, and that he was at that time resid-
ing at Cartagena. How long he had been residing there no one
seems to know. He was credited, however, to the State of New
York; so that he was possibly originally a citizen of New York,
but he seems to have for some reason located and become inter-
ested in that country. I mention that in order that it may have

~

such weight as Senators may see fit to give to it as affecting the
character of the dispatch which he has sent.

Mr. SPOONER. Was that paper read?

Mr. FORAKER. The paper was read from the Secretary’s
desk as a part of the remarks made by the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Bacox], and the reason why the Senator from Georgia
thinks that there ought to be adopted such a resolution as that
which he has offered, a resolution which proceeds npon the theory
that some great wrong has been done by the United States.

Mr, President, we have had a detailed history from the Presi-
dent of the United States as to all that has been done by the
United States with respect to this controversy, with respect to
Panama, and with respect to the recognition of the Republic of
Panama. Does any member of this body pretend tosay that that
account so given by the President is not ﬁtﬁ, is not complete, that
it does not embody everything that has been done? I have not
heard of anybody making any such charge.

Mr. President, if it be true that the President of the United
States has laid before this body, in his message to Congress, all
the facts connected with that transaction—the recognition of the
Republic of Panama—all the facts pertaining o ouraction there,
let some Senator put his hand upon a single step or a single fact
connected with this Government, or for which this Government
is bl(;espoglsible, of which he can say that there was anything wrong
about it.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is procezding by
nnanimous consent.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. I have not heard discussed on the floor of the
Senate by any Senator the right of the President to order an act
of war upon a Government at that time friendly with this nation.
Does he consider that that would be right?

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the President of the United
States has not ordered war to be made upon a friendly govern-
ment. There has been no act of war that I know anything about.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another
question?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider a direction to the
naval officers of the United States to prevent the troops of Colom-
bia from attacking an insurrectionary force not an act of war?

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, he has not done any such
thing. The President of the United States, as set forth in his
message, has simply done that which has been done over and over
again.

ng. DANIEL. When2

Mr. FORAKER. By Republican and Democratic Administra-
tions alike—

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no.

Mr. FORAKER. In the effort to discharge our duty under our
treaty of 1846 with New Granada tomaintain free from interrap-
tion the transit across the Isthmus. Over and over again marines
have been landed. What for? Not to make war upon anybody,
but to prevent war.

Mr, DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. FORAEKER. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. To prevent war between whom?

lér.hFORAK.ER. ’.lPo prevent war by anybody whomight want
to t.

M%. DANIEL. Does the Senator considerthat the United States
has a right to send its naval forces to prevent war between other
nations by fighting one of them?

Mr. FORAKER. No: we have not fought anybody nor do we
propose to fight anybody.

Mr. DANIEL. Were they not directed to fight if the other
forces had appeared?

Mr. FORAKER. Onur marines were directed to prevent war or
bloodshed along the transit that would interfere with its use.

Mr. DANIEL. By force?

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from
Virginia a question. Does the Senator from Virginia think that
the President of the United States should have sat idly by and
permitted belligerent forces tocome into conflict along that transit?

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; Ido,

Mr. FORAKER. And there fight it out and interrupt the use
of the transit?

Mr. DANIEL. I think he had no right to prevent it, I say to
the Senator very promgt-ly; and that is the issue between us.

Mr. FORAKEK. Then, Mr, President——

Mr. DANIEL. While I am up, if the Senator will allow me to
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ask him a question, will he kindly inform the Senate whether or
not cther Secretaries of State have not so expounded the law—
Republican Secretaries of State—that we did not have a right to
interfere with forces under similar circumstances? Have not Mr.
Blaine, Mr. Fish, Mr. Seward, and others so held; and has not
that been the settled policy of this country with respect to
Colombia?

Mr. FORAKER. I think just the reverse has been the settled
policy of this country with respect to Colombia ever since the
treaty of 1846. I think it has been the settled policy of this coun-
try, whenever war or bloodshed was threatened in the neighbor-
hood of or along that transit, to land our forces to prevent it.

Mr, DANIEL. And to attack one of the other forces?

Mr. FORAKER. We did not attack anybody there.

Mr. DANIEL. Wedid not attack them because they did not
come. We had prevented them from coming.

Mr. FORAKER. If they had come, we would have protected
the transit.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must observe the
rules of the Senate and address the Chair when desiring to inter-
Eupt. each other. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] has the

00T,

Mr. FORAKER. If they had come and had attacked our
forces, or had attacked anybody else who was in the use of the
transit, and had by force and violence prevented the use of it, or
had obstructed or embarrassed its use, it would have been the
duty of the United States to relieve that situation, and for such
a purpose they had the right, and that right has been exercised
over and over again, to land the marines and make such use of
them as might be necessary. We have never undertaken to at-
tack anybody.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask
him another question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. FORAKER. I will yield to the Senator from Virginia as
much as he thinks I should yield to him.

Mr, DANIEL. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. My only
object is to get at the truth of this matter. My understanding
of the dispatches which have been communicated to us by the
President is that the naval forces of the United States were di-
rected to land and to intervene to prevent the troops of the friendly
Republic of Colombia from getting to the insurrectionary troops
of Panama. Is not that the understanding of the Senator?

Mr. FORAKER. I do not sounderstand the dispatches, Mr,
President. I have not scen anything in the dispatches that goes
to that extent. The dispatches show that it was the order of the
President, properly communicated to our representatives, that
our marines there should land, and that they should protect that
transit from interruption; and in that behalf they should not al-
low any conflict between any military forces along that transit.

That is our duty, Mr. President, under the treaty of 1846; and
if in the discharge of that duty, which we are under a solemn ob-
ligation to perform, Colombia was deterred from coming there to
attack the insurgents, that is a mere incident of the discharge of
our duty, for which we have no responsibility whatever.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—

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

Mr. FORAKER. Yes.

Mr. CARMACK. When the Senator says that the orders of

the President were intended to prevent war, does he not mean
that they were intended to prevent war between the Republic of
Colombia and the insurgents in Panama?
* Mr. FORAKER. Not at all, Mr. President. They were in-
tended to prevent war between those forces or any other forces
along the line of that transit. They counld do all the fighting
they wanted to do, removed from that transit. We were seeking
to protect the transit; nothing more. That was ounr obligation in
Panama.

Mr. CARMACK. Iwant toask the Senator one more question.
‘We have had to protect that transit frequently; but did it ever
before occur that this Government assumed the right to prevent
Colombia from landing her own troops upon her own soil to sup-
press an insurrection against her own Government?

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator from Ohio let me ask him a
guestion?

Mr. FORAKER,
ator from Tennessee.

We never had this precise case bafore, but we have in other
instances prevented Colombia from transporting troops over this
transit. That has been done repeatedly.

Mz, CARMACK. I know, but if I understand it, we never
went to the point of saying that Colombia should not land her
troops in Panama. This was done, I will suggest to the Senator,

As soon as I answer the question of the Sen-

before there was any movement of insurrection in Panama. An
order was given that the troops should not be allowed to land be-
fore there was any movement of insurrection in Panama,

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me a
moment?

Mr. FORAKER. As soon as I have answered the Senator
from Tennessee,

We did not prevent Colombia from landing her troops in Pan-
ama. She couldland them at any place in Panama she saw fit to
land them, except only in the neighborhood of this transit.

Mr. CARMACK. No.

Mr. HALE. What I want to ask the Senator——

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

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. HALE. I want o ask the Senator is not this whole thing
a question, under the treaty of 1846, of protecting and keeping
free the transit? The President, in whatever he did, restrained
Panama equally with Colombia. Had Panama’'s position been
one of hostility to and interference with the transit across the
Isthmus, would not the President’s action have been precisely the
same, and was he in any way restraining one more than another
in protecting the transit?

Mr. FORAKER. Notatall. Iam much obliged to the Sena-
tor from Maine for that statement. I have been trying to get an
opportunity to make that identical statement.

We were not intervening in hostility to Colombia; we were not
intervening in hostility to anybody; but we were intervening in
behalf of peace, to discharge our treaty obligations, and to pre-
serve that transit from interruption. y

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President— 5

Mr. FORAKER. And to stop bloodshed. Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, the result of what was done by the President is his best
vindication. The revolution has been a bloodless revolution. If
it ceases to be bloodless, and war and loss of life are to ensue, it
will be because of a responsibility that does not rest on the
President, but upon those who make such speeches as indicate
that here in the Senate of the United States an opinion prevails,
for which there is absolutely no warrant, that the President of
the United States committed wrong against the Government of
Colombia.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, President—

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator permit me to ask another
question? _

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. FORAKER. Ido.

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the statement of the Sena-
tor from Ohio to be that the President’s directions were that no
troops of Colombia should be permitted to land in the vicinity of
the tramsit. I call the Senator’s attention to the instructions
themselves, if he will permit me to read the sentence, This is
dated November 2, before the revolution even:

Prevent landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Govern-
ment or insurgent, at any point within 50 miles of Panama. Government
force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessals. Prevent their landing
if, in your judgment, the landing would precipitate a conflict.

I will ask the Senator if that does not prevent the landing of
any Colombian troops at any point within 50 miles of Panama,
the beginning of the transit?

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly it does. That is exactly what T
have stated. It prevents the landing of Colombian troops at
either terminus, at Colon or at Panama, or in the neighborhood
of the transit; that they shonld not be allowed to land in such
proximity as that by a day’s march they might come upon the
transit and precipitate war and bloodshed.

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider 50 miles within the
neighborhood of the transit?

r. FORAKER. The distingunished Senator from Virginia
knows that 50 miles is not very far away for light marching
troops; that if they are allowed to concentrate an army within 50
miles of the transit, it is only a day’s time to precipitate a conflict,
war, and bloodshed. I think it was a wise order the President
gave in that respect. How far away would the Senator require
troops to be landed in order that they might not interfere with
the transit?

_Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-

tion?

'Iigg PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I yield.

Mr. DANIEL. Was it not the duty of Colombia herself to
protect that transit?

Mr. FORAKER. It may have been,

Mr. DANIEL. Was it not her primary duty?
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Mr. FORAKER. Colombia was not protecting the transit,

Mr. DANIEL. Were not her t going there to protect it?

Mr. FORAKER. I have not the dispatches before me; but if
my information is not incorrect and if my recollection is not at
faunlt, Colombia made a request of the United States that we send
our troops there at this very time for the purpose of preserving
order, as we were required without any request from her to do
by the obligations of the treaty.

Mr. CARMACEK. Mr. President—

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

Mr. FORAKER. I yield.

Mr. CARMACK. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that
Secretary Hay, in a telegram to our consul after this revolution
had occurred, told him to express to the authorities of Panama
that they would be expected to defend the transit under the treaty
of 1846; that is the substance of it. In other words, thatthe new
State of Panama, inheriting the obligation that had belonged to
Colombia under the treaty of 1846, was itself under obligation to

rotect and defend the transit. If Panama had that right under

e treaty of 1846, Colombia had the right under the treaty of 1848,

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. ent, I am not going to answer that
argument in the way in which it is advanced by the Senator from
Tennessee, for I have already answered it. The complete answer
to it is in the fact that we havealways interpreted our treaty obli-

tion to require of us that whenever the transit is threatened
gm any source whatever it is our duty to protect it.

Mr, CARMACK., Without being asked to do so by Colombia?

Mr. FORAKER. Without being asked to do so by Colombia
or anybody else, It isour solemn treaty obligation. If Colombia

-does not do it, it is for us to do it, and we can not ignore it.

Mr. CARMACK. But Colombia must have a right to try to
do it, must she not?

Mr. FORAKER. Buf Colombia was not coming there to pre-
serve order. Colombia was coming there to wage war—

Mr. CARSTACK, Upon whom?

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, a motion was made to
lay this resolution on the table. Iam sorry that under the pro-
ceedings which were had it is impossible for that motion to be
voted upon at this time. It ought to be voted upon at this time
that this resolution might be disposed of immediately, because it
is just such resolutions as this and just such speeches as we have
m listening to here that are calculated to make war and blood-

The Senator from Georgia sent up to the desk and had read a
letter from the former consul, Mr. Smythe. I wish to call the
:ﬁt_ﬁion of the Senate to one paragraph in it. It was all read, 1

Mr. GALLINGER. It was all read.

Mr. FORAKER. I think it was all read. It has been sug-
gested by some one near me that a part of it was not read.

The PRESIDENT tempore. It was all read.

Mr. FORAKER. ?rt?nnk t was read; but what I want to eall
#’tention to is this statement of President Marroquin, of Colom-

ia.

As high an authority as President Ma uin permits me to quote him.

In answer to & message from me he sent me the following and gave is-
gion for the cabling of these latest and authentic facts tﬁa sito-

ation here:
“The people of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be averted
through tic intervention in the Senate.” .

Mr. CARMACK. I hope so, too.

Mr. FORAKER. Now we have the open avowal from one of
the most distinguished Democrats in this body that he does hope
that through Democratic intervention that result may be accom-

ished.
phhﬂir. CARMACEK. Bloodshed prevented.

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I am not done yet:

“Personally I count on the assistance of the Democratic partmd the

t American people to save the sacred rights of Colombia, w. have
m go scandalously wounded.”

Now, Mr. President, we have avowed here in the Senate senti-
ments precisely the same as those that are being avowed by the
officials of Colombia and the same as those that are being enter-
tained by the people of Colombia, according to this cablegram
from Mr. Smythe.

Mr. D L. If the Senator will permit a question, has not
the Senator the same sentiments as those of the insurrectionists

in 2

Mr. FORAKER. Iunderstand that we had nothing to do with
one side or the other in that conflict.

Mr. MORGAYg It is armed neutrality. 4

Mr. FORAKER. But if we should ratify the treaty which has
heen p , we would have another and a different kind of an
obligation, of which I am not here at Liberty to speak, but with

which all Senators are familiar. But for the time pending the
ratification of the treaty with Panama, our obligation remains as
it has remained there without interruption since 1846.

It is an obligation to preserve that transit from any kind of in-
terruption. If men want to fight there we have a right to order
them away and to require them to go away. Acting in that be-
half there is nothing unreasonable in the fact that the President
shonld not allow any troops to be landed, for the purpose of mak-
ing war, within 50 miles of the transit,

ow comes this resolution of which I wish to speak. In the
first place, it proceeds thronghout upon the theory that onr Gov-
ernment has committed some wrong. I challenge Senators on
the other side to point out what step been taken by this Gov-
ernment that was wrong., Let them indicate what point in the
President’s narration of events they take exception to.

Mr. MORGAN. You will giveus time to do that, will you not?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, certainly; we will give you time,

Mr. MORGAN. Allright. All we want is alittle time todoit.

Mr. FORAKER. Let us go on and understand what it isin
behalf of Colombia that these Senators want to point out as their
objection to the President’s action. We have this resolution, I
say, proceeding upon the theory that there is some great wrong.
There is no wrong except onl&the assertion that in doing what
was done, as an incident to it, Colombia was prevented from mak-
ing war upon Panama along the line of that transit. This resolu-
tion, proceeding nupon that idea, declares, first, that the Presi-
dent shall enter into negotiations for a new treaty with Colombia,
a treaty by the provisions of which we shall make such tion
to Colombia as she may be entitled to in the judgment of the ne-
gotiators and in the judgment of Senators who may vote to ratify
such a treaty.

We deny in the outset that there has been any wrong; we deny
that Colombia has anfngelaim against us of any kind whatsoever.

Then, in the next place, failing to make such a treaty with her,
the President is directed tfo take the necessary steps to submit
this to The Hague tribunal of arbitration,

Mr. President, it seems to me there is no occasion for such reso-
Intions; and it seems to me also that this is a most serious mat-
ter, for if this is to have any effect at all it is, as I said a moment
ago, to turn a bloodless revolution into one that is to be attended
with bloodshed, war, and pillage. 'We do not want to be respon-
sible for that. X

Is it true, as President Marroguin has stated, that the depend-
ence of the Colombians is npon the Democratic party in the
United States, or rather the Democratic party as represented in
the Senate of the United States?

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator a question?

The PRESIDING O%FICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. MORGAN. Arenot the Senator and the Republican
and the President all dependent on the Democratic vote for a rati-
fication of the Hay-Varilla treaty, the one that is pending in the
Senate?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; certainly.

Mr. MORGAN, Youn are dependent on ns?

Mr. FORAKER. We certainly hope that there are Democrats
who will vote for that treaty, and we certainly hope there are
Democrats who will rise above party requirements, if it has been
sought to make it a party question, and vote with their country
and for its interests.

Mr. MORGAN. Then why does the Senator from Ohio under-
take to make this a party question and to devolve the responsi-
bility of the President's action on the Democratic party?

Mr. FORAKER. We do not undertake to make it a party
question.

Mr. MORGAN. That is what you are doing.

Mr. FORAKER. We undertake simply to answer those who
are trying to make it a party question. Let me inquire of the
mover of this resolution whether it was considered in the Demo-
cratic caucus?

Mr. BACON. What was the inquiry of the Senator?

Mr. FORAKER. What is theorigin of the resolution? Has it
been considered in the Democratic cancus, may I ask?

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr, President, I do not think the Senator
would have a right to make that inquiry, but I have no objec-
tion—

Mr. FORAKER. Then—

Mr. BACON. The Senator ought to permitme, I think, to com-
plete my sentence.

Mr. FORAKER. What isit?

Mr. BACON. Am I not entitled to complete my sentence?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. :

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not seem fo recognize that right.

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon.
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Mr. BACON. Iwas proceeding to say that the Senator had no
right to propound the inguiry, especially in the dictatorial and
domineering manner in which it was made, but that I had no
objection to saying to the Senator that the resolution originated
solely with myself, and that it was never seen by any other hnman
being except the stenographer until after the Senate met this
morning, when I showed it to two or three Senators around me,

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not think that I asked
the question in a domineering or dictatorial tone, or in such a
manner. I asked it only because it was suggested on the other
gide that this was being made a party question. That was said
after I had made the statement that we hoped Democrats would
vote with us upon these propositions. I asked it in order that I
might bring out the fact that I was justified in the belief I had
expressed that this was not a Democratic measure; that it had
not been introduced or considered in the Democratic caucus, but
that it had originated with the very distinguished Senator from
Georgia, and that he alone was responsible for it.

Mr. BACON. Absolutely and exclusively.

Mr. FORAKER. Iimagined so. I never thought for one mo-
ment that it had originated otherwise, and I only wanted to bring
out the fact that it was not one of the Democratic caucus measures
that had been introduced here by direction of the caucus for the
purpose of making this a party question.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment in
this connection—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the atten-
tion of the Senator from Georgia to the fact that he must obtain

rmission to interrupt the Senator holding the floor. Does the

tor from Ohio yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. FORAKER. I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia.

Mr. BACON. I desire simply to say to the Senator from Ohio
that as the aunthorship was definitely ascertained he onght to give
to the anthor credit for sincerity in the statement made when the
resolutions were presented, to the effect that it was not designed
as a party question, but one in which I hoped all Senators, regard-
less of party, would sympathize because of the object to avert
threatened hostilities.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I did give the Senator credit
for that—at least, in my own mind—and when it seemed that some
question had been made ahout it on the Senator’s side of the Cham-
ber I sought to make it perfectly clear,and put it in the REcorp,
that the resolution had originated with the Senator alone, and
that he did not have a party purpose in view, but that he was pro-
ceeding according to what his best judgment directed him to do
in order that he might properly disc his duty.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. FORAKER. Now, I have said all I am going to say, and
I quit. as I began, with an expression of regret that it is not pos-
sible for us to at once take a vote npon the resolution and put it
out of consideration in the Senate, and thus show to Colombia
that she is being misled, as I fear, by the expressions made by
ﬁme Democrats, at least, in the Senate, to her very great preju-

ce.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Ohio give me his views of
the construction of thethirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1848 be-
fore he takes his seat? It says:

The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the
United States that the right of wayor transit across the Isthmus of Panama
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter
ot db’e aptgn ;1;1 free to thedﬂwarnmpcligs a:}d citizens of the

es, and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manu-
factures, or merchandise of ]sjvlul commerce zelonging to the citizens of

the United States.

Then again: N

And, in order to secure to themselves thahtnt{nﬂand constantenjoyment
of these advan and as an especial compensa Y

on for the said adv:rnm
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth arti
of this treaty, the United States gnarantee positively and efficaciously to
New Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the be-
fore-mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the free transit from the one to
the other sea may not be interrupted or embarrs in any future time
while this treaty exists; and in consequence the United States tee,
in the same manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which Eew Gran-
ada has and possesses over the said territory.

Now, I ask the Senator this question, and I simply ask the Sen- | be

ator for the of getting his views. When we nteed
the nentrality 5} the Isthmus—it says “ of the before-mentioned
Isthmus*—does that mean that we gnaranteed that the Isthmus
ghall not become the theater of war in the future, so far as for-
eign powers are concerned, and also so far as Colombia is con-
cerned in factions and dissensions? When we simply guaranteed
the nentrality of the entire Isthmus to prevent foreign countries
from going there and entering into war, have we also the right to
prevent the people of Colombia from going there and preventing
their own people from entering into a war?

Mr. FO . What we undertook to guarantee was that

the transit should be preserved free from interruption, and we
nndertook to do whatever might be necessary in that behalf, no
matter whether its interruption might be threatened by citizens
of Colombia, or officials of Colombia, or soldiers of Colombia.
Wheever might come there and interrupt it we were bound to
suppress, we were bound to preserve the peace, and we were bound
to do whatever might be necessary to that end.

Article 35 of the treaty of 1846 has been construed over and
again by all the Administrations that have followed since then.
‘I%:lre is no question about its construction; neither, in my judg-
ment, is there any question but that every act done by President
Roosevelt and every message sent by our Government to Panama
in connection with this transaction were strictly within that con-
struction. -

Mr, DANIEL, Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from
Qhio is always extremely courteous and considerate of all his
colleagues in debate. 'While his manner isanimated and forcible,
and not thereby less attractive, he has always heard their queries
with great courtesy and patience. Ithank him for the considera-
tion and courtesy he has shown me this morning in my interrup-
tions of his discourse. Heis the first speaker upon this floor who
has touched acutely the points in disputation between gentlemen
who favor the policy which he does and gentlemen who feel con-
strained by their sense of what is due to the Constitution of the
United States, to our solemn treaties, and to international law
to dissent.

Mr. FORAKER. May I interrupt the Senafor just a moment?

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly.

Mr. FORAKER. Was the Senator taking the floor on the
question? I had yielded it. :

: Mr. DANIEL. I took the floor to accept the Senator’s chal-
enge.

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator wanted to ask me a
question is the reason why 1 was remaining standing. I wish to
say to the Senator that I appreciate his appreciation of m
courtesy, and I am glad I did not show any domineering attitude
toward the Senator from Virginia—

Mr. DANIEL. I am sure the Senator did not.

Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator from Georgia thonght I did
toward him.

Mr. BACON. I1hope the Senator from Virginia will permit
me to say that in a moment of possibly too much feeling I used
hasty language to the Senator from Ohio, than whom there is no
man in the Senate I hold in higher esteem.

Mr, SPOONER. I am glad that the controversy need not be
referred to the tribunal at The Hagne. [Laughter.

Mr. BACON. “The Senator will mark the fact that the résoln-
tion pr that the United States and Colombia shall settle
their differences between themselves, and only go to The Hague
in case they can not. That is the same solution I now tender to
the Senator from Ohio, which I hope he will receive in proper

spirit.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will

ji) .

Mr. DANIEL. While this state of excellent good feelingis ex-
isting, and while I am in somewhat good humor myself now, I
may at some time in the future be a little impatient, and I beg to
bespeak the charity of my friends beforehang.a

The Senate can not have been unobservant of the fact, nor do I
think the country will be unobservant of the fact when it has
awakened to the reality of the differences in this Chamber, that
the distingnished Senators who have heretofore addressed them-
selves to this subject have avoided or tonched gingerly the real
18810e8.

The distingnished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopag]
made an elaborate argunment, in which he poured an encyclopedia
on recognifion in the forefront of his speech and then glided
tenderly over the points in dispute.

The Senator from Ohio challenges this side to put their fingers
upon the points in this policy which they objectto. I acceptthat
challenge, and I accept also the statement of his own side,
which the Senator to-day has made more clearly and more man-
fully and openly than any of his predecessors. He declares it to

his judgment and [}mts this question upon the ground that it
was the duty of the United States, under the treaty of 1546, to
see to it that an open transit was preserved across the Isthmus,

That is one pr%maiﬁon. A second proposition was that it was
the duty of the United States, in co uence of its right to pro-
tect an open transit, to send the armed ?oroes of the United States
to keep the State of Colombia, which was the owner and sovereign
of that country, from landing troops in the vicinage of the transit
line, or within 50 miles thereof; and, thirdly, that this was in
accordance with the historical precedents of the United States.

I will reverse the order in which I join issue with the honorable
Senator. First, I deny that it is witilxin the historical precedents




620

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 12,

of the United States, either as to Colombia or as to any other
nation.

It is singular enough that Mr. Loomis, the Assistant Secretary
of State, who on behalf of the Administration took the American
people into his confidence, has cited none; that the President of
the United States has cited none; that the distinguished member
of the Foreign Relations Committee and the distinguished Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr. McComas] have cited none, and that the
Senator himself has as yet cited none. I ask the production from
thoss Senators and challenge the production of precedents to the
effect that the United States of America may send her armed
forces, naval or military, to interfere with the armed troops of a
friendiy nation in defending her sovereignty, her property, or her
territory. That is the point I make,

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President—

Mr. DANIEL. One minute, if the Senator pleases.

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator asked ?or precedents,
Seﬁrt- DANIEL. A little later I will be very glad to yield to the

nator.

Now, Mr, President, the Senator has assailed by his main propo-
sition the career of his own party in this country. If M. Varilla,
who seems to have been imported into this country from France
by way of Panama to instruct its people in their international
duties npon the hustings, is to be followed in attacking the State
Department of the United States in its administration for a gen-
eration, the ggople of the country ought to understand it. I will
read to the Senator from a great Secretary of State, a man of as
high intelligence as ever occupied that seat near the President.
Here is what Mr. Seward said about this treaty:

Neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that artizle by which
the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus of Pan-
ama imposes an obligation on this Government to comply with a requisition
like that referred to. The purpose of the stipulation—

Says Mr. Seward—

was to fuamntee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by a foreign power
only. 1t could not have been contemplated that we were to become a party
to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus against another

Y-

That has been the position which the Republican party of this
country has honorably and worthily occupied for over thirty
years respecting this identical matter. In 1873 this same matter
came before Hon. Hamilton Fish, of New York, as Secretary of
State. He announced from the State Department the following
doctrine:

This Government. by the treaty with New Granada of 1846, has en a
guaranty of neutrality of the Is us of Panama. This engagement, how-
ever, has never been acknowledged to embrace the duty of protecting the
road across it from the violence of local factions.

Does the Senator from Ohio consider that thé troops of Colom-
bia and Panama were local factions?

Mr. LODGE rose.

Mr. DANIEL. As soon as I finish this quotation I will yield to
the Senator from Massachusetts, who wants to ask me a question:

Although such protection was of late efficiently given by the force under
the command of Admiral Almy, it a to have been granted with the con-
sent and at the instance of the local authorities. It is, howerer, regarded as
the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to protect the road
against attacks from local insurgents. The dischargeof this duty will be in-
atated npon.

Now I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts for a question
if he wishes to ask me one.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator made the statement that nobody
had referred to any precedent on this matter.

Mr. DANIEL, I said that no one had cited a precedent to that

int.
pOMr. LODGE. To that point.

Mr. DANIEL. Istated the point, and the point is this: The
United States to send its armed naval or military forces o inter-
fere with armed forces of a friendly government inh defending it-
self against local attacks from insurgents,

Mr. LODGE. The precedents were cited by the President in
his message—the precedents of 1900, 1901,and 1802, in which pre-
cisely the same instructions were given that were given in the
year 1903. Colombia invited us to come there. We have taken
the ground—

Mr. DANIEL. Colombia invited us to come?

Mr. LODGE. I only want to point out precedents. I will
not read them, We have taken the ground—

Yonu are directed to protest against any actof hostility which may involve
or imperil the safe and peaceful transit.

That was in 1900, We follow that universally.

Mr. DANIEL. Did not that apply only to the transit?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; and so the President’s order ap-
plied only to the transit,

Mr. D L. Does the Senator mean to say that it was not
the obvious purpose of the United States to prevent the Colom-
ian Government from suppressing the insurrection?

Mr. LODGE. I do not think there is anything of the kind, I

think the object was to preserve the transit and stop the fighting;
and both parties were protected.

Mr. DANIEL. How? By taking the side of one party?

Mr. LODGE. Wae did not take the side of one party.

Mr. DANIEL. We did not, because the other party did nof .
appear,

Mr. LODGE. We prevented the insurgents from attacking
Colombia. They tried to move their men and we prevented that.
It is all stated in Cagbain Hubbard's letters. He preventad the
insurgents; they said it themselves. That is not taking sides.
‘We held the balance atsolutely even. The result was that the
people of Panama got their independence. There is no doubt of
the result.

Mr, DANIEL.- If the Senator is done asking his question, I
would like to continue.

Mr. LODGE. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon; I rarely interru
the Senator. He int.ermufted the Senator from Ohioso frequently
I did not sup he would mind my asking the question.

Mr, DANIEL. As I understand it, then, the United States
troops were sent there to prevent the insurrectionists from at-
tacking Colombia.

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; to prevent Colombia from attacking

_the insurrectionists.

Mr. DANIEL. That is what the Senator states.

Mr. LODGE, The order was distinct.

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the orders.

Mr. LODGE. It was:

Prevent landing of any armed foree with hostile intent, either Governmeng
or insurgent.

That is exactly what was done, and that it was our duty to do.

Mr. DANIEL. It could hardly be supposed, Mr. President,
that Colombian troops moving could have hostile intent to any
but those who were hostile to her. As I now understand the
Senator from Massachusetts, the armed forces of the United
States were sent within the territory of a friendly nation to pre-
vent the troops of that friendly nation from interfering with a
hostile intent, with an insurrection in that friendly nation. That
is the declaration, as I understand it, of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts, and that is this matter as I apprehend it.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not quite state me,
desire to interrupt the Senator, but he does not quite—

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator’s state-

ment.

Mr. LODGE. My statement is that they were landed to pro-
tect American property and citizens and the transit, and maintain
the peaceful transit over the Isthmus. In so doing they operated
equally against the Government and insurgent troops. ? think
that is the whole case.

Mr. DANIEL. In sodoing they stepped between two lines of
battle and commanded the peace between a friendly government
that then had her ministerat the capital of the United States and
a little insurrection which was noticed by this country in official
dispatches a day before it took place.

Now, then, to that I address myself, and I will cite again the
Secretaries of State, who were placed by the Republican party
of this country inthat high station, to illuminate this very matter,
and who have declared the law to be that which I now confirm it
to be, in my own opinion, and who, in my humble opinion, no
constitutional or international lawyer of repute in his profession
can dissent from as to its integrity, its justice, its clearne s, or its
properly meeting the issue.

1 read again, in answer to the Senator from Ohio, from Mr.
Fish.. He says:

This Department deems it important, in the interest of
and ially of the carrying trade of that route, that these disturbances
should be guarded against. By ths 1:1'&113l with New Granada of 1846 this
Government has engaged to guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmus of
Panama. This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to em-
brace the duty of protecting the across it from the violence of local
factions; but it is réegarded as the undoubted duty of the Colombian Govern-
ment to protect it against attacks from loeal insurgents.,

‘When the Government of Colombia was marching its troops
to suppress a local insurrection, and, as we have the right to as-
sume, as there is no suggestion to the contmr{f to grotect. its in-
teresis in and to defend that transit, the United States held
before them a line of battle and warned them off.

I will read, Mr. President, from William M. Evarts, of New
York, Secretary of State. He is addressing himself to the very
point upon which the Senator from Ohio has challenged this side
of the Chamber. I will permit him to give his answer:

But it can not be overlooked that by the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of
1846 the United States has not only, *“inorder to secure to themselves the tran-
quil and constant enjoyment ' of the advanta, of that treaty, undertaken
tg;l‘ignarantee itively and efficaciously to New Granada the parfect neu-

ty of the bafore-mentioned Isthmus," but theg have further obliged
a

themselves to “also rantee in the same manner the rights of so?ereig'ntr
and property which New Granada has and possesses over the said territory.”

How is it, Mr. President, that from Loomis, from Varilla, and

I do not

neral commerce,
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from all the diplomatic and Senatorial expounders of this treaty

we hear noﬂ:u'n?l byt one side of the question, and that nothing is
said about another guaranty that is in thistreaty, given in con-
sideration of the very right of transit to American troops and
persons LYa@.ﬁing across that Isthmus? Mr. Evarts calls attention
to it and makes the reminder that we have guaranteed in the
same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which New
Grenada has and possesses over the said territory, and it is not
debated that Colombia is in that respect her successor. Now, his
conclusion:

While, therefore, the United States have hgerfect confidence in these repre-
sentations, as well as in the strong friendship of the French Government, it
can scarcely be denied that such a concession to foreign subjects would in-
troduce new questions of relative rights and interest, affecting both the
sovereign and proprietary rights of the Government of Colombia and such as
would seriously enlarge the responsibilities of our treaty guaranty; and this
Government feels that it is not unreasonable in expscting that any conges-
gion involving such consequences should be a sub;hect of joint consideration
by, and that its details can scarcely be settled without a ?rehmmary agree-
ment between, the Governments of Colombia and the United States as to
thelr effect upon existing treaty stipulations,

In answer to the query which the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Have] made to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER], I beg to
read a few lines from a distingnished publicist from his own
State. It was no less than the brilliant and able James G. Blaine.
He wrote in 1881 as follows:

The United States recognizes a proper gnaranty of neutrality as essential
to the construction and successful operation of any highway across the Isth-
mus of Panama, and in the last generation every step was taken by this Gov-
ernment that is deemed uisite in the premises. The necessity was fore-
seen and abundantly provi for, long in advance of any possible call for

the actual exercise of power.
In 1846—

He adds—

In 1846 a memorable and important treaty was n iated and signed be-
tween the United SBtates of Americaand the lgagg cof New Granada,now
the United States of Colombia. By the thirty-fifth article of that treaty in
exchange for certain concessions made to the United States we guaranteed
“positively and efficaciously " the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus and of

any interoceanic communications that might be constructed upoz or over it
for the maintenance of free transit from sea to sea—

Then he says—
and we also teed the rights of sovereignty and property of the United
States of Colombia over the territory of the ﬁlthmus as inclu within the
borders of the State of Panama.

Mr. President, on the 2d day of November, 1203, we were in
complete peace with the fﬁendéf Government of Colombia. If
she had committed any unfriendly act toward this Government,
Congress had not been apprised thereof by any Executive mes-
sage. At that time, while this treaty was extant under which we
stood before the world and guaranteed to that Republic the sov-
ereignty of her territory, we sent armed troops into that terri-
tory, not to suppress an insurrection, but to prevent that friendly
Government from exercising the highest necessary right of sov-
ereignty—to defend itself.

Now, Mr. President, this is a painful subject to me. Allunsions
to Democratic party and to Republican party have been made on
both sides of this Chamber. 1 wish to say for myself that there
never has been a Democratic President of the United States or a
Democratic party in this country that was strong enough to make
me support this procedure. It has been my fortune, or misfor-
ture, in politics some time to disagree with the Administration of
my own party. It has also been my misfortune, or fortune, as
you may look at it, to disagree with the leaders of my party. If
the party of Mr. Bryan and Mr. Cleveland and of Mr. Cleveland’s
predecessors in office, from George Washington to this time,
were to propose such things as are now proposed to a body of
which I was a member, I would not sustain them; and while we
are seeking to make the noblest example of a free, just, and hon-
orable nation before the world, they ought not, in my judgment,
to be sustained by any man, to whatsoever party he belongs.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate. under the rule, the General Order, which will be stated.

The SEcrETARY. Order of Business No. 12, Senate resolution
27, by Mr. PENROSE, instructing the Committes on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads to direct the Postmaster-General to send to the
committee all papers connected with the recent investigation of
his Department, ete.

Mr. HALE. Ihadintended tosubmit some remarks, not much
extended, on the Post-Office resolutions this morning, but they
evidently will not be reached to-day, and I ask that they all go
over until to-morrow morning, to be called up after the routine
morning business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks
unanimous consent that the resolutions known as the Post-Office
resolutions may go over until to-morrow morning, to be called
up immediately after the routine morning business. Is there
objection? The Chair hem none, and it is so ordered. )

Mr. SPOONER. This matter isstill under consideration, Isup-
pose, only by unanimous consent,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be under consider-

ation by unanimous consent, for there is nothing pending before
the Senate excepIt. the first bill on the Calendar of (General Orders.

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose, as debate has gone on by unani-
mous consent so far. that any Senator will now object to other
Senators discussing it.

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly not.

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss at
this time the general subject or the rights and duties of the United
States under the treaty of 1846, Later I intend to ask the Senate
to permit me to discuss with some fullness the various proposi-
tions which are really involved, as I conceive it, in the subject.

I do not any more doubt the sincerity of the Senator from Geor-
gia [Mr, Bacox] and his patriotism than I do my own or that of
any other man in the world. I have, and I did it from my heart
and without reservation, hitherto had occasion to pay tribute to
that Senator for hissilence—dignified, manly, and patriotic—in the
midst of ntterances on that side of the Chamber which could be
nothing less than an encouragement to the prolongation of war
being waged against the United States. But I can not divest
myself of the belief that this resolution in the circumstances is a
mischievous one, not possible to be productive of any good to this
cm:lljnttlily or to Colombia, and pregnant with possibilities of danger
to both.

The spectacle which we have afforded to the world, Mr. Presi-
dent, must have caused astonishment. We have been debating
here for weeks a proposition which the Senate was asked to in-
dorse, declaring that an act of war has been committed by the
United States against the Republic of Colombia,

Mr. BACON. This resolution?

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir.

Mr, BACON. Oh. I beg pardon.

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir.

Mr, BACON. Well, I beg pardon. .

Mr. SPOONER. A propositionthat the United States hascom-
mitted an act of war against the Republic of Colombia while
that Republic has not yet said so, but has been in full diplomatic
relations with the United States, and is to-day.

Some things have happened. They are accomplished. The

President recogni the Re%pub]ic of Panama. He received a
minister from Republic of Panama. The great nations of the
earth have recognized the Republic of Panama. Nic , Costa

Rica, Pern, and Cuba have recognized the Republic of Panama.
The Senate has concurred in the action of the President accredit-
ing a minister from the United States, with full diplomatic capac-
ity, to the Republic of Panama. The President has entered into
and sent to the Senate—and that has been made public, and Thave
aright to refer to it—a treaty with the Republic of Panama,

Those things have occurred. They mean something and they
have some effect in international law. Some of the steps by
which these results have been reached will be criticised. tis
the right of Senators; that is the right of the press; that is the
right of the people. But those criticisms will be for influence
upen our own constituencies. not for effect upon the transaction
or thestatusas it actually exists. The injustice of such criticism
will be easily shown. :

This resolution can not help, can not overturn. On the con-
trary, it recognizes thestatus. It can notdo otherwise, Mr. Presi-
dent, than to encourage a hope in Colombia which for the time
at least will be dis%ppointed; and I confess my surprise that in
the Senate of the United States, made by the Constitution a part
of the executive power of the United States so far as our foreign
relations are concerned, while those relations are strained with
the Government perha};lns to the point of breaking, Senators should
so confidently assert here that there will be war between the
United States and the Reﬁublic of Colombia. It is such utter-
ances in the presence of the world, and in the old days of the
Senate they would not have been made in the presence of the
world, which, in my opinion, tend to cause war.

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly,

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator, in my opinion, has never seen
any day at all, nomatter how antiquated, in which the truth could
not be told in this bodg X X

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr, President, I have seen such days, and
s0 has the Senator from Alabama. I have, during my short and
entirely uneventful career in this body, a number of times known
a Senator to be interrupted by a motion to go into secret session,
which, being seconded, took him off the floor so far as the world
was concerned.

Mr. MORGAN. TIam not speaking of the galleries; I am talk-
ing about the Senate.

Mr. SPOONER. And, Mr. President, that was not because he
was aﬁakmg what he thought was not true. Many times many
of us have thought he was speaking the truth, but it was because

—~—
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the sitnation was such that we, a Senate of the United States, a
part of the treaty-making power, could not safely for the public
interest, which we are here to conserve, say in the presence of the
world what we might safely say in the presence of each other.

If there is not a collision, Mr. President, between the Republic
of the United States and the Republic of Colombia it will not be
the fault of some gentlemen here at home, in my opinion. The
question mooted b{)cthe Senator from Georgia—

Mr. DANIEL. es the Senator think sending our troopsthere
is having anything to do with it? _

Mr. SPOONER. I think it is susceptible of demonstration
that our troops are where they have a right to be. That is what
I think; and I thinkthe statement made by the Senator from Vir-
ginia as to the true import of the transaction of which he com-
plains, analyzed, is not snpported by the documents. I think
what he arraigns the Administration for, and what he criticisesin
the use of troops at Panama prior to the insurrection, the Presi-
dent of the United States is to be praised for, not blamed for. I
undertake to say, Mr. President, if there had been no treaty of
1246 and a war ship of the United States had been in Panama or
Colon under the circumstances,those troops wonld have been
landed and utilized as they were, if the Government were not too
pusillanimous to be beneath contemﬁ;l

This is not a party question. I have never called it a party
question. I have mever treated it as a party question. Some
questions reach a point where they become national American

estions, Mr. President, hardly susceptible of party division.
?uhave never believed for one moment that there would be a divi-
gion upon this subject upon party lines, and I hope the day never
will come when mere partisan politics will creep into the action
of this body as a part of the treaty-making power. But the
proper time for criticism will come. That time will be when it
involves no danger of strife.

Mr. President, it is worse than useless, it is dangerous, in my

inion, and I only for myself, to impeach the honor of the

ernment—the Administration, I will say, in thisenvironment.

Iamnot going atlarge intothissubject. 1hopethe Senatorfrom
Georgia [Mr. Bacoxn] will allow the resolution to be voted upon,
and voted upon now. If Senators on theother side want to make
a sharp issue they can easily make it. When I say *‘ Senators on
the other side,”” I do not mean all Senators on the other side; I
mean the Senators who feel so intensely upon this subject—and I
do not dispute the sincerity of any of my colleagnes—can make
it. They can propose that there be undone what has
been done. They can invite both Houses to adopt a resolution
that it is the sense of Congress that the President withdraw the
war ships and withdraw the marines from Panama, except such as
are needed to protect the mere railroad line, to permit the passage
of cars and locomotives, and to interpose no obstacle to the ever-
throw of that Republic and to the reinstatement of the lost—I
will call it—sovereignty of Colombia. That is the logical result
of these contentions; that is the only way to right this wrong, as
some Senators consider it a wrong.

Of course, Mr. President, I think such a resolution would re-
ceive very few votes in the presence of the American people,
North or South; and the people South and the people North on

uestions like this are alike. 1doubtif on such a resolution many
genators on theother side, who speak with such intensity—feeling,
of course, just as they speak—would face the music and vote for it.

Mr. President, what was done at Panama? Did the United
States, prior to the insurrection, prevent Colombia from landing
her troops there to repress disorder? It has been assumed from
these papers that we did. The record shows to the contrary. As
I understand it, all the troops which Colombia, prior to the recog-
nition by this Government of the ngnb]ic of Panama, sent to
that Isthmus to repress disorder landed upon that Isthmus with-
out: let or hindrance from the Government of the United States.

Mr. CARMACEK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SPOONER. Always.

Mr. CARMACK., Werenot orders given, however, to our naval
commanders to prevent the landing of Colombian

Mr. SPOONEB. Do you mean before the recognition of the
Republic? -

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir. :

Mr. SPOONER. I will speak about that, but that is sticking
in the bark.

Mr. CARMACEK. I do not think so.

Mr. SPOONER. Well, then, I must be :

Mr. CARMACK. Why, of course you are. |Laughter.]

Mr. SPOONER. But I think that is stickingin the bark. Ido
not think that the people of the United States will and j

the Admjnjata-ation—anlgn when I n:e tha'{', word I mot s?:k C'f:
guage of a cablegram , DO
officers. It will

a Republican—on the
lombia or to the world, but to one of our naval

be judged, as it ought to be judged, by what was done, not by
what was written. Buf what was written, Mr. President?

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator is going to read that, I will
not interrupt him,

Mr. SPOONER. Going to read what?

Mr. CARMACK. Going to read what was written.

l{r. SPOONER., Of course I am going to read what was
written.

Mr. CARMACE. Then I hope the Senator will read it.

Mr. SPOONER. I am not afraid of what was written.

Mr. CARMACK. Of course, we all know that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SPOONER. Always.

Mr. CARMACE. We all know the Senator from Wisconsin is
not afraid of anything.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean that.

Mr. CARMACK. We do not accuse him of being afraid of
anything.
thi[rl. SPOOIEER. I did g;;fs mean thadé. bghzagenptor knm;;a

t I was no g in the langnage o ggadocio or vouch-
ing my perm:m:ﬁ)egokm at all. I mean there is nothing in this
language that I have occasion to be afraid to read. The Senator
knows what I meant.

Here is the cablegram:

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit.

That no one objects to. My friend from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]
does not object to that.

If interruption is threatened by armed force, occupy—

‘What?

Mr. DANIEL. That was not our duty under the treaty.

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President, not our duty under the
treaty, but our right under the treaty, and our right without any
treaty in view of the fact that it was an American corporation,
whose stock was partly owned by American citizens; and if there
had been no treaty our right to protect that railroad, to prevent
interruption of that transit; to prevent the shelling of the depots
and the buildings of that railroad company, would have been a
perfect right.

If interruption is threatened by armed foree, oceupy the line of railroad.
Prevent g of any armed force with hostile intent—

Ia with the Senator from Virginia that this did not mean
hostile intent toward the railroad—
either government or insurgent.

That explains it all. The Government of the United States did
not intend that the line of that transit should become the theater
of military operations between Colombia and the inhabitants of
Panama; or, if you please, the insurrectionists. Colombia had
guaranteed the freedom of transit, and we had made certain
guaranties also. If Colombia failed in her guaranty, her duty,
her failure to discharge it gave us a right to protect that tran-
sit, or the whole treaty stipulations was an empty and useless

thing.

It was the duty of Colombia, with the warnings she had had
as to the sentiment and on the Isthmus, to have antici-

ted that disorder by seasonably providing an adequate force to

ischarge her guaranty; and if she iaﬂecg to do it until there
had been such organized insurrection on the other side as would
lead inevitably, when she attempted to do it, to war on the line
of transit, the United States, in that failure of treaty duty by
Colombia, had not only the right but the duty to say, ** Youshall
not fight on this line of railway; you shall not interrupt by mili-
tary operations this right of transit or the fact of transit.”

Mr. IETAN'IEL Or ““within 50 miles of Panama.”

Mr. SPOONER. Orwithin 50 miles. Iwould not perhaps have
put that in the cablegram, but it is there, and there is some sense
in it, too, because the Senator must admit that there could have
been no contest there e:ceft at Colon, Panama, or the interven-
ing territory. That would have been the theater of the fight in-
evitably, and that, becanse of the tardiness of Colombia in
aration, gave the United States some rights which, under ordinary
circumstances, it might not possess. iticise this cablegram or
the officer, if you choose, I care not now to say more about that.

Colombia did not receive that cablegram or know of if; nor
did the officer receive it to whom if was sent, or know of it.
The officer did not receive it, Mr. President, until the 3d day of
November at about 10.30 o’clock, and before that time a Colom-
bian gunboat had arrived at Colon with 400 troops, sent by Co-

lombia torepress disorder on the Isthmus, and they were permitted
this level-headed officer, acting entirely on his own msi-
ity and the precedents, to land, and they did land at Colon,
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and their generals—for they had two or more general officers

with this army of 400 men—proceeded by rail to Panama, where

they were arrested by the insurgents and thrown into prison.

Etg:.ngave Colombia, the papers show, about 500 men on the
us.

Now, how did the marines happen fo land? The Senator from
Virginia spoke about a battle line. I do not find the battle line
we drew. The officer who commanded the Nashville has told
that story.

There was not an American soldier, Mr. President, on shore
when the Colombian troops landed, so far as these papers show,
and there was but one war ship in the harbor, and that was the

Nashville, Let me read this:
U. 8. 8. NAsavILLE, THIRD RATE—
One of the smaller ghips—

Colon, U, 8. Colombia, November §, 1903,

SIR: Pending a complete report of the occurrencesof the last three daysin
Colon, Colombia, I most respectfully invite the Department’s attention to
those of the date of Wednesday, November 4, which amounted to practically
the making of war—

Not by the United States against Colombia—
the making of war against the United States by the officer in command of the
Colombian troops in Colon,

Mr. TELLER. That is the officer’s idea of war.

Mr. SPOONER. Wait and see what it was,

At 1 o'clock p. m. on that date—

Does the Senator from Colorado dispute the right and duty of
the commander of the Nashville to land those marines under the
circumstances detailed by him, and to use them as he did?

Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President, I have not; but I do dis-
pute the statement he makes that any act of the Colombian Gov-
ernment was an act of war against the United States.

Mr. SPOONER. That was a mere opinion. That might have
been relﬁls::ldiated by Colombia.

Mr. TELLER, The Senator is putting that forward to show
we did not begin the war, but that Colombia did. There is no
war at the present time on the transit.

Mr. 8 NER. I am not disputing that. Iam only reading
this report in which that occurred.

At 1 o'clock p. m. on that date I was summoned onshore by a certed

and on landing met the United States consul, vice-c and Colon
Shaler, the general superintendent of the Panama Railroad. The consnl in-
formed me that he had received notice from the officer commanding the
Colombian troops, Colonel Torres, through thhi;?refect of Colon, to the effect
that if the Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and Amaya, who had heen
seized in on the evening of the 3d of November by the Independents—

Not by us—

and held as prisoners, were not released by 2 o’clock p. m., he (Torres) wounld
fire on the town of Colon and kill every Uni smﬂium}: in the
g and my advice and action were requested. Iadvised thatall the United
tates citizens should take refuge in the shed of the Panama Com-
pany, a stone building susce?tible of being put into good state for defense,
and that I would immediately land such y of men, with extra arms for
arming the citizens, as the complement of the ship would permit. This was
ngreefto and I immediately returned on board, arrivingat 1.15p. m. The
order for innding was immediately given, and at 1.30 p. m. the boats left the
ship with a party of forty-two men—

Think of it—forty-two marines—

under the command of Lieut. Commander H. M. Witzel, with Midshi J.P.
Jackson as second in command. Time bsinf pressing, I gave varm
to Mr, Witzel to take the building above referred to, to put it into the best
ptate of defense possible, and protect the lives of the citizens assemhbled

Right on the line of transit, in one of the railway buildings on
the line of fransit, filled with American citizens, some foreigners,
and women and children, who, frightened, had fled to that place
for protection under the flag of the United States against the
threat of the Colombian officer—
not firing unless fired upon, ete.

Can any man justl ﬂcntlcme the action of that officer under
the circumstances? there a government in the world that
would not havejcashiered an officer if in that situation, treaty
or no treaty, he had failed to respond to that call? Whether the
call was justified or not, it was sufficient to him. It is the duty
of a government to protect its citizens all over the world when
%e a:‘ﬁ: dl.n the right, and that is what this officer did, and that is
e

I donot intend to take the time to refer to what transpired
there between these 42 marines barricaded in the railway build-
ing, one of its freight houses on the line of transit, and tothe dem-
onstration made there against them by the 400 Colombian troops.
t’l‘h}losi;e ﬁ marines did not drive out the 400 Colombian soldiers, but

e ;

r. MORGAN. They were bought out.

Mr, SPOONER. TheSenatorsaysthey wereboughtout. That
is legitimate for a revolutionary junta.

Mr, MORGAN. That is the fact, though.

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know whether it is a fact or not, but
Senators can not ask us to be affected at all in our judgmentupon

this transaction, nor could the President be, upon what was done
by the insnrrectionists or revolutionists in bringing abont, with-
out bloodshed, their independence. God knows, Mr. President,
if ever there was a people in the world who were entitled to re-
lief from tyranny, blackmail, extortion, neglect, and ontrage, the
people of the Department of Panama were, and I do not know a
Senator on the other side who, if he had been a Panamanian—if
that is the proper pronunciation—

Mr. MORGAN. Panamaniac. [Laughter.]

Mr. SPOONER. Who would not have been an insurrectionist?
They were not Panamaniacs; they were men, Mr. President, who
wanted to be free and to have once again a government of their
own. They wanted the open way fo health, prosperity, and hap-

iness in the future. They were not willing to have the door of

ope, and the only hope to that le, barred forever at Bogota.
They were not maniacs for that. E’a.na.nmmaca are not all con-
ﬁngg to Panama. [Laughter.]

Al I intended to say, Mr. President, I have said, but I can not
see for the life of me, whatever you may say about a cablegram
which was not received, I do not see how the United States, rep-
resented by that official, can be criticised for what was done in
the landing of the marines, and I do not see that this Government
is to be criticised for anything thatwas done prior to the declara-
tion of independence and the recognition of that independence by
the United States. 'What has been done since then, Mr, President,
I shall undertake to justify upon principles of international law,
upon reason, and u precedent on another occasion. I rose
mainly to say that I can not in this sitnation see what good pur-
pose resolution can accomplish, and to express the hope that
we ma%Fliﬁve a vote upon it.

Mr. LER. Mr, President, I am not going to discuss the
Panama question. The issue made here to-day was on the reso-
lution offered by the Senator from Georgia EMr Bacox]. Now,
it is asserted that that is a dangerous resolution; it is asserted
that it is one which the Senate has not any right to pass, and, if
it had aright to pass it, that this is an inopportune time to passit.

I propose to say a few words about the resolution, but I am not

ing to raise or argue questions of law with the Senator from
%%sconsin [Mr. SpooxER]. I think he and I would agree on most
propositions of that kind, although I can not agree with him when
he sayait:he Senate is partof the executive department of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. SPOONER. I said its treaty-making power is.

Mr, TELLER. No; not even that. Iam not going to argue
that, but I want simply to say that the best authorities in the
world have declared- , of course, this being a sui generis
case, there is no other, and you can not apply to it precedents
obtained anywhere else—that the relation of the Senate to the
Executive, so far as the treaty-making power is concerned, is that
of a legislative body and notf that of an executive body.

Mr. SPOONER. What about the confirmation of appoint-

ments? Is not that executive?
Mr. That isnot executive, either, That issui gene-
ris, as I say, unlike anything else in the world. It does nothave

to be determined to be either executive or legislative. John
Adams, Madison, and other fathers of the Republic declared that
the relation of the Senate fo treaties was legislative, and not
executive, Buf, Mr. President, I do not care to go into that
question, Imerely wanted to enter a caveat to that proposition,

Let us see, first, whether this is a resolution which is proper to
come before this Senate or whether the Senator from Georgia

Mr. BAcox], for whose good faith the Senator from Wisconsin

Mr. SPoONER] vouches, has simply made a mistake. What does
this resolution propose? Does it propose any direction to the
President of the United States? Not at all. it invade the
rightof the Executive inany way by directing him to do thisornot
todothat? Notatall. It isa suggestion proposed tobe made by
the Senate of the United States to the executive department of
the Government.

I do not know but that in these modern times we shall abdicate
and abandon the right of this body to make suggestions to the
executive department; but in some cases we have the unques-
tioned right to direct the executive department.

Mr. President, if any Senator will take the pains to spend a lit-
tle time in looking over the history of the country with relation
to the executive and to this, the legislative, branch of the Gov-
ernment, he will find that the Presidents of the United States
have recognized beyond question the right of this body to make
suggestions. When Polk was President of the United States on
more that one occasion he took the opinion of this body. You
can find in the records of the count‘ry?imt he in detail wrote out
and sent here a statement, and said, *“I wish to consult the Sen-
ate as to whether it would be proper and wise to make a treaty
on the following lines.”

‘What does this resolution provide? Not that the President
shall make a treaty, but that it is the judgment of the Senate
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that it would be wise to make a treaty. Is there anybody here
who will say under the condition existing that it would not be
wise for us to make some kind of treaty with Colombia that
would satisfy the Colombians that we do not intend any violence
to them? Does anybody believe that it would not be a wise thing
for us to make a treaty of some kind, if it conld be done without
too great sacrifice, to convince all the South American republics
that we have not any desire to invade their rights? I do not
know whether a treaty could be made with Colombia that would
be consistent with the present condition of affairs. Iknow very
well, as the Senator from Wisconsin has said, that what has been
done is not going to be undone, and there is no suggestion in the
resolution under discussion that anything that has been done is
to be undone.

What is the suggestion? To make a treaty that must come
here for our approval, and if we will approve it that will com-
promise and settle all the controversy between us and Colombia.

Bat if Colombia is not in a frame of mind, or if we are notina
frame of mind, to make a treaty, then what is to be done under
this resolution? We are to do what the whole world has been
saying ought to be done in national controversies—refer it to the
ari‘ﬁtraﬁon of the great tribunal at The Hague or a special tri-
bunal to be arranged by Colombia and our Government.

Mr. President, where is the vice in that? Where is the insult
to the majesty. to the executive department, of this Govern-
ment? Where is a violation of any of the decencies and proprie-
ties of this body?

It is not very likely, if we should make an effort to accommo-

date affairs with Colombia, that Colombia would ask us to return
Panama to her embrace. I am morally certain, so far as the ex-
ecutive department of the Government is concerned, and I am
equally certain as to the dominant ggrty in this Chamber, that
that would be a hopeless effort, and Colombia must know that by
this time. Colombia has received from the executive branch of
the Government a denial of any attempt to consider even her
complaints against us.

I am sorry the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] is not in the
Chamber, because I wanted to say some things that I shall omit.
The Senator from Ohio, with a great deal of zeal and assurance,
stands up here and says there is not anything wrong in any act.
Mr. President, suppose we should all say there is not any wrong
act, Stuppose everyone of us admitted that to be the fact now,
which, for one, I am not inclined to do. 'When I shall get the
floor with time, I shall try to demonstrate that these acts we com-
plain of are infringements of the rights of Colombia, and not de-
manded of us by any treaty or by any law of the civilized world.
However, I shall not attempt to do that now.

But suppose we were of the opinion that there was no offense.

lombia believes that there is. The entire Sonth American peo-
ple believes there is. There is not a republic on the American
continent that does not feel affronted at our conduct. Although
this great nation of ours might feel strong and self-reliant in our
ideas that we were right, is it beneath our dignity that we should
say to these offended people, * We will submit this question to the
arbitration provided %y that great conference which was held in
Europe a few years ago?”’

1 know, Mr. President, that we did not accept the treaty made
with Great Britain as to arbitration, and it has been repeatedly
gaid that we were opposed to arbitration. What stood in theway
of that treaty was a constitutional provision which was ignored
in the treaty, that this Senate had the right to pass upon every
treaty of every kind and every character that was made by the
Government of the United States. That provision was notf in
that treaty. 2

The Senator from Ohio asks, ** Who says there is any wrong?”’
“ What Senator is going to point itout? ’ If the Senator was here,
1 would say something about the manner in which he addresses
uson that subject. He is not here, and I shall pass that by.

On the 17th day of November, in this body, one of the oldest
and most respected members of it, a man whose thorough com-

tency to discuss here or anywhere in the world a question of
international law nobody will deny, did discuss this question and
did indicate as plainly as his words could do that he thought there
had been a wrong perpetrated against the people of Colombia.

I know the public press said that the senior Senator from Ohio
[Mr. ForsRER] administered to him a stinging rebuke because
of his lack of loyalty to his party, but I doubt very much whether
it changed that illustrions Senator’s views upon this question.
The Senator from Ohio knew that the Senator from Alabama

[Mr. MorGAN] had taken the floor and diccussed the question for
a considerable length of time to show that this was not a proper
and right thing for us to do.

The morning paper has given us an account of a meeting up at
New Haven and of a petition that is to be sent here to be pre-
sented by the senior Senator from Massachusetts when he arrives.

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the statement of it.

Mr. TELLER. I have it right here. For the Senator from
Ohio to assume that there is nobody complaining of this trans-
action is not to be quite tolerated without at least a reply. The
Senator may think that everything that has been done has been
done correctly and properly. He knows very well that many
Senators in this Chamber do not think so. Of course they may
be wrong and he may be right. They may be prejudiced by their
political associations, he thinks. He may be prejudiced ‘by his
political association. I have yet to learn that the Senators who
git on the other side of the Chamber are any better qualified to
judge upon a question of conscience and morals than those who
sit on this side; and I have yet to learn that we who sit on this
side of the Chamber are to govern our judgment according to
theirs or that of the Executive.

When I read, as I shall do now, this statement from New Haven,
there is not anybody here but will recognize that this is a ques-
tion of more than ordinary political consideration. The men who
met at New Haven are men who are entitled to discuss questions
of this kind by virtue of their fraining and by virtue of their
ability in the line of international law.

Twenty prominent citizens—

Says the paper—

Twenty prominent citizens of New Haven, headed by Prof. Theodore S.
Woo]seg. rofessor of international law at Yale University, bave signed and
forwarded to Senator GEORGEF. HoARa petition asking that the Senate defer
formal ratification of the H.ug-Bumu-Varﬂ]n treaty, and that this Govern-
ment’s actionin Panama be subjected to careful and deliberate investigation.

Among the signers of the tion are Franklin Carter, formerly president
of Williams College Ha‘t}.r{ Wade Rogers, dean of the Yale Law School;

0 4

Frank K. Sanders, dean of the Yale Divinity School; Profs, William G, Sum-

per and John C. Schwab, of the department of political economy at Yale;
Secretarﬁ;;‘. A, Lindsley, of the State board of health; the Rev. Dr. Newman
Smyth, the Rev. Watson L. Phillips, and Thomas Hooker, members of the

board of education, and Samuel L. Bronson, formerly a Democratic candi-
date for ﬁnvarnor of the State.

After declaring that there isa recognized body of law which ought to gov-
ern the conduct of nations irrespective of their strength, the petition says
that a belief has arisen in the minds of many in this country and abroad
*that in our dealings with the State of Colombia we have violated and are
about to violate the rules of international law, and that we are adopting a
line of conduct toward that country which we would not have taken against
& stronger power."

Mr. President, that is an indictment from a source that can not
be cried down. The enthusiasm and the energy of the Senator
from Ohio had better be directed somewhat to this class of people
in the United States if he hopes to quiet this complaint that is so
generally rife.

The petition further says that the fact of Colombia's comparative weak-
ness should make us the more careful toavoid the suspicion that we are mak-
ing an ust use of our greater power; that the mere existence of such a
condition is injurious to our honor and self-respect, and concludes: ** We there-
fore respectfully ask that before final ratification of the Hay-Bunau-Varilla
treaty our action in Panama be carefully and deliberately investigated to
the end not only that the Republic may do no wrong, but that its good repu-
t?ltéon in !l:;:s world, which is dearer than any gain of lands or trade, should
suffer no A4

Mr, President, that is all I care to read, because that is all
really that is pertinent. There are some other things that I leave
out.

Mr. President, it will not do for the Senator from Ohio or the
Senator from Wisconsin or anybody else to say that when that
class of men enter their protest here it is not entitled to consider-
ation, and it will not do for them to say that it is inciting to war.
Nor is it reasonable for them to say that of a proposition of this
kind made in the American Senate for a treaty that might arrange
difficulties between Colombia and ourselves or which provides
that in case of the inability to secure such a treaty the contro-
versy between Colombia and ourselves shall be submitted to arbi-
tration.

Mr. President, everybody knows there isa controversy. Every-
body knows that the world believes we have gone beyond that
which is justified by the law of nations. That the President felt
that he had gone beyond what he felt the treaty required is shown
by the fact that he not only put it partly under the treaty, but
partly under the law of nations, which he has applied, and stated
that it was in the interest of civilization that these movements
had been made.

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPeONER] says
that it is not an act of war on the v&mrt of the President of the
United States, The Senator from Wisconsin is an international
lawyer of whose abi}it{‘l have a great opinion, but I believe that
his anxiety to shield the Administration with which he is con-
nected colors his views on this subject. I understand it to be an
unquestioned principle of international law (I have never known
it questioned in the books) that the recognition of a seceding
government by another government with intervention at the
same time was an act of war. Iknow it is not an act of war to
recognize a government, even although it is unduly and improp-
erly done; butif it is done with an act of intervention in favor of
the rebels or the insurrectionists it is by all the authorities in this
country and everywhere else an act of war.
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If there is not an act of war between Colombia and the United
States, it is because Colombia knew that she was not able to cope
with us. Does any citizen believe if that had been done with ref-
erence to Great Britain there would not have been an active and
vigorous war? Could we have done it to France, to Spain even,
to Russia?

Oh, no, Mr, President, you can do with impunity with a baby
what you dare not do sometimes with a man. When these citi-
zens of New Enéloand come here and express the opinion that we
have done with Colombia what we would not have done with the
great powers of the world they express the opinion that is prev-
alent everywhere in the United States.

I do not care whether a man defends the action of the President
or whether he criticises it, everybody knows that we wonld not
have formed that act had even Canada, a country that we
would Iike to have in our embrace and as a part of our territory,
seceded from Great Britain. Doesanyone believe we would have
said: ** We can not afford to have a waron our borders, and in the
interest of civilization, in the interest of peace, commerce, and
trade, we will gay to Great Britain, Kee%gour hands off of Can-
ada?’ Does an believe she would have kept her hands off?
But we would have very far from making that suggestion
even if conditions had been as they were down there in the Pan-
ama country.

Mr. Prosident, I do not know what will be the result of this
resolution, whether to-morrow we shall have a motion tolayit on
the table, so that we may not vote on it, or whether it will go to
the committee.

I submit that as an orderly, decent procedure this resolution
shonld properly go to that committee, and if thereis anything ob-
jectionable in it, if there is anything reﬂecti.ng upon the Presi-
dent, if there is any assumption of facts that do not exist, it is
then for the committes to arrange it in such a shape as that it
shall be unobjectionable in that particular.

There is not a single controverted fact mentioned in the resolu-
tion. Itisadmitted here on this floor to-day. Let me read it:

Growing out of the recent revolution in Panama and the co uent seces-
glon of Panama from Colombia and the alleged aid and assistance by theland
and naval power of the United States in the successful accom ent of
said revolution and secession.

Now, Mr. President, is that offensive? If so, the committee
can readily &ﬂ it in words that are not offensive. Everybod{
knows that Colombia is complaining of our action there. As
said before, although we may justify it as a nation, anm
that all, every man, woman, and child in the nation, justified it,
is it beneath ounr dignity to say to Colombia, ** We do not think

ou have any right to complain, but if you have, you will submit
t to the judgment of the tribunal at The Hague, or, if you prefer,
to such a tribunal as we may select?” :

Mr. President, there would never be any arbitration if both
gides had to prove their case beforehand. One side will always
assert that it is right and the other will assert that the other is
wrong. That is all there is in this resolution. Colombia says
that she has an offense against us, that we have treated her im-
E;operly. She may say that she does not want to go to war. We

ot that she can not.

The very fact that Colombia can not go to war ought toappeal
to every generous-hearted man in the country to give her an op-
poriunity toshow before the world that she has been wronged, and
if so to fix what shall be the compensation that she shall receive.
1 eay that every man who is alover of his country and who is not
a lover simply because of her great strength, who does not think
of her many millions of wealth, who does not think of her great
Army and her great Navy, but thinks of her honor—every such a
man ought to wish and hope and work and do his best to see that
this question is put where we can be righted if we are right and
where we can make atonement if we are wrong.

Mr, BACON. Mr. President, I had intended to reply to the
criticisms of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopaEe] and
those of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SroosER]. The reso-
lutions, I thought, were conservative in their character and cal-
culated to effect the very opposite of the opinions which the
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin
anticipate would be effected. The su%‘gestion on my part was to
have a reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations, for Thad
every reason to believe it would receive careful attention, such as
the committee always gives to matters before it. In response to
that suggestion, the Senator from Massachusetts proposed to treat
the resolution with indignity, casting it out even without a ref-
erence, and the Senator from Wisconsin, though in very kindly
terms, seconds the Semator from Massachus:t%. not exactly in
the main, but in the ground upon which he predicates it.

1 had designed to say something in reply to those Senators, not
for the purpose of controversy, but in the hope that I might con-
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'vince them that the resolution was not entitled to be treated with

such indignity and that it was not liable to the criticisms which
were bestowed upon it by these two distingnished Senators. But
official business doubtless has demanded the absence of those Sen-
ators from the Chamber, and I do not feel like proceeding in their
absence. Consequently I will forbear, with the hope that on to-
morrow I may have at least the courtesy of the opportunity to
reply to what they have said.
r. CULLOM. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid-

eration of executive business.

Mr, CARMACK. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo-
tion for just a moment.

Mr, CULLOM, I withdraw it at the request of the Senator
from Tennessee.

Mr. CARMACK. Just for a moment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PETTUS in the chair). Does
the Senator from Illinois yield?

Mr, CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee for the

pu{g_ose indicated.

. CARMACK. The Senator from Illinois, the chairman of
the Committee on Foreign Relations, now being present, I ho
when this matter comes up on to-morrow no motion will be made
to cut off debate. I desire myself, if I can have the opportunity,
to address the Senate on this question.

I shall get the opportunity, sooner or later, I know, but I should
like to have an opportunity to-morrow, if ‘fossibla, to say what I
have to say upon the resolution. I would be glad to know that
no motion will be made that will cut off debate.

Mr. CULLOM. Ihavenoauthority to determine that question.
I was not in the Senate when the resolution was introduced by the
Senator from Georgia, and I have had very little opportunity, as
a matter of fact, to see exactly what its terms are. Objection
being made to its further consideration to-day, it went over until
to-morrow, or the resolution will go over.

Mr. HALE. It has gone over.

Mr. CULLOM. It has already gone over, and it has been over
for a couple of hours perhaps. %I'he resolution will ddubtless
come up to-morrow, and while I make no agreement about the
matter, because I do not feel that I have the right to do so, I sup-
pose that reasonable debate will be allowed. But I hope alsothat
we may dispose of the resolution to-morrow at some time and
get rid of it either by a reference or by an actual vote upon the
resolution,

Mr. BACON. I wanted to have it referred without debate.

Mr. CARMACEK. I have nodoubt about that, but I think it is
just as well to have debate on it as anything else.

Mr, TELLER. I wish to est to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations that the resolution having been dis-
cussed at considerable length by the opponents of it, certainly
they ought not to cut off anybody on this side. I did not myself
care to go into the general discussion of the Panama question,
which I intend to do at another time. I confined m , as the
Senator knows, to the resolution and its bearing.

I wish fo say o the chairman that nothing will be gained by
an attempt to crowd the resolution to avote. I have no objection
to voting on it. Idid object toit. I did not know enough about
the resolution this mo to vote for it. I can vote for it very
cheerfully now, Iam not ting to debate it any further, but
if we are cut off on this side from an opportunity to debate it we .
certainly know how to get an opportunity to debate any question
in the Senate that we want o debate, and nothing will %e gained
by anyone moving to lay it on the table before the debate has

taken %laoe

Mr. CULLOM. The purport of my remarks was that I hoped
we would vote upon the resolution itself, after a reasonable di
cussion to-morrow, and pass upon the question whether—

Mr. TELLER. We will, if nobody wishes to discuss it longer.

Mr. CULLOM. Iam readyto voteon it myself at any moment.

Mr. TELLER. You will not, if anyone wants to discuss it.

Mr. CULLOM. The suggestion is made by my distinguished
friend from Colorado that we know how to do things in the Sen-
ate. There has been evidence enough of that without repeating
it in the Senate, it seems to me, in direct terms. It has so hap-

ned that it has become the fact that it is almost impossible to

o anything in the Senate except by unanimous consent, and I
think the time has pretty nearly come when we have got to change
our prﬁimme if we want to legislate for the country.

Mr, E. Ihope the Senator will not say that. *

Mr. CULLOM. I do say it, and believe it.

‘Mr. BACON. 1Ishould like to have the distinguished Senator
B?&e g;?:t particular measure has failed in the Senate by reason
of debate,

Mr. CULLOM. Iamnotprepared tosay just what measure has

failed, but we all know that discussion goes on and on almost
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forever before we can get to the point of finally disposing of a
measure, whatever it may be. I am the last man, as I think the
Senate knows, to undertake any gag ru:e or any intrigue to carry
a measure throngh or get rid of it. Ihave always been disposed to
be fair, and I think I feel that way now. At the same time I do
not think there is anyoccasion for the announcement that we will
find a way to do this thing or that thing or the other thing. Of
course we will find a way.

Mr, BACON. I merely wish to say, as the Senator is not pre-

d to answer my inquiry—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia is
not in order.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. CULLOM. With pleasure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Georgia
must get permission of the Chair.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia.

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he will permit
me a single moment?

Mr, CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. Isimply desired to say, as the Senator was not
fu-epared to answer the inquiry—and he has been here a great deal

onger than [have—that during the nine years I have had the honor
toserve in this Chamber I have seen but two measures which have
been defeated by unlimited debate. Omne of them was the state-
hood bill, which at the last Congress was defeated by Repub-
licans by unlimited debate, and the other was the river and har-
bor bill, which was defeated by Senator Carter, also a Republican,
by unlimited debate, If there has been an{urgher measure in the
nine years which has been defeated by unlimited debate, I chal-
lenge the Senator to show what measure it was.

r. CULLOM. I am not going into particulars in reference to
this subject, but we all know that there has seemed to be a grow-
ing disposition to debate and continue to debate until almost every
Senator is worn out by waiting for an opportunity to get a vote.

Mr, HALE. Will the Senator allow me to say a word?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr, HALE. I hope the Senator from Illinois, whois a veteran
here, will be able to possess his soul in patience, We have all
been through this same trouble that he is in now.

Mr. CULLOM. I am in no trouble whatever,

f'1‘113 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is out
of order.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has misunderstood me.

Mr. HALE. I will substitute the word * felicity ”’ for trouble.

Mr. CULLOM. Al right.

Mr. HALE. We have been in the same felicity he is in now.
Every now and then when any one of us has a measure that he
wants passed and when we have a policy that we think ought to
be established, we get very impatient and we want a rule and we
want to stop debate. But it has been, as the Senator from Geor-
gia has said, that in the end, out of this way that we have, Sena-
tors are enabled to be heard and debate continues, and in the end
we everything that we ought to pass.

mEL R. And some measures we ought not to pass.

Mr. HALE. Occasionally we do, undoubtedly. I should hate
to see the day when in neither branch of Congress was there al-
lowed full liberty of debate. I have seen very few instances of
what could literally be called filibustering—delays simply for
the purpose of delay. Ihave been here a long time and I have
seen very few instances of that kind. 'While I expect some time
to have some measure that I should like to have put through sub-
jected to the general practice of the Senate, I expect to it.

I have a good measure it will go throngh. In the end the ma-
jority, with rarest exceptions,always has its way in this body, be-
cause to the minority after a time comes a sense of res nmglhty
that they can not afford to be merely obstructing for the sake of
obstruction.

They feel that the responsibility is with the majority, and the
minority in the end always votes, and we never have any diffi-
culty in a solution, which is a thousand fimes better than the
previous question. A unanimous agreement is made that upon a
certain day a vote shall be taken that shall end the matter. That
is the history of the Senate; and now on this occasion, where men
have honest differences of opinion and want to be heard, and want
to be heard at length, I hope the veteran Senator from Illinois
will not become a convert of the theory that the Senate had bet-
ter change its practice and shut off debate.

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President—— ;

Mr. TELLER. I wish merely to say a word. I did not mean
to offend the Senator from Illinois, which I am afraid I did.

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all.

Mr. TELLER. I am afraid he did not take my statement as I
intended it. I did not mean to make any threat or anything of
the kind, but meant simply to say to him that any Senator who

has been here long knows he can discuss any question he sees fit
on any proposition. That practice would enable this question to
be discussed. and it might as well be discussed in an orderly
manner as in any other way.

Now, I wish to say a word or two more. I agree with the
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has been here for a long
time and who has always been an active participant in the affairs
of the Senate and a useful and valuable member. I may be
allowed to say this in his presence. I agree with that Senator. I
know of nothing that ought to have passed that did not pass
unless possibly it might have been the statehood bill, in which I
was very much in

I did not have anything to do with the defeat of the river and
harbor bill. I felt all the time that it was a badly arranged and
an illy conceived bill, and I had a strong intimation from people in
aunthority that it was very distasteful to the then President of the
United States in the form in which itstood. Senator Carter took
the floor and defeated it, but if there had been any real sentiment
here for the of the bill it would have been passed. Sen-
ator Carter knew that he was doing what a great number of
Senators on this floor were glad to see him do, and I confess I was
gne tgé them. That is the kind of measure that is sometimes de-

eated.

Now, Mr. President, there is one thing that I think is a great
deal more dangerous than unlimited debate here, a thing that
has attracted the attention of the public to a considerable extent
recently, and that is the lack of attention on the part of the Sen-
ate when a debate is going on. The other day a Senator here in
discussing a question of great and grave importance, and discuss-
ing it in a Senatorial way, was compelled to discuss it with three
Senators on the Republican side of the Chamber a part of the
time and three or four on this side a part of the time.

Once in a while the attendance would rise to the dignity of
seven or eight Senators in the Senate, but most of the time dur-
ing the entire debate there were not to exceed, besides the speaker,
three on each side, of whom I happened to be one, because I was
interested in the subject of the debate. I was not taking part in
the debate, but I was interested in it. Now, that has attracted
the attention of the public press in the United States.

Mr. BACON. And properly.

Mr, TELLER. And properly, too. While debate is free here
and unlimited, it does not have the attention of Senators when it
takes place. But, Mr. President, if it does not, if Senators do not
intend to listen, if they make up their minds without hearing the
discussion, as a great many people do on all subjects, and make
up their minds without any investigation, as a great many people
do on general subjects, the public have a right to have somewhere
the ideas of the men sent here to represent them preserved and put
in a place where they can get them.

So, whether Senators listen or whether they retire to the cloak-
room, or go to the Departments, or wherever they may go during
the meantime, it is a valuable privﬂege that a Senator here
has a right to put in the RECORD his opinions and his protest if
he is against a bill, his argument in favor of it if heis for it.
They go into the RECORD, where the people and the public press
can comment on them if they see fit. I% will be a sorry time for
this ublic when you shall limit debate over the only national
legislative body that practically professes to be a place where
diacuss:f ion can be had upon the merits or demerits of measures
before it.

I wish to say that I did not mean to intimate that there wasany

isposition to filibuster or anything else. I was unfortunate
probably in the term I used.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there certainly is no disposi-
tion on this question to try to prevent anyone from expressing an
opinion. But the unusual character of this resolution is such
that it seems to me to demand immediate action, or action as
soon as it can possibly be reached, on the part of the Senate.
This resolution is understood here. We know that it is a part of
the exigencies of a ﬁolitical programme,

Mr. BACON. The Senator is entirely mistaken.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will allow me to have my opinion
about it.

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. ALDRICH. We understand here that it can not pass the
Senate; that it does not in an! regyect represent the majority of
the Senate or the Senate itself. e understand that; the people
of the United States understand it; every Senator understandsit.

But, unfortunately, it may be understood otherwise in another
quarter. We are in the midst of a very difficult and delicate ne-
gotiation with a representative of the State of Colombia, and it
ma{mbe possible, it may be quite probable from intimations which
we have seen in the newspapers, that they will understand there
has been soms change in the attitude of the Government of the
United States, or some change in the sentiment of this body in
regard to this matter.
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From that point of view and to avoid any possible dangerous
consequences to us as a country and to the people of Colombia I
say that we should act upon this matter at the earliest ible
moment. We should let the people of Colombia and the Govern-
ment of Columbia nnderstand that the sentiments of this resolu-
tion are not the sentiments of the American Senate and of the
American people, in my judgment.

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. ALDRICH. I do.

Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator from Rhode Island in favor of
or opposed to submitting this question toarbitration? Is that the
objectionable feature of the resolution? A

r. ALDRICH. The resolution, as I nnderstand it, by indi-
rection, by insinuation, says that the Government of the United
States has been guilty of dishonorable conduct—

Mr. TELLER. It does not.

Mr, ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, it says by inti-
mation, by insinuation, that the Government of the United States
has been guilty of dishonorable conduct in preventing Colombia
from asserting her ownrights and to her own territory and topart
of her own country, and it proposes to submit that question on
the part of the United States to arbitration. Is the Senator from
Colorado willing to submit to arbitration the question whether
the Government of the United States has been guilty of dishon-
orable (practices?

Mr., TELLER. Mr. President, that is not the question here.

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield?

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. I tried to suggest to the Senate what it was.
The Senator was conveniently ont of the Chamber, and I do not
intend to repeat the argument even for his benefit. But I should
like to ask the Senator, if he will permit me, why not send the
resolution to the committee and put it in form? If you want to
gay we do not propose to recognize Colombia as having any offense

inst us or that we have committed any offense against Colom-
bia, put it in form and bring it in here and let the Senate act on
it. 80 to the committee. Youhave the committee. You own it.
You have eight to five members,

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a question of its going to the com-
mittee. It is not a question of its coming back here for inter-
minable discussion, as the Senator from Colorado mildly suggests
it will be submitted to. That is not the question at all. Isay
that it will be misunderstood abroad. It is liable to be misunder-
stood by the representatives of Colombia; and in the interest of
the public service and in the interest of the people of this conntry
I say the Senate ought to dispose of it promptly and vote it down,
and show those people that those sentiments are not the senti-
ments which have any hold npon the judgment of either the Sen-
ate or the le of the United States.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything
more this afternoon, but the speech of the Senator from Rhode
Island probably justifies me in doing so.

I feel very confident in the assertion that the criticisms made
by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island and by the Senator
from Massachusefts and the Senator from Wisconsin are utterly
unwarranted, and I propose in a brief way to analyze the resoln-
tion and see whether or not it is entitled to the criticism and to
the denunciations which it has received to-day.

The Senator from Colorado pointed ount that there isnotasingle
allegation in the resolution as to the fact being the one way or the
other. What is the case when there is a dispute between parties?
The one side alleges its case and the other side alleges the oppo-
site case, and the effort fo submit to some tribunal the decision or
the determination of the issue raised by those two opposing state-
ments must always be accompanied by the proposition that there
is an issue, that there are conflicting claims. That is the reason
why there shounld be an arbitration or a submission to a tribunal.

Now, Mr. President, what does the resolution assert? It asserts
simply that there is a controversy between the United States and
Colombia, and we know that to be a fact. It does not say that
the case of the United States is the correct case, nor does it say
either directly or indirectly that the case of-Colombia is the cor-
rect case. It merely asserts in the simplest of language the fact
that there is a controversy and states what the confroversy is.
It states the controversy to be this, without assuming that either
the one side or the other is correct, because a proposition to sub-
mit to a tribunal can not be accompanied by an assertion that one
is right and the other is wrong.

The assertion simply is that it is alleged—and who denies that
it is alleged?—by Colombia that the United States, by the use of
itsland and naval forces, prevented it from asserting its anthority
and maintaining its sovereignty in Panama,

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. BACON. I would rather the Senator would let me state
the case, and then I will be very happy to yield. I will yield now,
however, if the Senator insists.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was going to ask the Senator— )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield?

Mr. BACON. I said I would, sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said it appeared that that was
the attitude of Colombia. I ask him how it appeared that way?
I have seen no official correspondence which showed that.

Mr. BACON. We have not been favored with the official cor-
respondencs, but we do know the fact that Colombia has had in
this capital city a commissioner or minister, who has been here
for the p of presenting that case, and we know the fact
that there been a controversy between himself and the rep-
resentative of this Government in charge of diplomatic matters;
and if we are—

Mr. ALDRICH. How do we know that?

Mr. BACON. If wearetorely upon the published account, that
negotiation has ended without coming to a satisfactory conclu-
Blon. :

Now, Mr. President, where is the outrage in simply presenting
the fact that here is a controversy which is unsettled and which
is liable to lead to trouble? That is all this does. It says that
there is this claim on the part of Colombia and that it is liableto
lead to war. That is the inference, and in the presentation of it
that is the ground npon which it is put. Evidences are brought
to theattention of the Senate that there is danger, and who doubts
it? The sole purpose of it is not to bring on war, but to prevent

War.

Now, what do the distingnished Senators on the other side say?
They say that these resolutions are calculated to be misunder-
stood, and that that misunderstanding is calculated to precipitate
war. Letf us analyze that for a moment. Here are fwo parties,
the United States on the one hand and Colombia on the other,
who are knowu to all the world to have strained relations at this
time.

It is true that the diplomatic relations are kept up, butitis
known to every Senator in this Chamber, it is known to all people
in the United States who keep informed as to ordinary current
affairs, that the relations between the United States and Colombia
are strained. The only reason why we are not disturbed abont it
is that we are so perfectly confident in our gigantic sirength and
in the feebleness of the other power that we are not alarmed by
the fact. That is all there is in it.

Now, Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that we
should avoid war with a feeble power as well as with a great

wer. In what way can a proposition to submit to peaceful ar-

itration such a controversy be calculated to lead to war? What
is the situation? Here is this feeble country humiliated—whether
justly so or not, we know such is the fact, believing that it has
been unjustly treated. We say, if youn please, on the other hand,
to that country, you have not been unjustly treated.

Assume for the purpose of this argument that all is true that
has been said here to-day by the distingnished Senators on the
other side who propose to treat this resolution with such indignity.
Assume that everything they say as to the justice of the Ameri-
can cause is absolutely well founded and can not be successfully
controverted. Does that change the fact that there is a contro-
versy? Assume that we are absolutely right, and certainly Sena-
tors can ask no more than that; assume that every act of the
United States Government can be successfully defended. Sena-
tors can not ask more than that.

Then, if it be true, on the other side, that the other power does
not so think, and that there is liable to be trouble grow out of
such a difference of opinion, Senators say that a proposition to
compose this difference, of trying to get together in the first
place and agreeing about it, is calculated to bring on war.

Why, Mr. President, it is the most remarkable proposition, and
vet that is the proposition of Senafors. Here is a resolution in
accord with the avowed policy of the United States Government,
the avowed policy, as it has solemnly declared it, in the great
treaty which hasbeen made with most of the leading and a great
many of the smaller powers of the earth. What is that? That
whenever there is a controversy with another power which is
liable to lead to violence that controversy it will attempt to com-
gose. If it can not do so by agreement between themselves, then

y submitting it to the arbitrament of others.

Yet Senators stand in this Chamber and solemnly object to a
proposition by the great, strong power to a feeble, weak power,
** Do not let us have violence; we do not think we have done yon
; we think we have done right to you; but you think

a wWro
wrong been done. Let us get together in a friendly spirit,
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talk this matter over, and see if we can not agree about it.” Isit

too much for a great nation to say, ** If we have done you wrong,

we will make you recompense?’’ Is it too much for us, the great

power, to say to the weak power, ‘‘If we have not done you a

E‘mng. when that fact is ascertained, you must not insist that we
ver*’

There is nothing more than that. This resolution proposes to
advise the President of the United States as to the sentiment of
the Senate of the United States, in the first place, that we should
endeavor by this mutunal interchange to agree with Colombia and,
in the second place, that if we can not agree we will stand by the
declaration which we made in the great treaty; and we will en-
deavor to have other parties adjust this matter for us rather than
resort to war and bloodshed; yet the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. AvLprIicH], in a most emphatic manner, says it is known to
everybody that the Senate of the United States does not agree to
any such proposition as that; and the Senator from Rhode Island
assents, by the nod of his head, to what I now say as to his position.

Mr, ALDRICH. I said, if the Senator will permit me—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I did not say, as the Senator
from Georgia now seems to think I did, that I was opposed to ar-
bitration upon proper conditions. I did say that the Senate of the
United States was not in favor of the proposition of the Senator
from Georgi

Mr, BACON. Very well.

Mr. ALDRICH. And Isaid that as emphatically as I could,
becanse I believe it to be true.

Mr, BACON. Then I want to see whether the é)eroposition is
one other than arbitration. 'What boots it for the Senator to say
that he is ﬁ{;t opposed to aébitration, but that he i:{ opposed to
my particu roposition, if my proposition is simply a proposi-
tign for a.rbittalt]'ionp?;-.nd nothing more? How can t.hg genator rec-
oncile such statements? If my proposition is not a proposition for
arbitration, then the Senator may consistently take his position;
but if it is simply a proposition for arbitration, then there is no
consistency in the position of the honorable Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

T]éee PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia

iel
yer. BACON. Ido.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not undertaking to discuss the merits
of the Senator’s proposition.

Mr. BACON. Ah! But I am undertaking to do so.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is much more in it than the question
of arbitration. I was simply saying that the pendency of the
resolution without action would necessarily creats trouble for us

a

Mr. BACON. Well, if its pendency without action creates
trouble abroad, it will simply ba because nonaction wounld raise
in the mind of this poor, weak power, which, like the worm when
tread upon, will turn, the impression that the United States
Government does not intend to treat with it, but intends to use
its giant pgwer like a brutal giant; and that is the only ground
upon which pendency can have such effect.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. BACON. Ido. 1

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wanted toask the Senator if he
really thought that there was any danger or probability that the
Colombian Government was going to war with the United States?

Mr. BACON. Mr. President— - ;

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will permit me a
moment further—

Mr. BACON. Certainly.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It seems to me that the Senator®
entire resolution is based upon that proposition. - -

Mr. BACON. Itis.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think there is any dan-
ger of such a war.

Mr, BACON. Isay the resolution is not solely based on that,
but principally. I say, Mr. President, that if Colombia is too
weak to go to war, if she has nevertheless a controversy, however
fixed and determined we may be in the conviction that we are
right and that she is wrong. the very great disparity of power, the
verﬁ fact that we are a giant and she is a pigmy, lays upon us a
high cobligation to treat with her in a just manner; so that it is
not gimply, as the Senator says— .

Mr, IJ%..ATT of Connecticut rose. ~

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that, unless the Senator desires
to interrupt me still further right now.

Mr. PLK'I‘T of Connecticut. It seems to me that the Senator

is assuming that Colombia has madesome demand npon us, which
we have not heard of officially, certainly.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am coming to the particular
point that the honorable Senator makes as to whether or not this
resolution is predicated nupon the danger of war with Colombia.
It is true, so far as I know, that there has been made public no
demand on the part of Colombia, but so far as general reports can
be credited Colombia has sent here an official representative who
has made a demand—whether she has made that demand in the
nature of an ultimatum or not I am not prepared to say. But
there can be no doubt about the fact that Colombia has had a
representative here who has presented to this Government the
fact thag. Colombia thinks she has a grievance against this Gov-
ernment.

We all know that fact. No man doubts that fact. The press
is full of it every day. There are outgivings of things which
must come by some inspiration from those who are in the inner
cirele and who know of facts which have not been disclosed to us.

But, Mr. President, is it possible that Senators doubt the fact
that the failure of the United States to appease Colombia in some
way will result in violence?

The newspapers ars full of stat>ments made by ple who
are upon the ground that that country is disturbed; tgg(t). thera is
a state of t excitement over this matter; that they feel they
have been humiliated; and that even if they acoomplisi nothing
by it, to preserve their honor they must make resistance and not
tamely submit.

The dispatch which I had read this morning, from the capital
of that country to the Washington Post, stated the feeling was of
such a nature that if there was no movement on the part of the
Government of Colombia to secure her righta as her people un-
derstood them it would result in internal disintegration of the
country; that the people would not support a government which
wonld lie down under such treatment without resistance.

Mr. President, is there any Senator here who believes that Co-
lombia will absolutely, without any resistance whatever, sur-
render the claim that she has a grievance against the Government
of the United States?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure.

Mr. HALE. Assuming what the Senator says, that Colombia
will not submit and will inangurate war, npon what issue, npon
what proposition, upon what principle will Colombia inangurate
war upon us? Associated with this question is the fact that it is
only lately that we have heard all these protestations and argu-
ments and eloquence in favor of Colombia. We negotiated this
treaty—

Ar. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I have not argued
anything as to the merits of this case. Ihave studiously avoided
that. ;

Mr. HALE. I am simply following out what I think is the
lozical result of the Senator’s proposition, that Colombia will be
obliged in self-respect to inangurate war upon us.

I should like the Senator to tell us upon what proposition or
upon what principle would Colombia inaugurate war upon us
after she has rejected our treaty, made at her instance, made in
negotiation with her, giving her every advantage that Panama
now claims, and yet she deliberately, in the face of all that, reject-
ing it, adjourning her Co , and throwing into our face the
conditions that she made? Senator says she will inangurate
warupon us. Upon what proposition, I ask, will Colombia inau-
gurate war upon us?

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I was probably a little un-
fortunate in the use of my language when I said Colombia would
make war upon us. I should possibly have said, make war upon
Panama for the purpose of recovering her sovereignty in that
territory; and possibly that is an answer to the question of my
distinguished friend.

Mr. E. But your whole proposition is that the danger——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. Ido, with pleasure.

Mr. HALE. Ibeg pardon of the Chair. Does the Senator yield
to me?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

Mr. HALE. Thewhole Froposition is that the danger is not of
war, out of which we would be excluded, in which we will have
no part, but which will be a war to which we will be a party.
‘We shall not inangurate war with Colombia. If war comes, it
will be the act of Colombia.

Again, I repeat, I wish some Senator on the other side would
state the proposition upon which Colombia will take such steps’
as will resulf in war with us. I want to avert war. I have said
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here and elsewhere that I think that nothing can be so abominable
as war. I loatheit; Idread it; Iabominateit. Iwould do almost
anything—I would make almost any compromise with Colombia
to avoid war. But I can not for the life of me see in the history
of this matter where Colombia, in the eyes of the world, hasa
single shred of fﬂmﬂ to stand upon in inaungurating a war that
might result in hostility to the United States.

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will permit me to answer
his question, I shall endeavor to do so.

The Senator, in response to the suggestion I made, that war
would be made by Colombia on Panama, then spoke of that as a
war in which we would have no part. Of course, Mr. President,
if that were the correct statement of the case, the inquiry of the
Senator would be extremely pertinent.

But we all know from the situation, from what we have already
done, from the pendency of the treaty, in which there is a distinct
guaranty for the maintenance of the independence of Panama,
%at war upon Panama means a war on us. Everybody knows

at.

But, _Mr. President. T do not wish to be led off from the point I
am on in this case, and I want the Senate to witness that I have
used no argument in this discussion in support of any contention
that Colombia is right and that the United States is wrong.

I have scmpulouslg avoided that. I have uttered no word to
the effect that the United States is wrong. I have uttered no
word, directly or indirectly, that Colombia is right. I have en-
deavored carefully, in the drafting of this resolution, to present
simply the fact that there is a controversy, withont saying who
is right or who is wrong. I say it is a controversy which shounld
be composed by agreement, if possible, and, if not by agreement;,
then by arbitration. That is all there is in it.

Mr. ident, the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
ALDRICE! says that no Senator here is in favor of such a thing.

Mr. RICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. BACON. I did not mean to say that. I mean the Senator
said the Senate is not in favor of this.

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; Isay the Senate is not in favor of this,

Mr. BACON. Of course he did not say ** no Senator,’” because
I am in favor of it, if nobody else is. Of course that was a slip
of the tongue. Every Senator, Mr. President, it seems to me, if
he could divest himself of any consideration of the i case
before us, would be in favor of it if I have succeeded in doing
what I attempted todo. This was simply to present the fact that
there is a controversy between the United States and the Republic
of Colombia, and that in the presence of that fact there should
be an effort at agreement between us, rather than a fight, and that
in the failure—

Mr. ALDRICH rose.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment—
and that in the failure of such an agreement we should submit it
to arbitration—the point I am coming to, and that is the reason I
asked the Senator from Rhode Island to postpone his interruption
for a moment, is this: If that is my in these resolutions,
is it not a laudable purpose? Can anybody object to that purpose?
If the purpose is to present the fact that there is a controversy,
and to to have that controversy smoothed over by an agree-
ment, or, in the absence of ability to , by an arbitration, is
there a Senator here who will say that is not a laudable purpose?

Now, if I have been unfortunate in the use of language, if I
have not correctly phrased these resolutions, their purpose being
as I have stated, what is the duty of the Senate?

If that is the purpose, and if it is a laudable p: if that is
in accord with the avowal of this Government when it gave its
adhesion to the great treaty of arbitration—what is the duty of
the Senate if I have failed to carry it out properly? Manifestly
to put it before a committee and let that committee put the reso-

lution in pro‘f:r shape. 3

Mr. President, there are some considerations in this matter
which I do not think have occurred to Senators. I recognize the
fact that what has been done in Panama is an accomplished fact.

I know that revolutions do not go backward. The history of
the world has never shown a case where a revolution went back-
ward. They are sometimes diverted, going in different directions
from those originally anticipated, but the status quo ante has
never in the history of the whole world been restored. I recog-
nize the fact that revolution in Panama is an accomplished revolu-
tion. I recognize the fact that it is an impossibility to undo it.

If the revolution is an accomplished fact and can not be undone,
then, if wrong has been done and restitution can not be made
through a restoration of the status quo ante—

Mr. HALE rose.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment——

Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. BACON. Therefore, if in the accomplishment of this fact
a wrong has been done, the only possible way to do justice is by

an agreement or an adjudication in some way. If no wrong hag
been done, then there is no harm in the effort to make our adver-
saries see that no wrong has been done and to satisfy them that
we are in the right.

Mr. HALE. Right there—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr, BACON. Yes. .

Mr. HALE. I recognize two things here. There ought not to
be too much interruption—

Mr. BACON. I do not object to it at all.

Mr. HALE. But the life of the Senate and debate comes from
gi ktind of interruption that is suggested by the remarks of a

ator—

Mr. BACON. The Senator is always privileged to interrupt
me when he desires to do so.

Mr. HALE. Such interruption brings out his own thought as
well as that of the objector. Now, right there, the Senator said
that he recognized that this was an accomplished revolution. I
thought that was a large statement——

Mr, BACON. Well, I so recognize it.

Mr. HALE. A large admission; and I rose to ask the Senator
if his resolution is based upon the recital that this revolution is
accomplished.

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing to include that.

Mr. HALE. That a government has been set up in Panama
which is self-existing, which we have recognized, and with whom
we have opened relations.

Mr. BACON. I do not think it is self-sustaining.

Mr. HALE. That is a matter of the future.

Mr. MORGAN. Nor self-existing.

Mr. HALE. And such being the fact, upon the question of
whatever compensation or consideration may be allowed to Co-
lombia because of her dismemberment and because an important
province has been rifted away from her and is fo have chargeasa
nation and possess the territory over which we build the canal,
therefore the Senator from Georgia contends that it is incumbent
upon the United States to recognize some claim of Colombia for
compensation for what has been taken from her. I agree to that.

Mr. BACON. Ihope the Senator will propound his inquiry,
and let me answer it, for it is very difficult, when the Senator
mal;gganinqujryandthen makes a speech, for me to answer his
question.

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that you can not always
make an inquiry— g

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will not ask a question, I have no
objfctlon to his continuing; but if he asks a question, I desire to
Teply.

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that one can not always
ask questions without also giving one’s views.
thT];le PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia has

e floor.

Mr:ﬂBAOON. I have yielded to the Senator from Maine tem-
porarily.

Mr, HALE. I do not mean unduly to interrupt the Senator.

Mr, President, I would go further than the Senator. Instead
of leaving the question of what compensation shall be granted to
Colombia, either by ing what Panama ghall do in pay-
ment to Colombia, or outright for our own part in connection
with the canal, I would be in favor of a liberal adjustment, a
liberal compensation to Colombia, without referring the matter
to The Hague tribunal.

I EEEPO% the Senator feels as I do about The Hague tribunal,
I think the Senator agrees with me that The Hague tribunal is
a paper tribunal. Russiaoriginated it, but Russia would not con-
sent that the question of Manchuria should be sent to The Hague
tribunal. We wonld not consent that the question of the ocen-
pation of any territory we have taken outside should be decided
by The Hague tribunal. If is rather, I may say, in the air.

I am sorry that it is so; but does not the Senator appreciate
tha{.)t the?ﬁme hasnot come to send real controversies to Tge Hague
tribunal?

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

Mr. HALE. I am willing to go to a great extent in compen-
sating Colombia.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

_Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask the Senator from Maine a
question in connection with his statement of making liberal com-
pensation to Colombia. Upon what ground would the Senator
}nakelljlzabéral compensation to Colombia, and compensate Colombia

or W

Mr. HALE, Not in the least for anything that we have done,
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Mr. PATTERSON. Oh!

Mr. HALE. Notintheleast; but wearebound up and tied upto
this gigantic world-wide enterprise of a canal across the Isthmus,
and I would be in favor—not in any way granting for a moment
that we have done more than we ought to have done, for I do not
think we have—of going further. I would help Panama, if Pana-
ma shall declare that she will compensate Colombia for the loss
of territory, the loss of prestige, all that a nation desires, and all
she is sensitive npon. i

I would go so far as to gnarantee Colombia’s claim for that in
order to avoid war. I donot think thata war would be doubtful;
but I think it would be a poor business for us to be involved in
war with Colombia, Mr, President. I am free to say that I do
not want to see it; I want to avertit. That is why I would take
the action I have indicated.

Hi&r.}PATTERSON . I presume the Senator from Maine [Mr.
LE]—
yiglge PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
?

Mr. BACON. I have yielded.

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Maine would not main-
tain that it is the duty of the United States, or that it is incum-
bent upon the United States in any way, to make large donations
to the different nations of the world, whether great or small. be-
cause in a perfectly legitimate way, throngh a legitimate revoiu-
tion that was successful, those countries had lost territory.

The only ground upon which the Senator from Maine or the
Administration can think of consenting to the granting of com-
pensation to Colombia is because away down deep in their hearts
they are conscious that the United States has been guilty of a
wrong in connection with this so-called revolution.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I must ask the Senator from
Maine to let me reply to him, and in order that he may doso I
will ask the Senator to repeat his question without a speech, be-
cause I really have lost the thread of it and have forgotten the
question the Senator first asked me.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] has
interposed in such an effective way that he has drawn my atten-
tion away from the matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators must understand that
this conversation is not in order.

Mr. HALE. I only want to say now —

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine is out
of order.

Mr. HALE. Then I will retire,

Mr. BACON. I shall be glad to have the Senator from Maine
repeat his question. !

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Docss the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. I yield, and Ihave so stated.

Mr. HALE. I do not know what theSenator wants.

Mr. BACON. Of course it is an exceedingly difficult thing for
me to resume the thread of my argument.

The Senator from Maine asked me a guestion. He then made
a speech on it of some length and propounded several other ques-
tions in the course of it. I recollect distinctly that his question
was one to which I desired to reply, and then the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. PaTTERsoN] intervened with a speech.

Mr. HALE. To which I desired to reply.

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I return to the main propo-
sition. Senators have criticised the resolution in the severest
manner. They propose to treat it with an indignity which I have
never seen since I have been in the Senate and refuse it even a
reference to a committee. I say that the action proposed by the
majority in this case is absolutely without defense.

ere is not a single line or letter in the resolution which says
that there is any just claim against the United States. There is
not a line or letter which says that the United States has com-
mitted any wrong. There is not a line or letter which says that
the Republic of Colombia has any just claim. The sole state-
ment is that which is made in the case of every proposed submis-
gion to arbitration, that there is a controversy; that the parties
are at issue; that they are at a disagreement; and it is proposed,
in view of that fact, that the parties shall get together and agree,

Mr. HEYBURN rose.

Mr. BACON. 1 ask the Senator to pardon me for just a few
minutes and then I will yield to him with great pleasure.

Mr. HEYBURN. I wanted to ask a question of the Senator.

Mr. BACON. In a little while I will yield with great pleasure,
but I must be permitted to state my proposition. As I said, this
resolution simply presents the fact that there is a controversy.
The fact isimplied, if not stated in direct language, that such con-
troversy is liable to lead to war, to violence.

Is there any difference between that and any other proposition
snbmitted to arbitration? How can Senators say they favor arbi-

tration but are opposed to this particular arbitration?

One of the Senators asked whether or not that which is alleged
to be an act of dishonor is to be submitted. There is no such
intimation in the resolution; but if it is there, take it ouf.

I have not any pride in phra.seolcgy. I simply want the United
States Government te proclaim to the world that while it believes
it is right and has committed no wrong, in view of the fact that
the opposite party thinks otherwise, rather than submit to violence
and war it will endeavor to agree with its adversary.

The Senator from Maine says he would be willing to compen-
sate her. He is very wise in that. But the Senator objects to a
submission to The Hague tribunal. That is only the last alterna-
tive, and that can be stricken ont if the Senate should think other-
wise, There are two distinet propositions. The resoluntion, like
all other resolutions, is doubtless imperfect, and when the Sena-
torial mind is applied it will be changed.

Now, here is a plain proposition, which I will submit to the
Senator from Maine. e first of these clauses advises an en-
deavor, by treaty and agreement, fo arrive at some adjustment
of this matter. There is no mention in the first clause of The
Hague tribunal. If the Senator goes that far, then it is a very
simple matter, when the resolution comes up for consideration,
to reject the other alternative proposition of The Hague tribunal.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

Mr, HALE, Ihavesaid right there that if the Senator confined
his resolution to a recital that there was an accomplished revolu-
tion and a government set up in Panama, and that the United
States, recognizing the entire sitnation, not in any way admittin
that it had done more than it should have done; that Colombia

. been by this revolution dismembered, it was a subject worthy of

negotiation between the United States and Colombia, and in any
compensation which Panama, representing this accomplished rev-
olution. should make to Colombia the United States would con-
sider, owing to its interest in the canal over Panama, the question
of adopting or gnaranteeing Panama’s payment: not that we owe
anything, but that it is worth considering and worth avoiding
war to negotiate with Colombia upon the basis of an accom-
plished revolution to compensate Colombia for the dismember-
ment of her territory. I am in favor of that (I do not know
whether any other Senator on this side is in favor of it) rather
than war,

Mr. BACON. While the snggzestion of the Senator from Maine
does not go as far as I want it, [ am so anxious that there shounld
be something which shall pacify that people and produce upon
them the impression that the United States Government p
to deal fairly with them, and to endeavor if possible to adjust
their differences, if the Senator will frame his resolution, I will
accept it as an amendment.

I repudiate and I deny that there is any ground for the charge
of Senators here that this resolution has any possible intimation
of favoritism to Colombia as against the United States. It simply
says that Colombia alleges thus and so, and says that that con-
troversy should be settled withount a resort to arms.

I say now to the Senator from Maine that while his resolution
as suggested by him does not, in my opinion, go to the entire ex-
tent of this controversy, still, if he will frame it npon the lines
which he has indicated, I will very gladly accept it as a substi-
tute. What further gunaranty can.I give of good faith, or what
further argument could be advanced as to the utter groundless-
ness of the charge which Senators on the other side have made as
to this resolution?

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator and I are approaching each
other. This matter will undoubtedly go over.

Mr. CULLOM. It has gone over.

Mr. HALE. It has really formally gone over, If I can frame
a substitute for the Senator’s resolution which covers the thought
which is in my mind, it will not in the least interfere with the
ratification of the treaty.

Mr. BACON. Not in the least.

Mr. HALE. Not in the least.

Mr. BACON. It has nothing to do with it.

f]!?dfi HALE. {.%t h&_sfnpthing to do withit, It
[ usting an cifying—

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr.HALE. Theconditionthatexistsbetween Colombiaand us.

Mr,. BACON. Will the Senator allow me right there, before
passing from that, to make a suggestion, and I will yield the
floor to him again. I said it had no reference to the ratification
of the treaty. I wonder if Senators on the other side have had
the thought in their minds as to whether or not the passage of
such a resolution as this might not pave the way for the voting
of the treaty by those who can not now vote for it.

Mr. HALE. Iam inclined to think it would.

Mr. BACON. Of course it might, for this reason: There are

is oniy a question
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Benators who think that the United States hasnot been altogether
justified in what has been done and who are averse to the treaty,
not becaunse of any objection to the treaty, but because they do
not wish by their votes to give their assent and their approval to
what they conceive to have been illegal acts.

They know the fact that those illegal acts can not be undone.
They know that an accomplished revolution can not be set aside,
and they know the only ground upon which they can stand con-
sistently with that objection is upon the ground that the United
States proposes to do justice; and when that assurance is given
all is done which conld be shown by a vote against the treaty.

Mr. HALE. My proposition does not in any way go upon the
ground that the Administration has done otherwise than what
under the circumstances it was obliged to do.

Mr. BACON. Neither does this resolution.

Mr. HALE. While I regret the condition, I think that every-
thing which has been done had to be dome. I think we should
ratify the treaty.

I think that without any question, without raising the point,
and not admitting that we have been rash or harsh or unjust or
aggressive, we have done just what we should have done; that
the revolution is an accomplished fact, and that we can afford
now, ratifyinlf that treaty, to negotiate on a fair basis with Colom-
bia, so that if Panama, the new State we have recognized and
which has been recognized by the world generally, compensates
Colombia for her loss of territory we can well afford, under the
conditions, to recognize that action and in some way indorse or
adopt or ratify what Panama does. We are taking no back track.
In fact, it is on the basis and on the proposition that we have done
what we ought to have done. The revolution is accomplished.

The proposition of the Senator that the revolution is an accom-
plished fact is the most important.

Mr. BACON. Thereis one thought I wish to submit to the
Senator in connection with that. We ourselves have a very

t interest in it outside of the matter of the desire to do what
right. We have a very great interest in the fact that when
that canal is located it is of the utmost importance that there
should not be in the immediate vicinity of it four millions and a
half of hostile le.

There is no éongt about that fact, so that we can afford to do
what the Senator from Maine said he is willing to do—provide
that out of whatever Colombia shall be adjudged to be due her
we will guarantee the payment. We have such a personal, such
a material interest of the greatest kind, that we can afford to pay
money that we do not owe if by that we are to have material
benefit therefrom.

Now, Mr. President, as I said before, recognizing the revolution
as an accomplished fact, and I am glad to see the Senator from
Wisconsin in his place— ;

Mr. SPOONER. I was obliged to be absent.

Mr. BACON. Istated the fact that the Senator was called
away by official business. I am glad to see him back, becanse I
desire to reply to that part of his speech.

I have stated before, and repeat now, that I recognize the fact
that this is an accomplished revolution; that it is no exception to
the general rule that no revolution goes backward and it can not
be undone. Those who are dissatisfied with what has been done
know that restitution, or compensation, if you please, can not be
madeblg the restoration of the status quo ante. That is an im-

ihility.
po‘ﬁlerefore, the only possibility for those who oceupy that ground
is to have the assurance, not that the United States will do any-
thing, but that it will stand ready to do if it shall be determined it
ought to do. I appeal to the Senator from Wisconsin to know if,
r such a proposition as that, his criticism upon the resolu-
tion was not unjust and unfounded.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—

3-153? PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia

Mr. BACON. Ido. I am sorry the Senator has not been here
to hear my comment on the resolution.

Mr, SPOONER. SoamI. I did not know until this morning
that the Senator would introduce the resolution.

Mr. BACON. I had no idea that there would be any debate
upon it.

er. %POONER. Therefore I had made a different arrangement
of my time.

Mr. BACON. I stated that the Senator was absent necessarily.

Mr, SPOONER. Iam alwayspresent when I can be here,
bugr' BACON. I stated that the Senator was absent on official

ness.

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, of course the power to
negoﬁate with Colombia about any matter of controversy between
Colombia and the United States will continue to exist. That
power is conferred 1:3(1);1 the President by the Constitution.

I do not think in this situation that the Senate ought to pass

any resolution which would not pass except for the opinion of
the Senate that prima facie there was a wrong done.

Mr. BACON. No.

Mr, SPOONER. Well, I think so.

Mr. ALDRICH. Or about to be done.

Mr. SPOONER. Or about to bedone,

Mr,. BACON. No.

Mr. MORGAN. Contemplated.

Mr, SPOONER. A contemplated wrong. The Senator thinks
that wrong has been done and wrong will be done.

Mr. MORGAN. That is my opinion. It cuts going or coming.

Mr. SPOONER. But, Mr. President, what about the effect
upon the court, the tribunal whose arbitraments the Senator in-
vokes by this resolution, if it were even inferentially assumed,
as it is?hera, that the Government of the United States has been

wrong?

Mr. BACON. I regret extremely the Senator has not been in

the Cl:lamber during the debate, because I traveled all over that

und.

gTi,desire to say to him now that I have said if the resolution is
phrased infelicitously, and if the great prominent purpose is cor-
rect, to wit, to avoid controversy, then it can be redrafted by the
Senate or by the Committee on Foreign Relations in such a way
as to absolutely negative the suggestion which the Senator now
makes. The Senator from Maine himself has indicated on the
floor of the Senate a resolution which would so negative it, and I
have said to him that I would accept it if he framed it.

Mr. HALE. In the absence of the Senator from Wisconsin—
and I am very sorry that he was obliged to be away—the Senator
from Georgia stated an advanced ground, that he recognized the
revolution was an accomplished fact; that he was not seeking in
any way to involve a proposition that the Administration %ad
conducted wrongly in the matter, but that his desire was for
some negotiation with Colombia which would result in the pre-
vention of open war.

I thought, as I said, that that was an advanced doctrine. I do
not know that anybody on this side agrees with me in that view.
I do not know that anybody on the other side agrees with the Sen-
ator from Georgia in that advanced doctrine.

I stated that if that was the Senator’s idea, that it did not in-
volve any proposition that the Government had been wrong, that
it recogmzes the revolution, and only involved a negotiation with
Colombia in which the United States might properly take an in-
terest in what Panama should do, compensating Colombia for her

bereft t.erritong, I was in favor of that.
thMr. BACON. The only suggestion I made in addition to
at—

Mr. HALE. Idid not think the Senator and I were very far
apart. So the points the Senator from Wisconsin is now making
are all eliminated by the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia.

Mr, BACON. I wish to say to the Senator, as I see he is exam-
ining the resolution, that I am not wedded to that phraseology at
all. I am perfectly willing that it should be changed in any way
reasonable and stated as strongly as you please that the United
Statfes does not admit, directly or by implication, having done any
wrong, but that there isa controversy, a claim, on the part of the
Republic of Colombia, and that we propose that that shall be
composed between us by a treaty—a negotiation—in which we
will endeavor to arrive at a conclusion.

Then the additional proposition is that in the event that can
not be done it ghall be referred fosome tribunal. But if the Sen-
gitor does not wish to go that far, strike out the last proposi-

on.

All T want is now, at a time when I believe if thereis any re-
liance to be put u the information which comes to us there
is danger of bloodshed, that the United States Government shall .
say to this weak and feeble people, who can not demand or re-
quire anything of us, that we propose to investigate this matter
and in some such way as the Senator from Maine indicates, orin
some other way, try to do whatever the circumstances may prove
to be our duty in the premises. :

That is all. If it is not in proper shape, put it in proper shape.
I am not at all wedded to that pa.rticuﬁr phraseclogy. Change
it in any way you wish, just so that you embody that principle.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—

Mr, BACON. If the Senator is through, I owe the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] an apology for having delayed so long
in my promise. I was at a point of my argument which did not
permit me to stop at the moment, and now I do so with pleasure.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia
yields to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr., HEYBURN. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator
from Georgia. I wish to ask the guestion whether or mot this
resolution is directed to the payment of a claim which has been
1;:1&.411131113l the Colombian Government or only to one the making
of which is anticipated?
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Mr. BACON. Inreply tothe question of the honorable Senator,
I can say this and only this, that of course I have not seen the
official papers. We know the fact that there has been here a
representative of the Government of Colombia, and we know from
Egaﬂneral stage&menta in the papers the nature of the claim which

been made.

We know from the facts which have been stated what wounld
nafurally be the character of the claim. Buf, if the Senator will
mtm me, in the recast of the resolution, as proposed by the

tor from Maine, there could possibly be no criticism upon
that ground. I have shown the utmost liberality of disposition
in the matter by saying that I will ncoe%t any modification and
any phraseology that may be desired and which does not go to
the extent of asserting that either one or the other is either right
or wrong, because in that event there could be no proper basis
e T atlh mocept ything which will the general

accept an g whic preserve the gen
proposition of the design on our part not to treat this feeble, im-
potent people, who can exact nothing of us, otherwise than in
a kindly and considerate manner do what justice may re-
uire. .

i Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the Senator whether or not he can
define or cares to define the limits of the questions to be sub-
nu#t.e;l to arbitration upon which an attempt might be made to

agree

Mr. BACON. We can not define that. AIl we can do is to
suggest to the Executive thaf we favor the opening of negotia-
tions with the eral view. The details, of course, must be
worked out by the executive department.

If the Senator from Idaho desires more definite information, I
will simply refer him to the statement which has been made
twice by the Senator from Maine as to the scope of the resolution
which he proposes to kindly draft as an amendment.

Mr. HE%'BURN. I ask the Senator if it is not premature at
this time to take the initiative in anticipating questions that may
be presented for settlement on the part of a government that has
as yet made no claim?

Mr, BACON. Is the Senator aware of the fact that it has
made no claim? On the contrary, we have every reason to be-
lieve that it has.

Mr, SPOONER. Had we not better wait?

Mr, STEWART. Until we know.

Mr. SPOONER. Inother words, if the Senator will permit me,
why should the Senate of the United States resolve itself into the
vicarious representative of Colombia to assert for it claims against
the United States which we do not know Colombia has asserted
against the United States?

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Wisconsin is not generally
as unfair—

Mr, SPOONER. I did not mean to be.

Mr, BACON. Asthat in%euiry makes him appear fo be.

Mr,. SPOONER. It may be a mistake, but it is not intentional
unfairness.

Mr. BACON. I understand that, but the Senator misunder-
stands me. I say, as unfair as that presentation of it appears to
make him to be. e unfairness to which I alluded was in the sug-

ion that there was anyone here representing the claims of

mbia. I have stated repeatedly that I did not follow thelead
of my distinguished friend or of others in discussing the merits of
the controversy between Colombia and the United States.

A i e N M
BCTTL y av a single argumen ow om
has a grievance or that the United States had acted improperly
with reference to her. Whatever may be personally my opinion
I make no such statement in this discussion. It would be un-
worthy of a proposition for arbitration to accompany it with any
guch statement.

I have confined myself all along to the proposition that our re-
lations are strained, and we know that they are, that there is an
alleged grievance, a claim of grievance. Assuming, I said in the
Senator’s absence, that every claim was unfounded and that the
cause of the United States was absolutely impregnable in its de-
fense as right from beginning to end, still, if there is this disputed
claim it is a matter for agreement, especially in view of the fact,
if the statements in the press are correct and state the feeling in
Colombia, that there may be at any time an outbreak., We have
the statement frequently made that the Colombian people have
only been held quiet because their representative was here, and
that in the absence of his final report they would not act, but that
there is every reason to fear that upon his report there would be
an outbreak.

These are a weak, feeble people, whose outbreak can not hurt
in the loss of the lives of some of our officers and sol-

gj!e:sx at power can not be measured against ourselves, as I
have eaid in the course of this debate. 'We are a giant and they

are a pigmy.

But the fact of their feebleness does not relieve us from the re-
sponsibility of recognizing the great principle to which we hayve
given our adherence in the great arbitration -treaty, that be the

wer strong or weak, great or small, we will not resort to vio-

ence, or not stand still in the presence of threatened violence,
but whenever such violence is threatened, whether we are right
or wrong, or rather I will pnt it more strongly, assuming that
we are in every particular ﬁf;ft’ we will not sit still, but will
endeavor that the difference shall be settled in some other way
than by a resort to arms; that we will do what we can to carry
that idea ount, and that we will do it more guickly in the case of
a weak nation than we will do it in the case of a strong one.

Mr. SPOONER rose.

Mr. CULLOM. Some liftle time ago I rose to move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. I sup-
med e Senator from Wisconsin had taken his seat; but as he

risen, I will not ﬁl;meed with my motion at this time.

Mr. SPOONER. . President, I have no desire to discuss this
matter further for the sake of discussion. I said when I had the
honor to address the Senate on this resolution in the first instance
that it would be impossible for me to be wanting in appreciation
of the patriotism, sincerity, and high purpose of the Senator from
Geo [Mr. BACON].

But the Senator has not used infelicitous langnage in this reso-
lution. My objection to this resolution is not to its form, but its
theory and substance. The Senator thinks clearly and, as almost
every man who thinks clearly, expresses histhonght clearly. Itis,
ais a rule, only those who do not think clearly who speak without
clearness.

I have regarded this resolution as im:lﬁrme. The Senator
assnmes, and I think at the wrong time, that the Administration,
the Government, if I may so speak, has committed questionable

acts—

Mr. BACON. No; Idonot. TheSenator is mistaken.

Mr, SPOONER. A, let us see; questionable acts in connec-
tion with this great transaction. If the Senator does not imply
that by his resolution, what is there to negotiate about with
lombia? What is there to be referred to The Hague tribunal,
with Colombia a party on the one side and the United States a
party on the other?

Mr, BACON. Will the Senator permit me to answer the ques-
tion?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. I can not answer it more forcibly, I think, than
to repeat what I have said, that if we assume that we are abso-
lutely right in every particular and that the ground of complaint
of Colombia is absolutely unfounded, still if that complaint is
made and the controversy exists, that is a question to be referred
and does not imply any recognition of any wrong on the part of
the United States.

And more especially will that be so if the resolutions are framed
in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Maine,
absolutely making the reservation and denying that there is any
wrong perpetrated on the part of the United States.

Mr. SPOONER. Upon what does the Senator from Georgia
predicate the assumption of this resolution?
SeMr. Hg_lé;E ‘Will the Sental.;c:: Halli}ow mei;n I glﬁderstood %ha

nator from Georgia to say is proposition did not involve
%n izlsjstence upon this matter being referred to The Hague tri-

anal-—

Mr. BACON. Of course.

Mr. HALE. That his main object was first recognizing an ac-
complished revolution.

Mr. SPOONER. Asa fact.

Mr, HALE. As an accomplished fact. Then with no declara-
tion or assumption, and he has just at this moment repudiated
that the Administration had been wrong, stating that to avoid war
it was worth while to negotiate with Colombia, not for changing
the status on the Isthmus, not upon subverting that set-up Repub-
lic, but simply with relation to any compensation that Panama
might make to Colombia for the loss of territory.

erefore, from our association with the Isthmus and with this
g;eat enterprise, we could afford, I said in the absence of the
nator and I say it here, althongh I may be alone, rather than
have a war, a poor war, a lean war, a successful war, that in two
weeks would spend much money with no gain to us, I wounld
much rather gnarantee anything that Panama may seek to do to
compensate Colombia for her loss of territory; and I understood
that was the proposition for consideration. Going back is not
consistent,.

Referring to the fribunal is only to negotiate. I may say fur-
ther that I believe to-day negotiations are going onin the direction
the Senator has indicated in his last proposition, and that any-
thing we do here, instead of contravening that, would help us.
That is the situation, which, of course, the Senator did not under-

stand becaunse he was not here.
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Mr. SPOONER. Yes; Iunderstand if. Isympathize with the
general purpose of the Senator from Maine and the general pur-

e of the Senator from Georgia. I have not been able to see,
owever, any theory consistent with the action of the Govern-
ment of the United States by which the Senate can recognize an
interest in Panama or a cause of action or claim growing out of
the revolution in Panama on the part of Colombia.

‘We have passed the stage where the United States can recog-
nize Colombia as having any longer any proprietary interest in
or sovereignty over Panama.

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, that the only avenue of
approach to Colombia between the United States and Colombia
must be throngh the Republic of Panama.

. If this were a resolufion suggesting to the President the good

offices of the United States to bring about an adjustment be-
tween the Republic of Panama and that of an independent re-
f}::jl;]ic and the United States of Colombia, that would be one

Mﬁ HALE. That is about what it is.

Mr. SPOONER. No; it is not.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not this resolution.

Mr, HALE. It is not this resolution.

Mr. SPOONER. That would involveno imputation in any way
upon the Government of the United States; no impeachment of its
honor. On the contrary, it would recognize the Republic of Pan-
nnia as Mll: accm}:g)liah fact, as itlis. ‘. it <

t might perhaps proceed wisely enough upon the -
things considered, that it would be for the advantage 01%3.9-
public of Panama, as well as for ourselves, in view of our rela-
tionship to the Isthmus, that arrangements should be made to
bring about peaceful and pleasant international relations between
Colombia and the Republic of Panama.

Mr. BACON. I understand that to be practically what the
Senator from Maine says.

Mr, SPOONER. But that is not this resolution.

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator bear in mind that the Senator
from Georgia has abandoned that?

Mr. SPOONER. Hashe doneso? Ihave not heard it from him.

Mr. BACON. No; Isaid I would accept the substitute of the
Senator from Maine.

Mr. HALE. That is abandoning it.

Mr. SPOONER. I have not heard it from him,

Mr, HALE. The Senator stated it very clearly.

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator from Maine and I under-
stand each other.

Mr. BACON. And the Senator from Maine and I understand
each other, too.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia and I may soon
understand each other.

Mr. HALE. I consider when the Senator says that he would
accept the suggestion I had made—

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator from Maine to frame a
resolution.

Mr. HALE. ThatI would frame a resolution his resolution
was to be withdrawn.

Mr. BACON. No; I would accept it as a substitute in place
of it.
hlsMr. HALE. Now, the Senator from Wisconsin is felicitous in

is praise.

r. SPOONER. Thank you.

Mr. HALE. He has brought in a phrase that is well known in
diplomacy—**the good offices of the United States’’—in an ad-
justment not between us and Colombia, but between Panama
and Colombia.

Mr. SPOONER. Now the Senator is on more solid ground.

Mr, HALE. That is only a matter of expression,

Mr. SPOONER. No, it is not; it is a matter of substance.

Mr. HALE, That is precisely what it would come to. I
should be in favor of it, and I think it would help negotiations
that are now going on. I think it would do more to avert war
tﬂantrg{ythmg that can be done. Then we will go on and ratify

2] .

Mr, SPOONER. It is absolutely impossible for the Senator
from Georgia, with all his ability, or for the Committee on For-
eign Relations, with their ability——

r. BACON. Wae are both on it.

Mr. SPOONER. To recast these resolutions on the theory
which the Senator had in mind when he drew them, which would
eliminate, in my judgment, the fatal objection to them.

Mr. BACON. Let the Senator from Maine try it.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maine can do almost any
intellectual thing he tries to do.

Mr. HALE. I thank the Senator; I will try it.

Mr. SPOONER. But this resolution recognizes inherently an
allegation or the existence of a wrong on the part of the United
States which either ought to be adjusted by the United States

with Colombia, or, failing in that, be referred to some interna-
tional judicial tribunal for adjustment.

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator what I have said re-
peatedly. I do not know whether I repeated it since he has been
in the Chamber. I have disclaimed any such intention. IfI
have been infelicitous in my language that is my infirmity and
not my intention. I do think when half a dozen times I have dis-
claimed it and on the contrary said I designed it otherwise, I
should have at least a surcease,

Mr. SPOONER. I have not imputed to the Senator any pur-
pose different from that which he expresses. I am giving my
opinion about the effect of this resolution. that is all. He says
‘“ the alleged forcible prevention by said land or naval forces.”

Mr. BACON. That is what Colombia alleges—nobody else.

Mr. SPOONER. How do you know? Who says so?

Mr. BACON. I will not answer the Senator, because I have
studiously avoided discussing the question whether or notthere is
right or wrong oneither side. I have not gone into that. Imay
do so at some other time.

Mr. SPOONER. Ah,that is the trouble with thismatter. We
are certainly not in this sifuation to act upon newspaper state-
ment. It will befit us to wait until we know what Colombia

asserts.

Mr. BACON. It would be well to hold the resolutions, then,
until we can ascertain, and not consign them to the wastebasket.

Mr. SPOONER. I think, so far as the structure of the resolu-
tion is concerned—and I say that with all deference to my friend
from Georgia—it ought to wait. I think the resolution ought to
be disposed of. The controversy, if there be one, between the
United States and Colombia can very easily be taken up in the
usual course of diplomacy later.

It ought not to be taken up by the Senate, especially in the ab-
sence of all knowledge of any contention upon the part of Colom-
bia. The resolution 18 premature, and it is calculated to do harm
instead of :

Mr. BACON. I do not think so.

Mr. SPOONER. If there is anything in the implication of this
resolution, it impeaches the honor of the United States. We have
never a%reed to refer a question of national honor to any outside
tribuna

Mr. BACON. The Senator is not justified in maki
statement. Is there anything in the resolution that Ig;:uhea
the honor of the United States? The Senator was not here; I
went all over that ground.

. tI?lfr SPOONER. ButIam herenow,and I haveread this reso-
ution.

Mr. BACON. The Senator is here, and I will repeat what I
said before. The resolution makes no allegation as to the right
or the wrong.

It simply recites the fact that there is a controversy, and aside
from that I said to the Senator from Maine, and the Senator from
Maine has said it to the Senator from Wisconsin, that I am will-
ing to have the resolution recast as suggested by him, because it
would carrge(;gt the central thought in my ming.

But the tor insists on taking this resolution as the one to
be discussed, when I have already said to the Senator from Maine
ghat. I would accept his substitute for it when he put it in proper

orm.

Mr. SPOONER. Then I understand the Senator from Georgia
to abandon his resolution.

Mr. BACON. No, I do not.

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that—

Mr. BACON. No.

Mr. HALE. That is only a phrase., He does abandon it.

Mr. BACON. The Senator desires to put me in a wrong posi-
tion. I do not abandon the resolution. I think, as I said to the
Senator from Maine, the su tion made by him does not go as
far as I would desire, but as it contains the great central propo-
sition of arbitration in this matter, I am willing for him to phrase
it in the way he b

Mr, SPOONER. This question of international arbitration is
one, of course, which is exciting and will continue to excite great

ublic interest. There are some questions which I am willing

or one to arbitrate before The Hague tribunal, but an allegation
that the Government of the United States has violated a treaty
obligation for which it is responsible in damages to another gov-
ernment I am not willing to say I wonld refer to the arbitrament
of a tribunal constifuted from abroad.

Mr. BACON. I have expressly said to the Senate in the Sen-
ator’s absence that that was an alternative proposition, which
was not the material one in that case.

Mr. HALE. I should not—

Mr. SPOONER. Now, let us get at some gﬂiﬂt about if.

Mr. HALE. That is what I am trying to do.

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not care angthing about words.

Mr. HALE. Iknow the Senator does not.

any such
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Mr. BACON. Evidentlsv‘;

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia is objecting to
my use of the word ‘““abandon.”” He must abandon the whole
theory of his resolution and substitute for it another.

Mr. HALE. Isnot the Senator glad of it if he does?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but I am trying to get him to do it.

Mr. HALE. He m&he is entfirely willing that the resolution
ghonld be framed on this side.

Mr, SPOONER. Iam perfectly willing; I do not want war.
I want to avert it.

Mr. HALE. Iknow the Senator does not. I do not think we
ghall have to resort to arbitration. I think we can get out of it
without any reference to The Hague tribunal.

I think we can go on and ratify the treaty, open negotiations
with Colombia, or continue negotiations with Colombia, and that
we can afford instead of war to exercise our good offices between
Panama and Colombia; and, if necessary, I say it frankly—I do
not want to be misstated hereafter—in ing out those good
offices I would be willing, in order to avoid war, that in some way
we guarantee Panama’s pledges that she makes.

I objected in the Senator’s absence to the phraseology of the
resolution. Iam one of those who believe that events were bigger
than we were and that the Administration had to do what it did.
I would not draw a line that would in any way declare expressly
or by implication that the Administration done more than it
ghould have done.

But events having culminated, revolution being acknowledged
and established as an accomplished fact, I say we will stand bet-
ter hereafter and that we can not afford to reject a proposition
that opens or continues a friendly negotiation with Colombia. I
am not particular on a technical point, whether Colombia has
asked it. Colombia has a representative here now.

These things are being negotiated. It would only help negotia~
tions. It would notinterfere with them. I donot know anything
about it, but I think the Senator from Georgia recognizes, from
what he has said, that this is an accomplished revolution.

Mr. BACON. I say that.

Mr. HALE. Wae can not go back, and I am willing to meet him
more than halfway.

Mr CARMACK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Wis-
consin the floor?

y 1;1211; CARMACE. The Senator from Wisconsin has the floor,
eve.

Mr. SPOONER. I have the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
congin yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly.

Mr. CARMACK. I justwant to say that even if the Senator
from Georgia and the Senator from Maine and the Senator from
‘Wisconsin should arrive at an agreement among themselves, I
am not sure that that would signify a unanimous agreement of
the Senate to their proposition.

Mr. HALE. I was afraid of that.

Mr. SPOONER. I expect the Senator from Tennessee to bean
irreconcilable.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, my opinion, Isuppose, islike
Touchstone’s wife; it is a poor thing, but my own.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not propose any agreement for the Sen-

ator.

Mr, CARMACK. I did not understand the Senator to suggest
that they were coming to a nnanimous-consent agreement, but I
did not want it to be understood that the Sepator from Georgia
who is the only Senator who has been speaking on this side of the
Chamber was speaking for all.

1 simply want it understood that everybody has not agreed with
the proposition the Senator from Georgia was about fo agree to,
becanse I think that he and the Senator from Maine between
them have about got this resolution in a shape where I can not

ibly vote for it. That is a matter of very small consequence,
Bn I want it anderstood.

Mr. SPOONER. I am perfectly well satisfied, from what the
Senator says, that he will never vote for the resolution unless it
is in the wrong shape,

Mr, CARMACK. Iam not responsible for the Senator’s wrong-

doing.

Mr. SPOONER. Of course not. You are fortunate in not be-
ing ‘responsible. I want to say that as far as I am concerned,
after this debate and the observations of the Senator from Georgia,
I am perfectly willing that this resolution should be refe to
the Committee on Foreign Relations instead of being voted upon

now.
Mr. BACON. I would be very glad to have that done.
Mr, BERRY., Letit E over.
Mr. HALE. That is the better way, undoubtedly.
Mr. BACON. Iam perfectly willing for that course to be taken,

but I simply desire to t what I said to the Senator from
Maine, that while I am ing to accept his substitute, I do not
mean by that to indicate that in my private judgment it goes as
far as it should.

But it recognizes the principle of arbitration, and therefore I
am willing to concede it. As I have occupied so much time to-
day, I want to felicitate myself upon the fact that I have had the
testimony of the Senator from Wisconsin to the Senate and the
country that I was once silent. I do not know when that was.

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator. The Senator from
Georgia was opposed to the attitude of the United States in the
Philippines, but—

Mr. BACON. I thought I said something on that subject.

Mr. SPOONER. I know the Senator did, but when war was _
flagrante there the Senator gave no word which could by any pos-
sibility be construed as an incentive to a prolongation of it. As
I now remember it, that is what I meant.

Mr. BACON. I do not think there is any other Senator on this
side of the Chamber but would have done as much.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not wish to
occupy any considerable time of the Senate now. I do not seem
to be one of the plenipotentiaries of the Senate who have been
commissioned to make a treaty to compromise the di ent
which has arisen between Senators here, but I want to say, fol-
lowing, perhaps, the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee,
that I do not wish to commit myself in advance to any treaty
which may be drawn up here in the Senate bg‘ghe plenipotentiaries.

I think the resolutions of the Senator from Georgia, with all
deference to him, and recognizing in the fullest sense his motives
in the matter, were var{ﬂinopportnne and liable to misapprehen-
sion; that they were liable to put the country even in an embar-
rassing position.

I do not see how it is possible that those resolutions outside of
the Senate Chamber should not be construed as an acknowledg-
ment or an admission on the part of the Senate that Colombia had
some grievance against us which we ought not only to submit to
arbitration or compose withont submission to arbitration, but
which we were bound to recognize and to pay for. I think that
will be the construction put upon the resolutions.

I will go further than that, Mr. President. If as the result of
the discussion here this afternoon these resolutions should be
dropped and another resolution expressing the sense of the Senate
that the Executive should exercise his good offices to try to brin
about an understanding between Colombia and Panama shoul
be passed, I think under the circumstances that would be miscon-
strued; and I do not think there is any necessity for it, either.

Although I admit freely that we would have a right to pass the
resolution, it seems to me that it is not necessary topassit. Can we
not trust the Presidentand the State Department for a little while
to negotitate with Colombia and. to offer the good offices of this
Government, if they should be needed, to compose the differences
which exist between Colombia and Panama?

It appears to me that the very first notice which was given to
Colombia contained in it an intimation—and more than an inti-
mation, a declaration—that this Government would be willing at
all times to use its good offices to compose whatever controversy
and whatever complaint there might be between Panama and
Colombia.

In the very first dispatch, directing Minister Beaupré at Bogota
to inform the Colombian Government that the Government of
Panama had been recognized, Mr. Hay, speaking of the fact that
the Government of the United States has entered into relations
with Panama, goes on to say: .

In accordance with the ties of friendship which have so long and so happily
existed between the tive na most earnestly commends to the Gov-

respec
ernments of Colombia and Panamsa the and equitable settlement of
all questions at issue between them.

There is an offer in the very first paper that was passed.

Mr,. HALE. Now, does the Senator feel so exact upon the
question of etiquette and time that he does not think it would be
a good thmti for the Senate to express itself in accord with the
suggestion that this Government shall exercise its good offices?

I hope that if the real substance of the thing is done the Senator
will not stand upon a question whether we should do a thing to
help the Executive or let him alone without doing if.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot think itis necessary, Mr.
President.

Mr. HALE. Could it do any harm?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it would be unfortunate,
after the discussion which has been had here this afternoon upon
these resolutions, to have any action taken by the Senate at this
time. That is my feeling about it.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr, President, I want to say just a word or

two.
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER] has twice during
the discussion to-day complimented the Senator from Georgia
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[Mr. BacoN] upon the fact that he has never done what some
(5] did here in the course of the Philippine debate—said any-
thing that would be an incentive to war. Of course, Mr. i
dent, I have no objection whatever to the Senator from Wiscon-
gin and the Senator from Georgia making love to each other,
provided their intentions—

Mr. BACON. I hopemy friend from Tennessee will permit me.
Did he hear what I said in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; I heard what the Senator said. I was
z?oing on to say that I have no objection whatever to the Senator

m Wisconsin and the Senator from Georgia hugging and kiss-

ing and making love to each other, provided, of course, their in-
tentions are honorable. [Lan hter.]]:'

But I wish also to add that the most terrific arraignment of the
course of the Administration in the Philippine Islands and the
most terrible picture I ever heard drawn o? the widespread deso-
lation and of the atrocities perpetrated there was drawn by the
Benator from Georgia upon the floor of this Senate.

I want to say further, Mr, President, that I quoted here on the
floor of the Senate an extract from a %ublic address made by the
President of the United States, and I proved by Governor Taft
before the committee that just such expressions as were nsed by
President Roosevelt had a very great effect in stirring up the
people of the Philippine Islands and promoting and encouraging
the insurrection.

I offered to prove upon one occasion that speeches made by Sen-
ators defending the Administration’s policy in the Philippines,
and especially one particular speech by a very dmtangmsheg Re-
publican Senator, had been circulated {vroadcast over the Philip-

ine Islands, and had had more effect than anything else that had
g;en uttered to incite those people to insurrection.

I think I did prove that the President of the United States him-
gelf, by the language he used, langunage which would have caused
any other man, if he had uttered it in the Philippine Islands, to
be arrested for violation of the law and put in jaif, had a greater
effect in stirring up insurrection in the Philippine Islan
anything else.

Mr. SPOONER., Mr. President, I leave the Senator from Ten-
nessee alone with his conscience.

Mr. CARMACEK. My conscience, Mr. President, has not pained
me in the least. I will leave the Senator from Wisconsin alone
without a conscience. [Laughter.]

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure whether any request has been
made relatin% to the disposition of this resolution.

The P ENT pro tempore. A request was made that it
ghould go over until to-morrow, and it has gone over, but the de-
bate has not.

Mr. LODGE. The debate will, though.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwillsuggest,as the resolution has gone over,
that it retain its present position until to-morrow,

The PRESIDENT pro t‘emE::)re By unanimous consent it was
agreed that the resolutions relating to the Post-Office Department
investigation should be taken up to-morrow morning immediately
after the routine business.

Mr. HALE. They will not take very long. This morning, by
unanimons consent, those resolutions were passed over to be taken
up after the routine morning business to-morrow.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the purposes and wishes of the various
Senators who have been discussing this matter for the last half
hour remain to-morrow morning as they are, then we may have
pome concrete proposition before the Senate for consideration. I

- do not know whether Senators desire any disposition of the pend-
ing resolution now. I think we had better let it go over until
to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has gone over.

Mr. ALDRICH. And see what the day will bring forth.

Mr. LODGE. I ask leave to print in the RECORD a statement
of Mr. Olney, when Secretary of State, in regard to the power of
the President to recognize a new government, It is brief and, I
think, a very interesting statement. I will not delay the Senate
by reading it unless it is insisted upon. I should like, however,
to have it go in the RECORD as part of my remarks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection? The Chair
hears none, and that order will be made.

The statement referred to is as follows:

STATEMENT OF MR. OLNEY, BECRETARY OF STATE.
[Washington Evening Star, December 18, 15806.]

I have no objection to stating my own views of the resolution respecting
the independence of the so-called Republic of Cuba which it is reported is to
be laid before the Senate on Monday. Indeed,as therears likely to be serious
misapgrohensions regarding such a resolution both in this country and
abroad, and as such apprehensions may have serious results of a grave char-
acter, it is perhaps my duty to point out that the resolntion if passed by the
Benate can probably be 1 only as an axprassiagﬂ;;gpinlon Igthe
e;.nfilnant gentts‘lfmaz: who :jot%‘f,or it irla ;ﬁa Sex:.lsi:ttil1 and if by the eu.l;lye
of Representatives can o as another expression of opinion
the B:?ﬁnant gentlemen wh{) vote %o‘r it in the House.

The power to recognize the so-called REepublic of Cuba as an independent

than |

state rests exclusivolﬁwith the Executive. A resolution on the subject by
the Senate or by the House, by both bodies or by one, whether concurrent or
Jjoint, is ino; tive as legislation, and is important only as advice of great
weight tendered to the Executive regarding the manner in which he shall
AT oyation e mtet nt ths ropoenl Fesciutin. Thawed it
ration and e of the resolu erefore, even
%‘}e Houses of Congress by a two-thirds vote, are perfectly plain.
t may inflame

?pul&r ion both in this country and elsewhere, may thus
gl;t in peril the lives and Hmperty of American citizens who are residentand
veling abroad, and will certainly obstruct, and perhaps defeat, the best

efforts of this Government to mfomiW such citizens due pr: tion.
But except in these ways, and unless advice embogisd in the resolution
ghall lead the Executive to revise conclusions already reached and officially

declared, the resolution will be without effect and leave unaltered the

attitnde of the Government toward the two contending parties in Cuba.
ALABAMA RIVER BRIDGE, NEAR MONTGOMERY, ALA,

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, by way of introducing a new
subject, I will ask nnanimous consent of the Senate for the pres-
ent consideration of a bridge bill, which covers only half a page.
It is the hill (S. 2842) to amend an act entitled *“An act to au-
thorize the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and main-
tain a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Mont-
gomery, Ala.,” approved March 1, 1893,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. which had been reported
from the Committes on Commerce with an amendment, in line
10, after the word ** this,” to sirike out * amendment ™ and in-
sert ““ act and completed within three years from same date;’_so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, elc., That the said Montgomery Bridge Com shall have
authority to construct said bridge mentioned in said act, across Alabamsa
River, under and subject to the limitations and restrictions mentioned in
said act, and in the amendment thereto mw& March 8, 1897, if the actual
construction of the bridge thereinautho shall be commenced within one
year !drgg the approval of this act-and completed within three years from
same .

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.

ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION REPORT.

Mr, CARMACK. Iask fo have published as a Senate docu-
ment the concluding chapter of the report of the Isthmian Canal
Commission, which is contained in about seven pages. It is a
summary of statements in the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection
to the request of the Senator from Tennessee, and the order to
print will be made.

LETTER OF COMMODORE M. F. MAURY.

Mr, TELLER. I ask leave tohave published as a Senate docu-
ment a letter written by Commodore M. F. Maury in July, 1866,
addressed to Capt. Bedford Pim, of the royal navy and a distin-
guished member of Parliament. It is a very interesting and in-
structive letter, and I have only been able to find cne copy of it.
The letter is taken from Van Nostrand’s Engineering Magazine.
It covers the Panama and Nicaragua routes and the whole canal
controversy. I think the Senate will be very glad to have it in

print.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Colorado, that the article referred to
be printed as a document? The Chair hears none, and that order
will be made.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’'clock and 15 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned nntil to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu-
ary 13, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian.

- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
TUESDAY, January 12, 1904.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
Prayer by Rev. Dr. JosEPH SILVERMAN, of New York.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
CHANGES OF REFERENCE.
! By unanimous consent, changes of reference were made as fol-
ows:
House Documents Nos. 280, 94, and 29, from the Committee on
Appropriations to theCommittee on PublicBuildings and Grounds.
_ House Document No. 359, from the Committee on Appropria-
tions o the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
House Document No. 142, from the Committee on Appropria-
tions to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION,
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment; of the

following regents of the Smithsonian Institution: Mr. RoBerT R.
Hirr, Mr. ROBERT ApaMS, J1,, and Mr, HuGH A. DINSMORE,
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. Lamar of Texas, for two weeks, on account of impor-
tant business.

To Mr. HoLLIDAY, for one week, on account of important busi-
ness. :

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BINGHAM. DMr, Speaker,I move yonu, sir, that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9480) making
agpropﬁaﬁons for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1905, and

for other purposes,

The SPIE‘.)AKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bixg-
HAM] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of
the ole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 9480, the legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill.

e motion was agreed to.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is snggested that we make
some arrangement in reference to general debate before going
into the Committee of the Whole. I am ready for any suggestion
from the other side of the House.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I have applications for two
hours and thirty-five minutes on this side on tglﬂ bill. I do not
know yet whether there are others who desire time or not.

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that I have but
two requests from this gide of the House, one asking for half an
hour and the other for five minutes.

Mr, LIVINGSTON. I have five requests, which cover two
hours and thirty-five minutes.

Mr, BINGHAM. How much time does the gentleman require?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We can leave out thirty minutes and con-
sume, say, two hours and five minutes on this side.

Mr. BINGHAM. We may not exhaust our portion of time on
this side of the House. If agreeabletothe gentleman, we will fix
the limit at two hours on a side, he having charge of the time on
that side of the Houseand Thaving charge of the time on thisside.

Mr. of Mississippi. Making it two hours to a side.

Mr. BINGHAM. Imovethatthe limitof debate be fourhours,
two hours upon each side, I having control of the fime on thema-
il&nty side and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]

ving control of the time on the minority side.

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Pennaﬁamnia [Mr. BiNG-
HAM] asks unanimous consent that general debate be limited to
four hours, two hours and five minutes of that time to be con-
trolled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LiviNasToN] and the
remainder of the time by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. TAWKEY in the chair.

The CHATRMAN., The House is in Committee of the Whole
Honuse on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill
H. R. 9480, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation
bill, which the Clerk will read. 3

The Clerk read as follows:

Juenal pemes o e et Demet T s e s e e B
and for other purposes.

Mr, BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the first read-
ing of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in submitting to the House
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, it might
be well for me to state that the bill in all of its details carries out
the requirements of the civil-service law, as well as the orders of
the President, in regard to that statute. In other words, save
where the exceptions run in the law or the orders of the President
under the law, the bill is consistent. Further, the bill carries
with it nothing isan. Ifissimply proposed legislation for the
conduct of the existing Departments of the Government without
regard to political or partisan bias, and without regard to appeals
from individual Members of the House or from anyone for special
consideration of individuals where salaries were being considered
for increase.

Therefore we nfresent to you a bill, after careful examination,
that will not only stand the general scrutiny of the House, but
legislation wholly in the line of wise economy. We have taken
the statutes covering the appropriations for the current year, and,
as I will submit to youn in the round figures, show but little if
any increase for the next current year. Iread from the report,

and if, after I have made my statement, any gentleman desires in
my time to make inquiry concerning any paragraphs or proposed
amendments to the bill I will take great pleasure in answering him.

In presenting the bill making appropriations for the legislative, executive,
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
5’1{6\ the Committee on Appropriations submit the following in explanation

ereof:

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on 903 and
115-129 of the Book of Estimates for 1805, and aggregate w.mﬁﬁo! which
amount there is recommended in the bill £28,254,805.23,

The ap mg}iuﬁom for the same purposes for the current fiscal year, in-
cluding tgt’:') .20 carried in the sundry civil, deficiency, and other acts,
aggregated m.lﬁﬂlﬁ.l{.%‘ being $04.650.86 less than is recommended in the
accompanying bill for the service of the fiscal year 1005

The total amount recommended in the bill 1s §1,452,805.20 less than the ag-
gregate of the estimates submitted.

e whole number of salaries specifically provided for in the bill is 796 less
than the number estimated for and 457 more than the number provided for
in the law for the current year.

Ot the 13,403 specific salnriegfraﬂded for, it is not proposed by the terms
of the bill to increase any one of them beyond existing rates fixed by the cur-
rent appropriation act.

The net additional number of salaried places provided for, 487, over the
number existing in eurrent appropriations includes:

Forthe Tibrary of CONEIenn. .. ..u . aevesmresnnnrseramnonrsamsmamsmasnenses
For office of Comptroller of the Treasury ...........
For office of Auditor for the Navy D tment__._.___
For office of Auditor for State and other Departments
For office of Auditor for Post-Office Department
For offices of the Treasurer..............
For office of Comptroller of the Currency -...--cueeeeerececesacnncancnren
For Bureau of Insular Affairs, War Department (in lieu of T2 salaries
now paid from a general fund) ......
For General Land Office oo eeeean.oo A
B PR OB e e e e e
For Post-Office Department (including 19 clerks now employed and paid
BT T I ) o S ey 44
Por Department ol JUBlion. e i i v s dan e ae e b b
For offices of Secretary of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of Oorm
tions, and Bureau of Manufactures (in lien of salaries now paid
general fund as well as for increase of service) 185

ER&

Bureaun of Statistics.... 12

Burean of Standards, HE52
Census Bureau......... -

The principal reduction in number of salaries in any one burean
or office is that of 25 clerks, at $1,000 each, in the Pension Office.

It may be well, before I proceed, to emphasize this statement.
Your committee believes, not only from experience, but from tes-
timony, that the normal changes in the Departments in reduction,
coming from resignation, coming from removal, coming from
death, give the chief or the head of any of the Departments ample
opportunity, from his immediate knowledge of the deserving sub-
ordinate, to give him a reascnable and fair promotion; that his
judgment, under the normal condition of change, is far better
than the casual investigation by your committee in connection
with the increase of salary of the subordinate place. Therefore
your committee throughout the bill, instead of advancing the
high-paid clerks or adding increased number to the high classes,
have given the increase of clerks to the lower classes in order
that in the future they may advance gradually, and under normal
conditions of changes in the Departments the meritorious clerk
can be promoted. :

In that connection I will refer in detail to the War Department
when we reach that paragraph of the bill. It has been the com-
mon experience of every Member of the House, not only with ref-
erence to this proposed legislation, but in every bill carrying ap-

ropriations for the Departments, that when the bill reaches the
senate there are innumerable additions and I say that
with all respect, speaking only from the history of legislation.

I believe by the action of the Department in the issuance of the

order now made public and v known, that the seven hours .

of labor and its results on the part of the subordinates in the De-
partments will be so ample and great that this bill, so far as the
salary and compensations are concerned, as well as the number of
subordinates, will come back to the House from the Senate with-
out any radical or important changes. The order of the Depart-
ment covers almost 7 per cent of the time, and when youn average
that in relation to the money it saves to the Government, I cansay
without contradiction that, in effect, the ent will receive
almost everything that they have asked for in their estimates.

For the Library of Congress the following additional employees
are recommended: In the office of the Librarian, 1 stenographer
and typewriter, at §1,000; in the copyright office, 3 clerks, at $1,000
each; 1 clerk, at $000, and 1 messenger boy, at $360; and under the
superintendent of the Library building and grounds, 5 additional
charwomen, at $240 each, and a skilled laborer, at $720, are
recommended. :

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman
a question? ;

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Wﬂ{ the gentleman state if the Commit-
tee on Appropriations has made any estimate as to the actual
number of days gained by this new arrangement?

Mr. BING ‘We have not taken that subject up in any

form. Ican, Bpea.k:mg for the committee, submit that while we
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were cognizant of the change ordered several days before it was
made public, we have not deemed it necessary to estimate and
recommend iegislat;ion, because its operation is undetermined so
far as actual results are concerned.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman misapprehends my ques-
tion. Iaskif the committee made any estimate as to the actual
number of days gained by each clerk?

Mr, BING . We have not.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I want to say to the House that a
few members of the Agricultural Committee have made an esti-
mate—whether it is correct or not I can not say, but it is approx-
imately correct—and the actual gain is between fifteen and six-
teen days per clerk. So that the total gain, as the gentleman has
well said, will be very large.

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose.

Mr. BINGHAM., Mr, Chairman, I wounld submit, representing
the subcommittes of the Appropriations Committee, that the offi-
cial notice came to us after we had concluded our bill, ready to
report it to the general committee, and we determined that if
changes were to occur in the lines of economy they can be made
in the other Chamber, where they have full knowledge of this
order. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to make any
statement?

Mr. LIVINGSTON., No; the gentleman has made just the
statement which I wanted him fo make.

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That our knowledge of the matter came
after we had made up the bill, and we had nothing atall to do with
it one way or the other.

Mr. BINGHAM. In the report it would appear thatyour com-
mittee has not been sufficiently considerate in connection with
the estimates of the Department of State. In the organization of
the Department of Commerce and Labor the consular division of
the State Department is directed to be bodily transferred to the
new Department.

In the consideration of the estimates for the Department of
State we determined to give the current law, which would be an
easing around the entire De ent and warrant the ignoring
of their requested additional force, sothat, in fact, we appropriate
in this bill, although not apparent in the report, one chief of
division, at §2,100; two clerks, at $1,800; one clerk, at §1,400; two
clerks, at $1,200; one assistant messenger, at $750, and three labor-
ers. Therefore we give the Department of State every possible
convenience for general administration. There are eight bureau
divisions now in the Department of State. One chief receives
$2,250 and the other seven $2,100. 'We have reduced the §2,250
chief to $2,100, in order that the eight may receive the same com-
pensation, making consistent our allowances.

Mr. MANN. . Chairman, the gvnﬂeman stated that the
Bureau of Foreign Commerce in the State Department had been
transferred to the Department of Commerce and Labor, which, of
course, is the fact; but in that organization there was left to the
State Department the work of collecting and transcribing the
special consular reports.

Mr. BINGHAM. And the revision.

Mr. MANN. That is still covered.

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; and we have allowed the whole ex-
isting force under current law fo remain, so that it gives the
Department generous appropriation.

ith reference to the Treasury De ent, more especially
with reference to the Comptroller and the Auditors, your commit-
tee has been most considerate and allow almost wholly the esti-
mates made. 'We recognize the labor and the wate care that
have become necessary in the settlement of the unlimited num-
ber of accounts as well as a more critical examination, and we
have determined, so far as we can, to accept the estimates sub-
mitted and to expect in return safe and itable results.

Appropriations for the collection of internal revenue are virtu-
ally existing law. Independent freasuries are but slightly in-
creased. ere is a limited increase in mints and assay offices.
Sometime during the debate of the bill, not at this time, if it is
suggested from the other side of the House, under the appropria-
tion for mints and assays, I shall be glad to take up the question
of the New Orleans mint. That item can be taken up in debate
when we reach the paragraphs, At this time I donot consider it
necessary, unless the proposition comes from the other side of
the House to change the recommendation which is made in the
bill. The allowances for the Territories are somewhat increased
in amount to meet the requirements of what is known as the
assembling every other year of the legislatures of the Territories.
The amonnt is therefore increased to that extent.

To the War Department we consider we have been generous;
but we ask for the consideration of this provision as an amend-
ment:

Provided, That no employed hereunder shall be paid any

%emon ter
rate of compensation during the fiscal year 1905 than he was paid

r this

‘.I-!Ol‘ shall vt;?:npélg mg?tm;x e:?;;: ?egﬁmtgn?ﬂ%mem h!:
promotion of persons employed under and paid from this appropriation.
Under the temporary allowance for the current year the De-
partment has at its discretion the sum of $541,000. We have
reduced that allowance to $325,000, but in making that change
and reduction we have given a permanent clerical force to the
Bureau of Insular Affairs, in number fifty-five and salaries aggre-
gating $65,240, together with an increase in the Record and Pen-
sion Office, which I submit:
of War ha transferred to

Record and Pension —The Secretary |
this Office certain work heretofore donein the offices of the Adjutant-General
and Surgeon-General, there were transferred to the former from the latter
two officesseventy-five clerks: but on estimates submitted by the chief of the
Office the force is g a reduction of ?went{;aevan clerks,
with a compensation aggregati 780, The following table shows the
force of the Office as now organized and the changes proposed therein:

Proposed
decrease
(perma- | in pres-
lentforce.

Grade.

Clerksofclass3.
Clerksofclass?.
Clerksofclass].
Clerks at §1,000.
Clerks at §900...

..........

Firemen._..__...
Bkille
o

d me-

HonB o wm HH§$5aa8u -

ol o o =
—

w0

-

[
L
[
Il

437 B 40

So that in fact the bill reduces the temporary allowance for
clerks but §114,000.

This we think will be ample, aided by the economies which
the Secretary of War in his testimony before the subcommittes
stated he might be able to carry out; and it is further to be con-
sidered—the fact was disclosed in our hearings—that the Secre-
tary was abroad under the direction of the President—was not in
the city of Washington—at the time when the estimates were
submitted; and, without in any wise questioning the judgment of
the Assistant Secretary, his whole testimony led to the conviction
on the part of the committee that we could make a radical reduc-
tion in the temporary force.

In the Navy Department, as gentlemen will recollect, a year
ago under existing law the millions of dollars carried in the naval
bill for the ** Increase of the Navy *’ are subject to this provision:

That the Secretary of the Navy may em: and out of the a Ti-
ations for new ships such ci&an j;xpegltg,y aids,ws.s:idiﬁonal drgrtgl?sn,
writers, copyists, and model makers on the designs thereof as may be
TeCESSary.

512 455 o

In other words, with this vast sum of money, running into mil-
lions, the Secretary can, without limit or qualification, under the
existing law, employ such subordinate force on his own sugges-
tion or upon the request of his chiefs of bureaus as he may see
fit to order. In other words, Secretary Moody a year ago, in re-
ply toa question whether he had such discretion, replied as I read:

Abef;olutely; im ooi?lld dmkuéo me jn]gt as ﬂ);gn 'pgleagg and Icou:lc}' laugh in

our La an . m a am ust as
glarlm s.%ef' care toclomﬁergothe apprupgatiggnfor t%na y Iumea’ggzl’ the N?#tz

That exact language was in his testimony before the committee
one year ago. In view of the suggestion of the Secretary, opened,
I think, in the general hearing by my friend from Indiana [Mr,
HEMENWAY], as to the wisdom of his action under existing law,
the Secretary and the committee agreed that he should take the
matter into consideration for one year, and he now comes to.us,
taking the clerical and subordinate force mow on the rolls,
amounting in round numbers to $155,000, and transfers it bodily
to the permanent force of the Navy Department, so that the ex-
hibit may be correct, so that there shall be a limitation upon this
allowance under existing statutes.

He then asks that he may have leeway for draftsmen and such
technical men as may be needed; that from the fund for the
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increase of the Navy he shall be limited to $120,000 the next year,
having full knowledge of the increase of the Navy as it now ex-
ists, and possibly to some extent as to the recommendations. In
addition we allow. as he requests, $30,000 for public works—largely
to employ draftsmen and to put it within his power in that char-
acter of work, as the work increases, to nse perhaps the full
amount, or, as the work decreases, to make such changes or re-
movals as he may think justified. This is the whole purpose of
the amendment in the bill covering this change in existing law.

‘We had the pleasure of inviting before our committee the chair-
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. Foss]. We gave
him a hearing and invited him to make suggestions. I do notsee
him now present, but I think he will be in full accord with our
action in the interest of better administration for the reason that
this is the earnest recommendation of the Secretary and wholly
in the lines of economy.

In the items for Department of Commerce and Labor we have
made careful scrutiny and have been compelled to make some re-
ductions in the estimates. We feel, however, that as the appro-
priation for the next year is so much larger than the appropria-
tion made in the current law, this Department shall have oppor-
tunity to broaden its field of action thronghout all of its bureaus.

It would seem, and I make reference to it for no invidions pur-
pose, but to show you that in the testimony of the Secretary of
Commerce and Labor he made a statement that his Department,
if allowed the estimates submitted, would become the fourth
Department of the Government. Your committee feel, in view
of his requested allowance, that we might wisely go slowly in the
development of the manufacturing burean as well as the cor-
poration bureau, and, in fact, thronghout all the details of this
new Department in its proposed development.

It appeared in the report on the Department of Commerce, by
Senator NeLsoN, of Minnesota, that the bill then nnder consider-
ation would increase the salary roll only tothe extent of $15,000,
and all expenses would reach about $50,000. Inthe bill under con-
sideration the exhibit shows that the appropriations for the cur-
rent year amount to $1,667,600; estimated for 1905, $2,799,660;
recommended in the present bill, §2,098,270.84. Of course I do
not make these comparisons invidiously, but to su that we
were compelled to make reasonable limitations and reductions
e bt ceed with the bill to explain any of

it is necessary as we pro ] exp any o
the suggested changes, I aﬁall have pleasure in doin%eso. ‘While,
of course, some of the amendments in the bill may be subject to
a point of order, I would emphasize to the House that every
amendment we have submi is wholly in the line of good ad-
ministration and economy. We have govided, in connection
with the contingent funds of the several Departments of the Gov-
ernment, that the allowances shall be lived up to and no Depart-
ment shall exceed the law in contingent expenditures.

Almost every De: ent comes to Congress each year asking
for deficiency. This is all wrong. Congress in its enactment de-
sires to hold the contingent funds the same as we hold the classi-
fied force. It shall not exceed the allowance; and the purpose in
putting the limitation upon the appropriation demands & more
watchful care over the fund.

I will reserve the balance of my time, and as we proceed with
the bill will explain any of the paragraphs——

Mr. BO P W¥]J the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure.

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to ask whether there is any pro-
vision in the general statutes or in these annual appropriation
bills which authorizes the *‘ detail,’” as it is called, of clerks or
laborers in the classified service, or outside of the classified serv-
ice; from one Department in which they are employed and paid
to service in another Department?

Mr, BINGHAM. There is nothing in this bill covering the
gentleman’s inquiry, nor do I think there is any statute. I be-
lieve from some experience I have that the transfer of a clerk
from one Department to another Department, acceded to by the
Secretaries ogathe several Departments, and submitted to the ap-
proval of the Civil Service Commission, is not frequently, bnt is
occasionally done. I know of no statute. I do know that we do
not carry it in this bill,

Mr, BOUTELL. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the law
provides for transfers, by which a clerk in the classified service
may be transferred from one Department to another, and thereby
ceases his connection altogether with one Department and goes
onto the roll and receives his pay in the Department where he ren-
ders the service. But I have been told, and I would like to call
the attention of the gentleman in charge of this bill, and also the
distingnished chairman of the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service, to a statement which I have lately heard repeated and
have since seen in the public press, that there are scores, if not
hundreds, of clerks in rg;clmsiﬁed service in this city and labor-

ers in the varions Departments who are regularly on the rolls of
one Department, but are ** detailed,” as it is said, months at a
ﬁmaiﬁand perhaps years at a time, for service in other Depart-
ments.

Now, I have been trying to find such a statute giving anthority
for this practice, but I have been unable to discover any. My
opinion is that this practice is an unbusinesslike practice. If
there is a statute anthorizing it, in my opinion it should be re-
pealed, and if there is no statute authorizing it, the practice
should be sto é)ed

Mr. LIVINP STON and Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts rose.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. BINGHAM, I yield tothe gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. GILLETT].

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As the gentleman appealed
to me, Mr. Chairman, I think the gentlemau is very much mis-
taken in his facts. I do nof think there is any such condition of
which he says he has heard. I know of no such condition.

Mr. BOUTELL. I will say to the gentleman that if there is
not I am very glad of it.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think so. I simply say I
do not know of if, and I am quite confident the gentleman is mis-
taken. I only know of one case in which the law does allow de-
tails, and that is, I think, in the Civil Service Commission, and
there, I think, there are very few employed—

Mr, BINGHAM. None.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. None, the chairman says;
and I do not think there is any other in the other Departments.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to say to the gentleman from Il-
nois [Mr. BouTELL], with the permission of the chairman, that
transfers can not be effected without the consent of the Civil Serv-
ice Commission. They have, furthermore, no power to transfer
generally from one Department to another. But in regard to de-
tails from bureau to bureau, in the last twelve or fourteen years
there has been a great deal, and there is still a great deal of it, and
it is increasing continually.

Mr. BO LL. Mr. Chairman, I said the word * detail”
should be grlaeed in quotation marks. I understood the transfer
of a clerk from one Department to another is authorized by law
and does take place. is matter of details, I have been told and
have seen it stated in the papers. is a practice which has grown
up here in 1:1211? ; eil]ga at W&t\stijngon, and it results mhour
appropriating money for the pay of clerks in a Department where

ey are not needed, and if gm practice has been to any extent
carried on, of course the statement of the expenses necessary to
carry on a Department in which the custom prevails is incorrect.
I saw recently a statement, I would say in reply to the gentleman
from Massachusetts, which referred to one bureau in which the
number was given of twenty-three clerks detailed from that
bureau to another Department.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Do you remember in which
bureau that was?

Mr, BOUTELL. As the statement may be incorrect, as I hope
it is, I should prefer not to do so, as it might be construed as a
reflection upon the officer having in charge that burean. I cer-
tainly hope the statement and all other similar statements are in-
correct, because if there is any such practice it certainly is very
clear that it is an unbusinesslike way of conducting the service
of the Government. Itisnot only contrary to the civil-service
law, but contrary to the spirit of the civil service, and, what is of
more importance, contrary to plain, common, business sense to
appropriate money for the pay of employees in a Department
where they are not needed and then detail them, with or withont
sanction of law, to another De ent, where they render their
services, appearing, only twice in a month at the Department on
whose roll they are carried to draw their pay.

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwillsay,if the gentleman will allow me—

Mr, SNAPP rose. :

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

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam of the opinion the gentleman may be
in error in leaving the House under the impression, when he has
not the assurances of that fact, that there are twenty-three de-
tailed from one Department to another. Now, the detail may be
from some bureaus in the same Department to other bureaus in
the same Department. That is quite common. When a division
of a Department has more than usunal work, they call upon some
other bureaun through the Department chief—

Mr, SNAPP. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? -

Mr, BING I think that the gentleman should not say
that unless he can make a positive statement as to whether or not
it was from one bureau to another bureaun in the same Depart- -
ment or from one Department fo another,
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Mr. SNAPP. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania if his attention has been called to the report of the Di-
rector of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the current
year? This statement appears in that report, on page 1:

Of the amount expended, $51,054 was for new machinery and $29,376 for
employees detailed to other branches of the public service. e

Mr. BINGHAM. What page is the gentleman reading from?

Mr. SNAPP. Onpage 1, from the Report of the Director of
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. They were detailed from
the same Department, I think.

Mr, SNAPP. No, sir; the report says they are detailed to
# other branches of the public service.”

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Were they not in the same

tment?
r. SNAPP. No; the report says they were detailed to other
branches.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, But in the same Depart-
ment—the Treasury Department?

Mr. SNAPP. Asa matter of fact it was not. It was to the
Post-Office Department.

Mr. MANN. From the Bureau of Engraving and Printing?

Mr. SNAPP. Yes.

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that procedure of transfer is under-
stood by the House.

Mr. BOUTELL. Iunderstand that transfersare fully provided
for by law; also for details from one branch to another branch
of the same Department. What I allude to is the practice which
I say I have seen reference to—of detailing clerks and employees
from one Department to another,

Now, I do not want to be misunderstood. I have no personal
knowledge of the general prevalence of this practice, and was very
much surprised when I saw it stated in the press that such a prac-
tice was common. Of conrse I have not the slightest objection to
mentioning any bureans that I have heard mentioned when it be-
comes necessary; but it would not seem to be right to mention a
bureau which was incorrectly and therefore unjustly criticised
outside this Honse. I simply called attention to what I have
heard, and I am sincerely glad that, as appears from the state-
ments that my inquiry elicited, the practice does not prevail, as
has been stated. Let me say, in this connection, that I am sure
we are all more interested in efficient service that in civil service.

Mr. BINGHAM. I have nothing to say upon that, as it does
not belong to this bill.

Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman
from Pennsylvania if the committee investigated this guestion:
and if they did, if they did not discover that a large number of
clerks were being detailed from one Department to another, pri-
marily to the Department of the Post-Office?

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say that it only came to us in a quali-
fied and limited form. I think the committee was cognizant of
the fact that under what you might call ** the past,”” in connection
with these transfers, they were made by the approval of the heads
of the Department, say of the Post-Office Department and the In-
terior Department, and then went to the Civil Service for approval,
and the right resting with the Civil Service Commission to ap-
prove or disapg;ove. It came to the knowledge of the committee
that transfers had been made in that way. Isupposein thatmat-
ter of transfer the exigency existed in the Post-Office Department.

Mr. MANN. Let me suggest that that case was probably a
transfer in connection with the printing of poadt.ag;tamps’ which

are printed by the Burean of ving an inting and are
turned over to the Post-Office ent. It might readily oc-
cur that the same employee might be employed by each Depart-
ment, and properly so.

Mr. BING 1. That wounld be wholly within the rule, for
the Burean of Engraving and Printing is in the Treasury Depart-
ment. That would be for the Civil Service Commission to ap-
prove. However, this is a discussion that does not present itself
very forcibly to us in this bill.

Mr. SNAPP. If the gentleman will allow me, I would like to
make myself plain.

Mr, BINGHAM. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. SNAPP. I understand there is a large number of em-
ployees in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing detailed per-
manently to service in the Post-Office Department.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. But is not that, as suggested
by the Eentleman from Illinois, for the printing of postage stamps?

Mr. SNAPP. No; they are being paid out of the appropriation
for the Treasury Department.

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield fo the gentleman from Illinois?

_Mr. BINGHAM. I am losing a large part of my discretionary
time, but I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. PRINCE. Iwishtomakeasuggestion. My colleagne from
Illinois has read from the annunal report of the Director of the
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that is a branch under
the Treasury Department. The printing of postage stamps for
the Post-Office Department really belongs to the Treasury De-
Eartment, and it is quite likely, carrying out the suggestion made

v the gentleman from Massachusetts, as well as the chairman,
who has the bill in charge, that these men have been detailed
from one branch of the service into another branch both under
the Treasury Department.

It seems to me that that opinion should prevail in the House
until it is clearly shown that some one has been detailed from one
Department to another Department, and I suggest that this report
and the suggestion made by my colleague does not clearly sggw
that one branch of the service has been detailed to another and
different branch of the service.

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. BINGHAM. How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. CALDERHEAD, I only wanted to ask a question of the
gentleman from Illingis. Has the gentleman not noticed in the
report of nearly every bureau officer that some number of clerks
from his bureau are reported as having been detailed to some
other bureau or some ent, or from some Department to
some other Deparfment? I also ask the attention otpa the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] to the same question. If
I am not mistaken, I remember that the number detailed from
the Bureau of Pensions is 34. It is not specified in the report
whether they are detailed to other Departments or not.

I think that about one-half of them are detailed to other De-
partments entirely outside of the Department of the Interior, and
upon that subject no regard is paid to the matter of details from
one bureau of one Department to another by the Civil Service
Commission, but that it is a method of avoiding the duty of trans-
ferring when it is applied for and can not be obtained. Iwantto
say in this connection that I have not the slightest respect for the
civil service as a system and not much for the Commission as a
commission. [Laughter.]

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, Mr, Chairman, I think I shall have to
exact my privilege,

%J;I‘ %ﬁgﬁﬁ(}b&mﬁh to th tleman from G

T : o the m Geor

Mr. GROSVENOR rﬁ; s B

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have been anxious to
Eut some questions to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but I

ave not been able to hear anything. I do not know, therefore,
but he may have covered the ground.

Mr. BINYGHAM. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio in
order that he may cover the ground.

Mr. GROS OR. I would like to ask the gentleman if there
is any truth in the statement which was made elsewhere on yes-
terday and repeated in the press generally to-day that there is a
large, a very large force of incompetent clerks in the various
Departments, being men of such age and decrepitude as that they
can not work in the same room with other clerks, and that the
ventilation of the rooms has to be varied and shifted for the pur-
pose of fitting it to the condition of these aged and decrepit clerks?
And if these statements yesterday are frue, is there any remedy,
not by legislation—for no legislation is ever permitted in this
House npon that delicate and tender subject—is there any remedy
by any other process by which the Treasury of the United States
;".an b?e relieved from the enormous burden of incompetent clerical

orce

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Chairman, I will answer the gentleman
to this extent. In the hearings before the committee in connec-
tion with this proposed legislation the question came before us.
Under existing law, current as it has been for several years 3
section 3, on page 150 of the bill, is the paragraph applicable to
the employees of the Government. In that paragraph,as it is
now in the bill, we use the langunage ‘‘ compensation of any per-
sons incapacitated for performing such service,”’” whereas it for-
merly read *‘‘permanently incapacitated for performing such
service.” Inother words, we strike ontthe word *‘ permanently *
for the reason the Department in its action rarely if ever finds a
man permanently incapacitated. 3 g
. The House can debate that ﬂ]])roposeﬁ amendment when we reach
it, but-I simply give this to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros-
VENOR] as the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations,
that it wounld be wise legislation to change the language and strike
out the word ““ permanently.”” That would leave the law for the
next year as it now appears in that section of the bill. 'We then
throw the onus of conclusion upon the Department heads. I do
not suppose anyone could determine whether a man is perma-
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nently incapacitated unless he were suffering from such a thing

as a stroke of paralysis in most serious form or injuries of extremely

serious character,

Hll}[r. GROSVENOR. That would be new legislation upon this
ill.

Mr. BINGHAM. It is new legislation upon this bill. Itcan
be dfi)}:lzted when we reach the paragraph and then discussed
generally.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt
the gentleman for just a moment to make a suggestion?

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, XMr. Chairman, the gentleman has
not quite answered my question. I want to know to what extent
this incapacity, permanent or temporary, partial or complete,
exists in the Department.

}\I{ BINGHAM. Icannot answer how they would construe
our law.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Takeit all, take the whole line of inca-
%acity. what per cent of the present clerical force in the various

epartments does the gentleman believe, from his knowledge,
comes under the classification of ** incapacity?”’

Mr, BINGHAM. Thatisa émestion I can not answer the gen-
tleman, becanse I would not desire to answer him incorrectly.
There was nothing befdre our committee which would enable us
to determine, but it has been a subject of debate, as the gentle-
man remembers, for several years, and the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr. Roprxsox] has taken up the subject and discussed it
several times in the House. It is a matter that we will leave to
the heads of the Departments.

Mr, GROSVENOR. It has been going on since 1883, but no

bill for the relief of this sort of situation has ever besn reported
back to this House during a period of twenty years.
* Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But, briefly stated, theappropria-
tion bill has twice borne the express language that the gentleman
now reports. Twice it was presented by me asan amendment ac-
cepted by the Appropriations Committee; but four times the bill
has gone to the Senate and has come back with this provision
eliminated.

Mr, BINGHAM, That is true.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And I complain that the confer-
ence commitiea permits it to be eliminated.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Showing that fortifications are along the
entire line of frontier, gnarding the sacred enirances to the office
of the purveyors of the patronage of this entire Federal Govern-
ment. [Laughter.] !

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield sixty minutes to the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD].

My. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it is now apparent to all
that the leaders of the Republican party in national affairs are
wedded to their idols and are firmly resolved to maintain without
change their do-nothing, stand-pat policies in reference to the
taxation levied under the present tariff schedunle. Notwithstand-
ing the warnings given them in the last public ntterances of our
martyred President, William McKinley, notwithstanding their
repeated promises for a modification of the present tariff rates,
and notwithstanding the threatened industrial stagnation, caused
partially by overproduction and a glutted market, they appear to
whollg misapprehend the industrial conditions of the country and
geem determined to maintain the present rates of the Dingley bill
g0 long as they remain in power, regardless of consequences.

It is not my intention to engage in a general discussion of tariff
schedules. I will leave that to the statesmen in Congress, and to
them I will leave also the theoretical question as to whether in-
dustrial America of to-day obtained her supremacy in the markets
of the world by reason of her natural resources or by reason of
protective policies and paternal legislation. It i3 not a question
of inventing a locomotive engine; it is a question of carrying
freight. Itis not a question of whether the sun will shine; it is
a question of what we shall do in the broad lightof day. Itisnot
a question of the past, but of the present. It is not a theoretical
question, but a practical one. Ifis nota question of keeping other
nations out of our markets, but of selling onr products in their
markets. Itisnota question of production, but one of disposing
of our surplus products. Itisa question in which capital and
labor alike are interested; but within the time allotted to me I
can not discuss the question in all its phases and will limit my
discussion to the statement of a few facts showing the effect of
the present policies of the Republican party on the capital and
labor of the country engaged in the iron and steel manuafactures.

COXDITION OF COUNTIY WHEN REPUBLICAN PARTY FIRST CAME INTO
PFOWER.

‘When the Republican y first came into power and entered
on its protective-tariff policies, more than one-half of the area of
the United States was a wilderness. The t continental rail-
roads connecting the Atlantic with the ¢ Ocean had not been

bunilt. Civilization had not reached much farther than those
States bordering the western banks of the Mississigpi River, and
even on the east side of the Mississippi River there were vast
tracts of uncultivated and unoccupied public lands. The civil
war gave a market for and encourazed manufactures of all kinds.
Immediately after the war the building of the transcontinental
railroads was begum, and the settlers followed the building of
these roads and developed the country. For more than twenty-
five years after that fime a vast army of immigrants poured into
this country from northern Europe, people of cur own blood, who
went into this western country to build their homes and develop
its resources. From 1865 to 1885 the total amount of this immi-
gration amounted to as much as the population of the thirteen
colonies during the Revolutionary war.
A HOME MARKET THAT WAS ABLE TO CONSUME ALL THE GOODS WE

. MANUFACTURED.

The development of this western country and the vast number
of immigrants going into it created a great market for our manu-
factured goods. The manufacturing plants of that day were not
able to supply the demand. The home market consumed the en-
tire products of the factories and foundries of America. Neces-
sarily very little regard was given by the manufacturer of that
day, or of the workman of that day, to foreign markets, He re-
alized that he could not supply the home demand, and his sole
idea was to hold the American market without competition.

But conditions have vastly changed since that day and time.
The West has become settled. There is but little available land
left for settlement. The immigration has changed. Instead of
immigrants coming from northern Europe, who went West as
home builders, the great percentage of the immigration to-day
comes from eastern Europe and remains congested in the great
cities of the East, as competitors of the labor of the country, in-
stead of supplying new markets for the manufactures, as they did
at the former period. Instead of the manufacturers of this coun-
try being unable to supply the home demand, the home market
to-day is unable to consnme the manufactured products of the
country. Instead of the manufacturer looking solely to the home
market to take care of his productions, he is now earnestly endeav-
oring to find foreign markets to consume his surplus products.

DEVELOPMEXT OF PRODUCTIOR OF IRON AND STEEL IN THE LAST FOUR
DECADES.

It is hazd to realize what a vast development there has been in

| the production of manufactured goods in this country in the last

four decades and especially in the last ten years. It won!d be
impossib'e for me, within the time allot'ed, to take up all the
great manufacturing interests of the country and show their
enormons productions and development. But as iron is one of
the necessities of life and commerce, and as it ranks foremost in
the gross value of the manufactured goods produced, I will
endeavor to show how enormous’y the production of iron and
stes] manufactures has grown, the amount of their production
to-day, and the necessity of obtaining an outlet in the markets of
the world for the sale of their surplus production. Wefind to-day
that instead of there being any great danger from the importa-
tion of iron and steel into this country, the manufacturers of the
Birmingham Pittsburg, and Chicago districts are shipping pig
iron, steel rails, and other steel and iron manufactures into the
markets of Europe, where they are able to compete with the
manufacturers of England, Germany, and Belgium after paying
freight across the Atlantic Ocean.

In order to obtain some idea of the vast proportions to which
this industry has grown, it is necessary for me to call your atten-
tion to a few facts showing the amount of production to-day. I
find that during the year 1002 the fuel consumed by the blast
furnaces of thiscountry was about 16,000,000 tons of coke, 1,600,000
tons of coal, and 800,000 tons of charcoal. In order for the human
mind to grasp these vast fignves, it is necessary to state them in
gome gther terms than just the number of tons that were con-
sumed.

The 16,000,000 tons of coke would make a pyramid 400 feet
square and 0,500 feet high, towering as high as a mountain, and
its base being as large as anordinary city block. The coal wonld
make a pyramid 200 feet square and 1,300 feet high, and the char-
coal a pyramid 200 feet re and 850 feet hizh. The limestone
used as a flux in the production of pig iron made that year was
9,400.000 tons, which would make a pyramid 5,500 feet high
and 200 feet square. The above-mentioned material produced
17,821,807 tons of pig iron, about doubling the production of ten
years ago. Of the above pig iron, 2,947,933 tons represent the
amount of iron and steel converted into steel rails,

If all of these steel rails had been converted into one rail, pro-
portioned according to the standard rail, it would be a mile and
one-fifth long, 81 feet high, 81 feet across the base, and 48 feet on
the tread. Two million six hundred and sixty-five thousand four
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hundred and nine tons of iron that year were converted into steel

late. If this had all been converted into the thinnest steel plate
Enown and in one sheet it would cover an area of 420,000 square
miles, or seven times the area of the District of Columbia, and
two-fifths the size of Jefferson County, Ala., in which my home
issitnated. Omntof theiron produced that year 10,982,246 hundred-
pound kegs of wire nails and 1,633,246 hundred-pound kegs of cut
nails were made. There were in operation 725 established plants
engaged in the manufacture of iron and steel, employing 222,490
wafa-eamers, who received wages to the amount of $134,739,004,
and the total value of whose products amounted to $835,749,034.

These figures give some idea of the enormons plants, the pro-
duction of iron and steel, how greatly the value of its products
have entered into the general husiness of the country, and how
many American citizens are dependent on its success for their
daily wages. The reason for the enormous increase of the pro-
duction of iron and steel in this country is, probably due to two
causes: First, the enormous home and foreign demand for iron and
steel growing out of the fact that it is used so much more largely
in construction work of all kinds than formerly; secondly, it
is due to the fact of the great decrease in the cost of production.
In the early history of the iron and steel development of this
country the Bessemer steel converter wasunknown. Itsinvention
greatly decreased the cost of making steel, and the rapidity with
which it could be done greatly increased the production.

At that time the great veins of ore on the southern and western
coasts of Lake Superior were undeveloped and unused. The close
E:oximjty of the iron ore to the coal and lime rock in the Birming-

m district had not been realized by the world at large and was
practically undeveloped. To-day, besides the labor-saving devices
that have been employed in recent years, the ore fields of the
Lake Superior region have been developed, and it is notable that
out of one mine alone 5,800 tons are taken out a day; that they
have steam shovels with a capacity of 5 tons of iron ore at a stroke,
and with them they can fill a 25-ton car in two minutes and a
half, or af the rate of 600 tons per hour.

These trains are moved to the wharves and the cars automatic-
ally dump into ships. From there they are carried to Cleveland
or other ports near the Pittsburg market and the ore is raised and
reloaded on cars automatically, so that now the Pittsburg district
has obtained a most excellent and verg:heap ore for the manu-

facture of its pig iron. In the Birmingham district the iron ore,
coal, and lime rock, all the ingredients that are necessary to pro-
duce a ton of pig iron, lay within a very few miles of the aces,

and the cost of assembling the raw material at the furnaces has
been reduced to a minimum, so that the cost of production has been
vastly reduced since the Republican party first entered upon its
policy of protecting the home market for our home manufactures
against foreign competition, and on the other hand, as I have
stated, the American manufacturers of to-day are now seeking
foreign competition in foreign markets. It has long been the
boast of the Republican politicians that the protectionist legisla-
tion of the Republican party was friendly to the workingman be-
cause it protected him against foreign competition. Whatever
that may have been in the past, I want the wage-earners in the
furnaces, factories, steel plants, rolling mills, mines, and quarries
of my district to understand what effect that policy has, so far as
they are concerned, to-day.

PRODUCTION OF TRON AND STEEL.

In 1897, with a Democratic tariff on the statute books, Mr. Me-
Kinley was elected President of the United States. The Repub-
licans and protectionists obtained control of both branches o}) the
Congress and had the President. They enacted what has since
been known as the Dingley bill, and placed on the statute books
the highest tariff schedules that haveever been known in the his-
tory of this country, I therefore think that as fair a comparison
as we can obtain as to the result of this legislation can be found
in a comparison of conditions from 1897 down to a period as near
the present day as the figures can be obtained. The table which
I will now read is taken from the annual report of the American
Iron and Steel Association.

Articles, 1897. 1808, 1899, 1900 1001 1902,
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Su-uctﬁ ahs]?as, included above ....... ?:a_e_, .............................. &583.'?!!) % 702,197 "850.878 "éiu‘g. 161 i?ﬁ, i1 1) B
S re——— (I (LR —
an exce e e S e L e sl e ot i e el » o . y 5]
T e e R WP R SRRSO 94, 054 70,188 85,015 0,245 68,850 ... % 0&’?
R e R e D O S DR 401,663 331,181 840,095 822,945 T ¢ A
Rolled, including cut nails and excluding rails 5, 353, 836 8,532,129 8,021,719 7,101, 761 9,474,688 | .. ... ...
Rolled, including both cut nails and rails 7,001,728 | 8,518,870 | 10,204,419 | 9,487,443 | 12,84908w7 |11
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122,244 143,815 154,246 z‘lm,m ........ " ......... ?‘. g.;w
Steel ingots and castings:
e pEe gmo) pme
- " L) Y
Cradhlecsn e s e e e 69,950 89,747 101,218 100,562
AIEGERARIL el T Y D T L T ¥ 8,012 8,801 4,074 4,862
Total crude steel ... 7,158,957 857 630,857 | 10,188,829
Ore, Ei‘g, and scrap blooms for 8ale. ... ..c.ceeeeeenmecareennccnanceamancsan lﬁg',m &ﬂé:m o) 13,074 i 12,047
T DR ERE s o e e e e e e F e P e 256, 508 896,015 860,875 802, 665

From this table it will be seen that in the year 1897 the total
uction of pig iron in this country was, in round g
,650,000 tons and that in 1902 it had increased to 17,800,000
tons. You say this is an argument in favor of the Republi-
ean party and shows its development of this industry. But
wait. In order that this increase shall be of benefit to the wage-
earner and the American manufacturer, yon must show that
the conditions are such that markets can be found for the sale
of this product in normal times and that it will not be fol-
lowed by idle furnaces and idle factories. To some extent the
market that has consumed this enormous amount of iron was
caused by the consumption of iron in the Spanish-Ameri-
can war and the Boer war in South Africa, and also by the
greaﬂ;L increase of the navies of the civilized nations of the
WOT

FOREIGN MARKETS FOR SURPLUS PRODUCTS.

show later, the markets of Europe are being closed to us by reason
of our present policies, or, rather, the policies of the party in
power; and if we do not find markets to consume this uct,
we will shortly find the wheels of industry stopped and men out
of employment. The enormous increase in production can not be
due to the fact that a gotective tariff has prevented foreign com-
petition, for you will find from the table of imports of iron and
steel which I will now read that; the importation of pig iron into
this country in 1897, under a Democratic tariff, was only 22,159
tons; that in 1902, under a Republican tariff, it had increased to
158,961 toms, a ve?hamall amount in either case, but showing
an increase under the present tariff rates rather than under the
former ome, which does not indicate that the tariff confrols
the ion as fo iron and steel at all. And again, we find in
the table that I will read that in 1897 the total importation of iron
and steel manufactures, in round figures, amounted to $16,000,000,
whereas in 1902 it had increased to $27,000,000 under the Dingley

A great deal of our pig iron has gone abroad, but, as I will ! bill,
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Year ending June 30—
Articles,
1897, 1808, 1599. 1900. 1901 1902
L S stasl, sud SsmshRet fors o 543,241 82,455 269,013 194 | 1,180,789
Iron ore -d“ﬁm“--{dundr'é 3 778, 084 470,059 401,505 | 147,02 | 1,18.211 2,362, 544
tons...... 22,159 25,640 23,310 61,100 59,3% 168, 961
i gy s I I B YL
ODns . ....| ¥ i ) S, y y
Scrap iron and steel, fit only to be remanufactured. dutiable. 4 21F === 1958 14981 .15 562 685 840,738 758. 3
Bar iron dutiable. JLounds__|  80,148571 | 83,906,958 | 44,745,118 | 47,663467 | BO.7T4T407 | 49,110,458
~\dotlars 8,552 63, 29 WIS | Lo 10,20 1,002, 581
HigiEs A 7 2 1,00 :
Bars, railway, of iron or steel, or in part of steel......dutiable. {10l gy 18,894 20,353 83738 45’680 o174
SR s QI US| 28 HE) e8| ER ulu
Ingots, blooms, slabs, billets, and bars of steel, and steel in fpounds_.| 8,560,628 | 80,821,157 | 23,707,994 82,223.018 | 19,844 640 | 202,565 407
forms not elsewhere specified . ... oo .cooioos dutiabla. . 0113‘5;- = %:% 43_}% %.%,% 1. g‘i; % 1,6&59, (1)2? 1,231,120 8,506, 375
unds.. s , 899, o 245, 52, 15 11,5 , 968,
Sheet, plate, and taggers iron or steel ...o........... dutiable..{RCare 225,410 183,402 |* 178,802 ﬁm'{m "%,ﬁ 2 g1 ﬁ
Ties or hoops for baling s, barrel hoops, and hoop or fpovmds..|..oooo_ o |.oooo . resi e s e el e e S U0 EETy
band iron or steel, ﬂare(f, spﬁrza. or punched ....dutiable.. g e e e b e e e e FASRESEREEEE
ounds. . , 265, o i i ot B o o e e e e s | e e S e e e L
'Iies for 'bsl.ing cottonao free (‘iilﬂ‘:i‘!;_- mﬁ'{% _________________________________________ g i ey
; ? unds__| 230,078,658 | 171,662,845 | 108,484, 82 | 147,063,804 | 117,880,812 | " 168006, 048
Tin plates, terneplates, and taggers tin............... dubiable.. ollars | " S | gam1ds | s eiset | % | e | 60504
: pounds. . ,153,17 , 601, , 610, 47,006, , 548, 14 , 486,353
S s e o (o] oS ouii| (PR MG ja) e
3 TNGus. . s y 918, y =4y 3 0 y iy 4 y
Em and “ﬁ"l:“ made from dutiable. {80 0,207 348,854 848, 080 356,316 488,304 633, 301
nufactures of—
: : unds... 733,459 777,903 530, 113 580, 438 595,678 448,079
deni e nel S8lS gm  Eml 380 S0 B0
unas.. J ] ] (] s ~l
Chains... dutiable...{fo s 52, 666 11429 21, 008 45790 o3, ka3 15,778
%‘{itlarg ............................................... dutiable _dollars_.| 2,850,063 944,056 | 1,188,016 | 1,534,382 [ 1,506,663 1,708, 454
es, flle blanks, rasps, and floats ---dutiable_.dollars.. 47 407 5,844 42,760 0, 707 59,779 72,203
FilOATINS ..o e eemnesesmemnns ~“_dutiable_dollars_ 753,112 400032 758,515 838, 528 0240 u7 | 1,155,088
R e e R SR B B
es, hand sewing and GAIDING. o -ooo oo g = A : . ¥ ; ;
Shotgun barrels, in single tubes, forged, rough-bored. free..dollars.. 33, 089 48, 885 138, 871 182, 906 206, 276 282, 079
All other dutiable..dollars.. 356, 666 1,107, 506 1,210,827 1,671,800 1,570,269 2,846, 897
Total, not including ore dollars..| 18,004,557 | 12,626,481 | 12,100,440 | 20,478,728 | 17,674,780 | 27,180,247

OVERPRODUCTTON AT HOME.

A few years ago pig iron was selling in the Birmingham market
at $18, §19, and $20 per ton, To-day it is selling at $9.50 and 510
a ton, and proportionately the same prices obtain in Pittsburg,
Cincinnati, and Chicago, althongh a litile higher than the Bir-
mingham market. A few years ago the yards of the furnaces
were empty. In none of them could you see a pile of surplus
iron. To-day there is hard%y a furnace in the cornn%*ry ttﬁ:atf zi:iﬁ.wt
carrying a large quantity of pig iron in its yards. ith a falling
market and a diminished demand, as indicated by the iron re-
maining in the yards -of the furnaces or on the warrant yards, it
is evident that the market for the sale of pig iron has diminished,
and the same is frue of all other manufactures of iron and steel.
As I stated, in 1897 we had commenced the sale of our lus
products abroad. From a third to a fourth of the production of

ig iron in the Birmingham district was sold in foreign markets.

nce that time we find that the enactment of the Dingley tariff
bill has largely affected our foreign sales to our own detriment.

FOREIGN NATIONS DISCRIMINATE AGAINST AMERICAN EXPORTS ON ACCOUNT
OF THE DINGLEY BILL.

‘We find that on account of the discriminations of the Dingley
bill, France, soon after its enactment, discriminated against
American manufactures and practically drove them out of the
French market. We are able to sell our iron and steel in the
markets of En%‘]f.?d and can not compete with the English iron-
master in the nch markets because we are compelled to pay
§1.50 a ton on pig iron and $11.60 on steel rails, and so on through-
out the iron and steel schednle, for the importation of our goods
into France—more than other countries have to pay to take their
manufactures into France. This gmctically destroys this mar-
ket for our manufactured goods, but we are still left a great
market for our agricultural products, as shown by our exports
for 1903, which amounted to $75,092,466, whereas our imports
from France into this country amounted to $80,050,072, and now,
because the Senate of the United States rejected the French
reciprocity treaty, France has recently discriminated against the
products of our farms, which will still further increase the bal-
ance of trade against us, g

The building of the transcontinental Russian railway and open-
ing up of the Siberian conntr{lis developing a vast market for the
E;uﬂucts of the world. 'We should have our share of this market,

t shortly after the enactment of the Dingley tariff bill the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, under President Mc ey's Administra-
tion, used the machinery of that act to discriminate against Rus-
sian beet sugar, excluding an amount less than $300,000 in value
under the pretense that it was bount%-ﬁid sugar, with the result
that Russia has enacted a new tariff law increasing the tax on
American goods exported to that country over 50 per cent, and this
applies to agricultural as well as manufac goods. Russia

bonght of us in the year 1903 §15,889,601 worth of the products of
this country and soli to us $9,234,789 worth of their productions,
leaving a balance in our favor of $6,654,862, which balance will
be greatly diminished by Russia’s new discriminating tariff against
us, instead of our greatly increasing our exports to that country
and finding markets in the newly developing regions of Siberia,
as ;Ee c?suld if it were not for the discriminations made against our
products. i

On account of the discriminations of the Dingley Act against
products of Germany, mostly beet sugar, that country has passed
an act d;sscnmmatm(f against the nets of this country. This
tariff increased the duty on flour $4.06 per barrel, or 149 per cent;
on wheat, 584 cents per bushel, or 115 per cent; on rye, 100 per
cent; on oats, 148 per cent; on corn,113 per cent; on horses and
mules, 400 per cent; on cattle and beef, 100 per cent. This is but
an illustration, under this new tariff act, of the effectit will have
on our commerce on farm products as well as manufactured goods
exported from this country to Germany. Now the discrimination
of Germany against us amounts to more than 50 per cent of the
the former tax we had to pay on our exports to that country. -

This is injuring our foreign trade in an enormous market, and
one where the ce of trade was strongly in our favor, for in
the year ending June 30, 1903, we sold to Germany $190,896,147
worth of our products, and we bought from her §119,772,511 worth
of her products, leaving a balance in our favor of $71,123,026.
Switzerland, Venezuela, and Brazil have all increased their tariff
taxes against our goods, decreasing our exports and narrowing
our markets, and now the news comes across the water that Mr,
Chamberlain, the English statesman, is endeavoring to persuade
the English Parliament to adopt a policy of discrimination against
us. In 1903 we sold to the United Kingdom of Great Britain
$516,986,416 worth of our manufactured and farm products and
bought of Great Britain $190,021,658 worth of her Froducta, leav-
ing the enormous balance of $326,064,758 in our favor. Let me
read you a table showing the imports and exports of the United
States for 1903:

Imports and exports for 1903,
Country. Imports. Exports,

................. $547,226, 887 | §1,029, 258, 657

North America 180, 736, 475 216,452, 769
South Ame: Ers 107, 428, 323 41,187,872
Asia ... 147, T02, 374 58, 850, 016
Oceanin ..____ 21,043, 527 87,468,512
e e e 12,581, 651 88, 438, 553
Total = i 1,025,719,287 | 1,420,141,679
Balance in our favor w?’...._._.. ’m!ﬂ,ﬁiﬂ
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Which shows a balance in our favor of $304,422 342 of exports
over imports with the entire world, which is little more than the
amount of the balance of trade in our favor with Great Britain.
Now, should the British Government enact a discriminating tariff
against us, as France, Germany, Russia, and other European
countries have done, by reason of our discriminating tariffs against
them, practically the entire balance of trade that is now in our
favor would be wiped out, our foreign markets destroyed, and idle
furnaces and factories would be the result in this country, with
thousands of workmen without employment.

CONDITIONS THAT GOVERN THE TRADE OF THE TIME.

The trade of nations is largely governed by the same rules and
the same causes that govern and affect the trade of individuals.
‘We trade with the man that we like, and we refuse to trade with
the man that we dislike; we trade with the man that we believe
E‘:‘e& ns the best bargain, and not with the man that we believe

ies to take advantage of us; we trade with the man who is will-
ing in turn to trade with us, and not with the man who refuses
to buy that which we have to sell. We can not expect foreign
nations to invite us to their markets when we exclude them from
ours. We can not expect them to grant us advantages which we
are unwilling to return. There was a time when our home mar-
ket, as I have said before, consumed our entire manufactured
products and when it was umnecessary for us to consider what
effect our action at home would have on our foreign trade. But
to-day, when we are admittedly producing more than we can con-
gume in both onr manufactures and agriculture, our development
must cease or we must find markets for our surplus products.

As I have shown above, foreign markets instead of being de-
veloped are being closed to us by reason of the discriminations
made against the importations of other countries, and yet the
Republican party contends that it is benefiting the American
workman by the maintenance of the present discriminating Ding-
ley rates and its stand-pat policies. Another reason why we can
not expect to develop our foreign trade without we are willing to
allow other nations to trade with us is the fact that it costs a
ship just as much to cross the seas empty as it does to cross the
seas with a cargo. We can not sell our products in the South
American markets in competition with English manufacturers,
not because they manufacture and sell their goods cheaper at
home than we do, but becaunse they can reach these markets with
a less freight rate than we can. To illustrate, when they send
abroad a cargo of coal or manufactured goods, the ship-after it
reaches its destination in the South American ports is reloaded
with the products of that country and returns home with a full
cargo. The retnrn freight pays the charges of the shi&coming
home, and the exported goods are only required to pay the trans-
portation charges for the outgoing voyage.

On the other hand, when we ship our goods to the Sonth Amer-
jcan markets, on account of our high discriminating Dingley tar-
iff rates most of the products of that country are excluded from
our markets and the ship is required to return home empty and
the owners of the ontgoing carg]g are required to pay the freight
both ways. Inother words, the English exporter pays one freight
and the American exporter pays two freights. The difference in
the freight charges amounts to a fair profif, enabling our com-
petitor to undersell us and exclude us from those markets. Now,
what effect will these conditions have on the American manufac-
turer and the American wage-earner? The Republican party
claims that it is through its management and through its policies
that the wages of the American laborer have been increased.

Z EFFECT ON LABOR.

Unquestionably the wages have slightly increased during the
last decade, but in all probability a large portion of this increase
is due to the American labor organizations and net to conditions
existing then and now., But can the American laborer maintain
this increase in his wages in time to come? I can conceive of a
condition where there is a demand for all the goods produced by
the American manufacturer at a price at which the manufacturer
can make a profit, where every laborer in the country is employed,
and no surplus labor in the market. With united action these wage-
earners can maintain or increass their wages up to a point where
they would destroy a fair profit for the manufacturer. But the
furnaces and factories will run only so long as the owners thereof
can run at a profit.

The same is true of any other business. When the conditions
in this country reach a point where no market can be found for a
large portion of our manufactured goods somebody must stop
manufacturing, When that plantshuts down it leaves men with-
out employment. These men cannot starve, They must get em-
ployment, and in the end they become the competitors of those
who have employment. Where you have two positions hunting
for one man, labor can maintain its wage scale; but where you
have two men hunting for one position—whether there is organ-
ized labor or not—it will be impossible to maintain a wage scale

until wages are reduced to a point where the surplus labor in that
it?dustry can not find employment and is driven to other occupa-
ons,
HOW DESTRUCTION OF FOREIGN MARKETS WILL AFFECT OUR MANUFAC-
TURES.

Now, in my judgment, the destruction of our foreign markets
by the Republican party is leading to-day and must ultimately
lead to idle furnaces and factories. When that is done, neces-
garily a large number of men will be thrown out of employment
and are being thrown out of employment fo-day. Then the
price of labor in the iron and steel manufactures will be reduced,
as it has always been reduced in the past under these conditions,
and unless some action is taken to open again the markets that
are being closed to us the American laborer will be the sufferer
as well as the manufacturer,

For this reason I believe that the time has come when a change
in our present tariff schedules is growing imperative. We can
not have free trade no matter what theories we indulge in, Itis
an impractical question to-day. We must raise revenue to sup-
port this Government, and when the Supreme Court of the United
States decided that the income-tax law was unconstitutional the
effect of that decision was that for all time to come a part of the
revenue of this Government, and a large part of it, must be raised
by taxes levied on goods imported into this country. But that
does not necessarily mean a tax placed so high that it practically
prohibits the importation of any goods atall. On the other hand
you can place it so low that very little revenue will be deriv.
from the importation of foreign goods. Unquestionably a greater
amount of revenue could be derived than at present by lowering
the present Dingley rates without injury to the manufacturing
interests of the country, and at the same time it wounld give us an
opportunity to make terms with foreign nations that would allow
us to trade in their markets.

As T have stated above, it is absolutely necessary to the pros-
perity of the iron and steel industry of this country that we
should have markets in which our surplus products can overflow
in times when a normal home market can not absorb them. The
iron and steel industry is one that is so great and one that comes
in contact with the daily life of every individual to such an ex-
tent that it is impossible for any man or set of men, corporation
or combination of corporations, to control it in good times or bad
times. The average cost of production of a ton of pig iron in the
United States is probably somewhere near $10 per ton, although
pig iron can be produced in some sections of the country at a
much lower figure than this, and of this §10 per ton over $8 is ex-
pended for labor in the production of it, and for the labor nsed in
the mining of the raw material—such as coal, limerock, and iron

ore.

As T have stated above, in the year 1902 the production of pig
iron in this country amounted to 17,821,000 tons. At a cost of $10
per ton for production this would amount to $178,000,000 that the
furnaces of this country are required to pay out each year. The
combined iron interests of the country are not strong enough to
carry this enormous outlay in their yards in the shape of pig iron
for any great length of time. Therefore, when the demand falls
off and there is a surplusage of pigiron in the market the weaker
furnaces must cut the price, with the result that it falls very
rapidly. In other words, although articles manufactured of iron
and steel are a necessity in civilized life, yet they are the one
necessity in life in which-the greatest economy can be shown in
times of depression,

When hard times come the housewife can make the cooking
stove last a few years longer. The railroads buy no more equip-
ment or new railsthan isabsolutely necessary. Thereisnomoney
for investment, and the building of steel-frame buildings stops.
The farmer patches his old &h)w, and along the whole line the
demand for iron falls off, with the result that stagnation follows,
prices come down to the cost of production,and many men are
thrown out of employment. But if we can find a market abroad
to absorb this snrplus product when dull times confe at home, the
prices can be sustained and the factories and furnaces kept in
operation and the laborer receive his wages. Of course, after a
long era of depression, when the rails of the railroads are worn
out, new equipments are required, and the house needs refurnish-
ing and the farmer a new plow, an era of prosperity sets in and
with it comes an enormous demand for iron and steel, a demand
that this country is unable to supply.

Everybody wants iron and steel at the same time, and neces-
sarily the price advances away beyond the cost of production.
Profits become enormous and old plants are put into operation
that can not be worked at a profit at normal times. Surplus
capital is induced to rush into the iron and steel business with-
out considering the effect of the investment when the time of
overproduction is reached. This is ?artially brought about by
a high protfective tariff that prevents foreign iron and steel from
coming into the country and relieving the excessive demand. In
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my judgment, as I have stated above, it is impracticable at this
day and time to have absolutely free trade. On many arficles
the iron and steel schedules under the Dingley bill are prohibitive,
allowing little if any relief in times of great demand to come
from the outside, and it seems to me that it wounld be better for
the producer of iron who has capital invested in the business, and
the wage-earner in iron and steel manufactories, to seek a normal
market if possible rather than to contend with the two extremes.
In times of low prices there is no question about the American

manufacturer controlling the home market, because he can make
iron and steel cheaper can be made anywhere else in the
world. In times of excessive high prices, in my judgment, it
would be better to allow some foreign iron to come in and relieve
the situation and hold down the prices to a reasonable profit
rather than to have excessive high prices that induce old furnaces,
that can not be run at a profit in normal times, o go back into
operation, and induce the abnormal building of new plants that
go to swell the amount of overproduction in normal times. In
other words, for a man who derives his income or earns his dail
bread from the manufacture of iron and steel it is better to avoi
the two extremes of the market as far as possible and feel that
he can rely on his frade or investment as a certainty, year in and
year ouf; and it goes without saying that under these conditions
a government would derive a revenue from the importations of
iron and steel in years of excessive high prices, whereas under
the present prohibitive tariff it practically derives none at all.

. WHAT THE REPUBLICAN PARTY HAS DONE FOR THE WAGE-EARNERS.

But to return to the comparison of what the Republican party

has done for the wage-earner in this country in the period be-
tween July, 1807, and the present day, it is well for us to look at
what it cost a laborer in this country to live at that time and
what it costs to-day. The table which I will read shows the

Tices proportionate to consumption of the various necessities of

ife, and cost of living from January 1, 1897, to January 1, 1903.

Prices proportioned to consumption.

Bread D’u? Other | Cloth. Miscel-
Date. stufte, | Meats.| 22 [ RASK ing, [Metals lane- | Total.
| " ous.

$7.327 /310,456 | $8.170 '§12. 407 (13,014 szasn $75.502

7.836 | 12,871 | 8.812 | 14.654 | 11.572 | 12.184 | T9.040

7.520 | 11.458 | 9.006 | 14.150 | 11,843 | 12.560 | 80.423

7.258 | 13.702 | 9.200 | 17.454 | 18,085 | 16.312 | 95.205

8.407 | 15.566 | 9.504 | 16.024 | 15.810 | 15.881 | 95.668

. 9.670 | 15.248 | 8.953 | 15.547 | 15,375 | 16.798 | 101. 587

1008 ........] 17,104 | 9. 14.613 | 9.418 | 15,988 | 17.185 | 16.576 | 100.356

Cost of living nearly 30 per cent greater in 1908 than in 1807,

From these fignres it is shown that on the 1st day of January,
1867, the proportionate cost of living amounted to $75.50, and on
the 1st day of January, 1903, amounted to §100.35, showing that
there has been an increased cost of living of over 80 per cent. In
breadstuffs the increase amounts to $3.40; in meats to §2.20; in
dairy and garden products to $4.16 and other food products to
$1.24; in clothing to $3.53, and in miscellaneous articles to $4.18.
On the other hand, the increase in metals amounts to $4.17, and
on account of the rapidly decreasing prices of iron and steel
manufactures in the last year and its continuance, T have no doubt
that if I had the figures down to the 1st of January, 1904, they
would show gz ctically no increase at all in the metal schedules
since 1807, , 80 far as the worker in iron and steel is concerned,
he finds the cost of livinﬁlha.s increased a very great deal since
1897, when the Dingley bill was enacted, and, on the other hand,
he finds that the overproduction in the home market is driving
the prices of iron down where, if it continues, it must necessarily
force his wages back to the level of that year. In order that I
might have accurate data in reference to the wage scales, I re-
quested the Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor to inform me
on the sabject, and in answer to my request I received the letter
which I will now read:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
BUREAU OF LABOR,
Washington, January 7, 1904,
Hon. 0. W. USDERWOOD,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
DeAR S1r: In compliance with your verbal r
formation as to the increase of wages since 1896, 1 tosay tha Burean
has no information as to wages from 1900 to 1803 which wonld enable me to
furnish yon with a definite statement as to the increase. The last report on
wages, Which is contained in Bulletin 2J, & copy of which is sent you@y to-

da* s mail, ander separate cover, carries the data only to the end of 1899.

he Burean has been enﬁjngd for some months on an extensi
tiom into rates of wa which will cover a great number of representative
establishments reby furnish a perfectly fair basis for a calculationas

some ds{s t;go for in-

Ve

to the course of wages from 1880 to1908, inclusive. Unfortnnate.‘ltﬂ', this report
will not be made until the latter part of this year, as much of the fi=ld work
yet remains to be done,

Anestimate which was made in 1902 indicates that the increase of whges
from 1836 to 1901, inclusive, amounted to abont 15 per cent. It should be re-
membered, however, that this is but an estimate, and that the results of a

more extensive investigation from actual pay rolls, which is now being car-
ried on, may show a somewhat different figure.
tting that I can not furnish you with more definite information in

O vy Nkt G. W.'W. Ha
o G s dcting Commissioner.

The bulletin referred to in this letter on an average shows prac-
tically no increase in wages from 1896 to 1809, as far as it carries
the investigation, for those engaged in iron and steel manufac-
tures; but the net result is that the cost of living has been in-
creased over 30 per cent and the increase in wages is not over 15
per cent, for all of which our Republican friends say the American
wage-earner must thank the present Administration. For when
the manufacturer can no longer sell his product at a profit he
must of necessify either reduce wages or close down his furnaces
or his factory, so that the wage-earner in the furnaces and facto-
ries, coal mines and iron-ore banks gains nothing by the stand-
pat, do-nothing, exclusive idea of the Republican party. On the
other hand, it pufs their daily wage in jeopardy and is bringing
about stagnation in the business interests from which they earn
their daily bread.

REPUBLICAN PARTY REFUSES TO PROTECT AMERICAN LABOR AGAINST

PAUPER LABOR OF EUROPE.

As I have said before, the Republican party makes its boast
that it is the friend of the laborer in this country, and that by its
%rotective licies it has protected him against the cheap labor of

urope. Yet, as I have shown, we are to-day producing the
cheapest iron and steel in the world, and the same is true in most
of ourother manufactures. When we can undersell the Enropean
manufacturer in his own market, certainly there is no protection
to the American laborer no matter what the wages that may be
paid to the foreign wage-earner. Our great natural resources,
American inventions, and the greater skill and capacity of the
American workman enables us in most instances to produce
our goods at a lower cost than the same goods are produed in
European countries and pay a better wage scale to the laborer
at home. But there is an instance in which the Republican
party has had, and still has, the opportunity to protect the
American laborer against the competition of the pauper labor of
Europe, but ins of doing so it has kept the flood gates for
foreign immigration open wide and has entered into an unholy
alliance with the steamship lines of the world to flood the United
States with European labor that is not up to the American stand-
ard and. pulls down the American wage scale.

With the exception of two years,during the first part of Presi-
dent Cleveland’s second Administration, the Republican party
either has been in absolute control or partial control of this Gov-
ernment since 1861. In the first part of that period there was no
necessity to close the doors against European immigration, for
most of it came from Germany, France, Sweden, Norway, Great
Britain, and other European countries, They went into the
western country and developed our Republic. They were people
of our own blood, our kith and kin. We absorbed them in one
generation, and they created new markets for our manufactures,
But in the last two decades a very small proportion of our immi-
grants are from northern Europe. Most of them are gathered
up by the steamship companies and their agents from southern
and eastern Europe. They are a people who are not capable of
coming up to the American standards of living and of life and

ull down the American wage scale. Yet the Republican party

made no effort as a party, except by promises and broken
pledges, to relieve the situation at all.

During the last Congress I offered on the floor of the House, and
succeeded in passing, an amendment to the immigration laws, by
which this flood tide of foreign immigration into this country
would have been decreased. The Republican Committee on Im-
migration in the House refused to support the bill; but with the
Democratic votes and the aid of sone of the Republican members
the amendment passed the House and went to the United States
Senate, where it was killed in a Republican committee and by a
Republican Senate. And yet this indiscriminate immigration is
not only a menace to the labor of the country, but is an enormous
tax that the wage-earners as well as the capitalist of the country

must each give their proportion to sustain, for of the 401,057 aliens
wholanded at the port of New York during the six months ending
June 80, 1903, 580 have become public charges, applying volunta-
rily for aid.

The average cost of maintaining a pauper is 830 per year. It
will cost $46,400 to maintain these 580 ﬁ_&npers each year. There
were 66,400 paupers in the State of New York maintained for
the year ending September 80, 1901, at a cost of §15,041,622,
Of these, 28,976 were native born and 87,424 were foreign born.
It also cost the city of New York $5,000,000 to maintain
its insane &sylumns, and more than half of the inmates of the
insane asylumms were shown to be born in foreign
countries. The value of the public buildings and grounds that
it was necessary for the State to build and maintain to keep
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up these establishments was $86,177,725. The interest on it
at 5 per cent per annum amounts to $3,408,886, making the
total cost to the State of New York to maintain her insane and
poor $24,350,508,

More than half of these were foreign-born persons who became
a charge on the State shortly after they came in this country. So
that the people of the State of New York are paying $12,000,000
a year to maintain and support the paupers and insane of foreign
countries by reason of our lax immigration laws. During the
year ending June 30, 1903, all the records as to the number of im-

i ts landed in this country were broken. Eight hundred
and fifty-seven thousand and forty-six immigrants were landed
in the United States, as against 648,743 the year before. When
will this enormous importation of foreign labor cease, and w! ﬁ?
it continued? It will not cease so long as the party in power li
tens to the demandsof those who are making a profit ont of it, and
it is very easy to put your hand on theinfluences behind the pres-
ent Government who have prevented an amendment to the pres-
ent immigration laws being :

One hundred ships a month are bringing immigrants into the
gingle port of New York, and at the average rate of $30 a person
for steerage passage an enormous revenue of $25,711,380 was re-
ceived by the abeamshi% companies last year; and of the great
numberof immigrants that have been brought in, many of whom
were admitted in violation of our present lax and unsatisfactory
immigration laws, not one-half of 1 per cent were returned as
coming in in violation of the law which prohibits a pauper or
insane person from being landed. The statistics show that 30
aliens out of 10,000 who landed became objects of charity, while
there is only about 9 out of every 10,000 native born who became
objects of charity. Out of the 648,743 immigrants who came into
this country in 1902, 3,000 were engaged in professions, 80,000
were gkilled workmen, 400,000 were unskilled laborers, and 150,000
were women and children.

If these came from northern Europe, where they are capable of
coming up to the American standards and American ideas, it
would not jeopardize the present wage scale or iniiure the present
wage-earner, but, as I stated before, the great bulk of this labor
comes from southern and eastern Europe, where through centu-
ries they have been down-trodden and oppressed, where they have
been compelled to fight for existence, coming to this conntry with-
out education, ready to dpu]l down rather than build up in the
fight for their daily bread. And still thestream continues to pour
in upon the American labor market. More than 80,000 skilled
workmen and 420,000 unskilled laborers coming each yearin com-
petition with American labor because the Republican party will
not pass legislation that will Erotact American workmen against
this competition. What can homs labor do when it has to come
in daily contact and daily competition with foreign labor that is
not up to its standard? How can any organization increase or
maintain its present wages when a constant oversupply of labor
through immigration coming into this country is tearing down
the American standards of labor and living? You can not in-
crease the wages or maintain the standard when you have two
men fighting for one position, and the man who will get the posi-
tion in the end will be the man who can live the cheapest, for he
will work the cheapest.

The time for a change has come; continued victories at the
polls and unchecked power for nearly a decade has made the Re-
publican leaders forget the interests and needs of the men who
elected them. Corruptionstalksinthe t governmental depart-
ments; extravagance in public affairs is the price they are willing
to pay to special interests for the sinews of war for the coming
campaign, and a reckless disregard for public interests makes

~ them willing to maintain the present excessive tariff schedules,
burdening the people with enormous taxes, accumulating unsur-
ed surplus revenue in the Treasury, to loan to banks in the

st friendly to the present Administration.

The Republican party must be driven from power before we
can have reasonable taxes, economy in public expenditures, and
an bonest administration of public affairs. [Loud applause on
the Democratic side. ) g

My, Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON].

- Mr, LIVINGSTON. How much time did the gentleman from
Alabama occupy?

The CHAIRMAN. He occupied fifty-five minutes.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iyield fifteen minutes, Mr. Chairman, to
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LrtTLE].

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my remarks,
I desire to ask permission to extend them in the RECORD, as there
are some matters to which I shall refer which I shall not have
time to read in full.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask the same privilege

for all Members who address the House on the bill now under | Oyster

discussion, that they may extend their remarks in the RECORD,

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the request of the
gentleman will be granted, ]

There was no objection.

Mr. LITTLE. Mr, Chairman, I have no set speech to make
to-day to the House, but I want to read an indictment against the
Republican party, an indictment made by one whose authority I
do not think any Member on that side of the House can dispute.
It is an indictment which if true ought to drive the present parg
out of power. If isa charge which I believe to be true and whi
I believe will drive that party out of power. I can already see
the signs of decrepitude in the grand old elephant. Now, Mr.

Chairman, I read from page 8 of the President’s message. He
says:

In my last annual message, in connection with the subject of the due -
lation of combinations of capital which are or may become injurious to the

ublie, I recommended a special npg)rcpriat.ion for the better enforcement of

& antitrust law as it now stan be expe under the directionof the
Attorney-General. Amrding]&( the leﬂ.ﬂaﬂve‘ executive, and judicial
appropriation aet of Febroary 25, ; e Con, appro-

D ti t of Feb: 1&13.328& 904) the Co
priated, for the purpose of enforcing the various trustand interstate-
commerce laws, the sum of $500,000, to be expended under thedirection of the
Attorney-General in the employment of sp counsel and agents in the De-

rtment of Justice to conduct gr and prosecutions under said

ws in the courts of the United States.

I now recommend, as a matter of the utmost importance and urgenc)k the
extension of the purposes of this uzfampriution 80 that it may be available,
under the direction of the Attorney-General, and until used, for the due en-
forcement of the laws of the United States in general and gﬂfciall of the
civil and eriminal laws mls!ing topublic lands and the laws relating % postal
crimes and offenses and the subjectof naturalization. Recent investigations
have shown a deplorable state of affairs in these three matters of vital con-
cern. By various frauds and by for%f‘rias and perjuries, thousands of acres
of the public domain, embracing lands of different character and extending
through various sections of the country, have been estl uired

¥ acq’ .
It is hardly mwhgn the i.gpormnce of recovering these dishon-
8 people, an

est uisitions, stolen d of promptly and dul
the?)?enders. in another gart of this Iﬂir of the {v?-' i:ﬁ
crimes by which the sacred right of citizenship is falsely asserted and that

“inestimable heritage” perverted to base ends. By similar means—that is,
through frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by shameless briberies—the
laws relating to the proper conduct of the public service in general and to
:.’!;: 1;1;%_ admmmtt‘aﬁgn of the Post-Office Department have been notoriously

There is a declaration, sanctioned by the langunage of your Presi-
dent, that under this Administration thousands of acres of the
public lands have been stolen, numerous and incalculable frands
upon citizenship have been practiced, and that the laws relating
to the various branches of the Government have been notorionsly
violated. How can you answer this? Not by the one-sided in-
vestigation which has been attempted in the Post-Office Depart-
ment. You can only answer it by joining with this side of the
House in an independent Con ional investigation that will be
thorough and energetic and that will go to the bottom of these
crimes. [A}:‘planse on the Democratic side. ] i

‘When you do that the infamy and crimes that will be shown will
be such, in my opinion, as to drive you from place and from power,
asitonghttodo. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Weought
to remember that Jefferson said that “ the whole art of govern-
ment consisted in the art of being honest.”” No crime can be of
greater concern, no cnrc':ma.l det.ierves more severe ;gn;i:lhment or
more speedy punishment than the man occupying offici ition
who violntg;phis trust, and the sooner the Ia,syllxngan be gﬂ in
the hand of every honest man to whip the rascals naked through
the world, even from east to west, until these things be corrected,
the better it will be for the country.

The President is powerless to correct the evils as long as he de-
pends upon partisans interested in party success, if not in shield-
ing themselves, to make the investigations and conduct the in-
vestigations. You dare not, under this cruel arraignment of the
President, go backward, and you dare not offer to this House a
fair and full investigation where both parties are interested.
Nothing short of the latter conrse will satisfy the public, already
alarmed by the disclosures that have forced themselves nupon the
public. You must open up the books, turn on the lights, and drive
the undaunted rascals out of public life, and put stripes upon those
who deserve it.

The President in his message also felicitates the country on
having accomplished so much by way of legislation looking to
the control of trusts. He says:

With a nation as with & man the most important things are those of the
household, therefore thaconntgivr is especially to be co tulated on
what has been aw&l;pnahatd in the ecﬂmf pm;jdintfo for o} e exsmiga of
supervision over great corporations combinations of corporations
engaged in interstate commerce.

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, a year ago the sum of $500,000 was placed
in the hands of the judicial officers of this Government to enable
them to prosecute the trusts, to hunt down these thieves and
prosecute them. Yet, to-day, in the beginning of the year 1904,
we read constantly in the press of the aggression, the extortions,
the unmitigated robberies of the United States Steel Trust, and
your Attorney-General and your President, the trust buster from
Bay, seem never even to have heard of the existence of

that organization,

645
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Mr. GILBERT. The Attorney-General does not even mention
in his report the matter you of.

Mr. LITTLE. These combinations are not mentioned by the
President. The appropriation which I referred to, I am advised
by my friend from %mmcky, is not mentioned by the Attorney-
General in his report. Not only that, Mr. i , but we find
that this corporation has turned out, defenseless and without em-
Egymant, 62,000 of its workmen at this season of the year. It

not only done that, but it has ent down the of 200,000 of

its employees from 10 to 20 per cent. Not only that, but I have

Republican authority for the statement that it has robbed

40,000 honest investors, many of them the employees of this great

mi)ber institution, of more than $200,000,000. Yet the executive

and judicial officers of the Government have not been able to dis-
cover the existence of this criminal institution.

Not only that, we hear nothing of the great oil monopoly, we
hear nothing of the great sugar trust, except that it is laying its
hands upon the independent beet-sugar industry of the West and
taking it within its grasp.

We hear nothing of the great beef trust that continues to divide
the beefsteak of the poor man in half. There is no complaint
about that. Only yesterday I noticed an Associated Press dis-
patch that there is now being organized a great beef trust that
will involve all the packing houses of New England. Yet this
Administration is silent; like a sheep before its shearers, is dumb,
powerless to enforce the law or to attempt to enforce it; not will-
mgﬁven to institute civil proceedings against these highwaymen.

. Chairman, let me tell you that thtatﬁmﬁle will put men in
power next November who will enforce the law. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman, I will publish in connec-
tion with my present statement an editorial in the Philadelphia
Inquirer, a great stalwart Republican paper, which is a sup-
porter of the Administration, in which editor agrees with me
that the men who have done these great to the honest
people and the honest laborers of the United States ought not to
gtand higher than the ordinary thieves in this country. It is the
only Republican paper of importance that has been able to dis-
cover it, and I hope through its instrumentality that the atten-
tion of this Administration will be called to it.

[The Philadelphia Inquirer, Saturday morning, January 9, 1904.]

IT WAS A SHAMEFUL CONSPIRACY TO ROB THE PEOPLE OF THEIR BAVINGE.

The story of the paying and of the scaung and of the passing of the divi-
dend on the common stock of the United States Steel Corporation is the story
of an infamous assault upon the savings of the people. It is the story of a
”s'ifé}“f? oy R o %’1‘2 s °rb?ehu3‘:§uyutudmmhl 5
m a number of ¥ honorable and eminently 8
tized as scoundrels and arrested as swindlers
and put in jail as thieves if the operations in which they are engaged and in
which they amass their ns were conducted upon a emaller seale and if
they lacked the money wherewith to hire smart lawyers to tell them how to
rob with impunity and how to lie without personal risk. It is the story of
the most gigantic confidence game that was ever played with success upona
hypnotized community. It is a story of dishonor, of dishonesty, and of in-
Looh‘l.]li;henke'tth past in the light of th t it is easy to follow th
at the &) of the presen easy to follow the
inception and development of the diglholical plot whereby it was designed to
ruin or to d il the thousands of innocent investors, whose money it was
&ro%sed to divert into the n of the plotters. The organization of
e United States Steel Corpé:‘rstion was originally supposed to be a business
Enpoqitiou. having for its object the consolidation of a great industry and
e steadying of prices through the elimination of a ruinous competition.
The scheme was said to be to realize important economies through centrali-
zation, to retain large profits by cooperation, and to prevent the suicidal cut-
ting of rates, which had been the bane of the trade under the old conditions.
That is what the public was tolmeatedly, and that was the ground npon
which it was invited to put its dence and its money in the enterprise.
Buch was the theory, but the reality was quite different.
Habea Rl M Bl B ity
—sn veword! I Wasac yor, enable
moters—gmt is, J. P. Morgan & Co.—to make millions of unearned do
in the shape of commissions. It was an ingenious device contrived by Mr.

Morgan for the of conveying your money, our money, everybody’s
ﬁn&y who eonl(f mmmd ien?tlo Ee jeving in h{s pro‘biii{an.g d in h?;; pmym-
fi

gentlemen who would be

into his own already well-filled coffers. It was not in its essence or in its
intention a commercial proposition at all. It was a scheme for bleeding the
public of its cash, for ahaa.tg—-there is really no other i:&pmpmto word—
he widows and the orphans and all that crowd of unsophisticated people who
have old-fashioned ideas of honesty and do not understand the connection
between low fraud and high finance out of everithmg themght have to
ose, and along that line it certainly has been worked to the :

It ia a plain statement of fact to say that the people who put that common
stock upon the market and who ref,\reaentad that it a substantial and in-
trinsic value of its own were ty of abtainin§ money under pre-
tenses. They knew that what they were offering for sale had nothing in the
ghape of png%-ty behind it. They knew, as the public which was invited to

0

buy did not know, as it had no means of knowing, that it was all *bonus ™
stock, that it was nothing more than the chromo which had been :%nﬂm
stand.

to facilitate the transfer of the pm'{)eﬂ&for which it was allege
They knew that it had no more real substance than so much bottled
ghine; and, when knowing all that th itu
thing, they were guilty from the mo nt of
offense as that which, upon eonviction, sends the * " man to jail.
They wanted the public to buy steel common because they had rafts of it
for eale, and beeanse they knew the extreme desirability of selling it at the
hest price obtainable and at the earliest possible moment. To that end
one tmugulant pretense was piled on top of another, and d a period of
two years and a half about $30,000,000 were distributed in the shape of divi-
den > bnott bemu.sei:he usiness donre by the concern uélﬁﬂed the dim
ment, but becanse it was necessary for the purposes e plotters e
price of the stock should be sustained. They had so much of it that it took

oon-
n the public as a good
ew of precisely the same

a long time to work it off, anid it was essential that the ent of the divi-
dend should be maintained until that was accompl!shad.mm

Bo glnwingereports were E:bﬁshed. in whose veracity no intelligent man
any longer believes, and the management which published those reports
witha B%urpose, as s part of the conspiracy that was in course of execution,
received great praise for the honest ecandor which its action indicated, How
Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan and his pals must have irimmd at those eulogies!

The end and aim of the conspiracy was reached and its purpose accom-
plished when the men who had received the common stock in part payment
of their services as promoters, underwriters, barkers, or what not succeeded
in getting rid of their certificates. Then the pins were withdrawn, the bot-
tom fell out, and everything was allowed to go to smash. It ceased to be
to pay dividends on the common stock any longer, but just for the
ppearances, because it would not look well to stop the now accus-
tomed distribution all at once, the was not reached at a single bound.

The dividend was first cut in as a preliminary to the abolition which
had been all along intended, and this latter was effected at the next meeting.
The plot had been executed. However great a_failure the United States
Steel Cﬂrligll::ﬂon had been as a business enterprise, as a means of enriching
its promo’ it had proved a most conspicuons success. There is no means
of estimatin, tg’ how m::;}ymillionsot dollars it had served to transfer
from the pog'keta of the relatively poor to the pockets of the predatory rich,
but the sum must have been large enough, one would think, to satisfy the
cupidity of the most rapacious. One day last fall, after the decline had al-
ready gone pretﬁhr. a eorreﬁondent, wri from a fashionable watering
place, reported seen . J. Pierpont Morgan and ingenuously com-
mented upon his of serenity. Itisnot difficult to guness the secret of
that serenity. He realized in full.

And the public? Ob, the public can go ha'ng.n It has got e ience for its

and if it does not like the exchange, what is it going to doabout it?
That is the old question which is revived for the occasion by the more de-
flant of the conspirators, and the Inquirer is not at present prepared with
an answer. It may be that the whole gang of thieves and swindlers who en-
eered this colossal steal are too strongly intrenched behind the bulwarks
which crafty attorneys have reared for their protection to be within the
reach of the law., It may be thatrobbery not different in its essence from
that for which the pirate Morgan was hanged can now be committed with im-
'pnnji?' It may be that the men who have deliberately enriched themselves
out of the ruin of the thousands whom they deceived must be left now to
the enjoyment of their loot.

But,nsthmissuchnthm%as justice, as there is such a thing as hon "
as there is such a t as rig’ t,asmannndwomenhavehaaranndmln
and memories, and as in the end the interests of the majority will prevail,
this infamous outrage committed by organized wealth against the American
community will, sooner or later, in one way or another, attract and receive
its due retribution.

In the meanwhile the Inquirer, in the words of Emilia, says of the knaves
who commit these wholesale frands:

O Heaven, that such companions thou'dst unfold,

And put in every honest hand a whip

To lash the rascals naked through the world,
Even from the east to the west,

Mr. Chairman, this is plain talk from a leading Republican
journal and puts the issue squarely up to the officers intrusted
with the execution of the law.

No intricacies in this scheme of robbery, no excuse for it; an
acknowledged trust and combination for the purpose of monopo-
lizing and controlling the trade in the products of steel and iron.

‘With all the branches of the public service in the hands of the
Administration, with $500,000 of cash to aid in the prosecution,
and the President congratulating the country on the sufficiency
of the law, what can be the matter—gross indifference to duty
or willful neglect of the rights of the people, which?

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another question that is interest-
ing the people just now, and that is the nomination of the
tive parties for President. A prominent Republican was quoted
the other day as saying that ‘‘all the Republicans, at least the
official constabulary, were for Roosevelt, but none of them wanted
him.”” I believe that is substantially correct. You are not only
not in favor of him and do not want him, but you do not dare to
turn him down, for just as certain as you move him out of the
‘White House he will pull down her pillars on your head.

I want to read from another stalwart Republican paper, the
Commercial Tribune, of Cincinnati, of the strength of this pro-
posed candidate of the Republican party, Theodore Roosevelt, the
trust buster, [Laughter.] It says this:

THE HIDDEN HAND OF DEMOCRACY.

In our efforts to awaken Republicans to the dangers confronting the party
if Mr. Roosevelt should be the nominee, we have not overlooked nor been
oblivious to the important fact that there isa systematic and well-organized,
compact and solidified, steady and t power at work to counteract

our ses.
e do not allude to the members of our own party who differ with us as
to the foll"v of taking up Mr. Roosevelt.

Many of them sincerely favor him, the majority of those whodo so having
scarcely thought of the subject, and after so many years of success have not
dreamed of the possibility of defeat. ’

‘We know that when our people give attention and thought to the actual
gituation—earnest, sincere, unsel study of the risks we are asked to take
gth him as the nominee—there will be only one result, and our danger will

over.

HE WILL NOT BE NOMINATED.

‘We have men in our ranks whose names insure victory, Why take the one
name that threatens defeat?

Speaking of Roosevelt.

Let Republicans reflect for one moment upon the ominous unanimity with
which our Democratic foes assume that we are bound to nominate Roosevelt

Everybody who has sense enough fo stay out of the fire knows
that you are compelled to nominate him and can not avoid it.
Let Republicans note carefully the complete concert of action of all the

Democratic n in carefully the possibility of any other
Republican eﬁm% than the incumbent, t Bopublioatg; Hawnyto the
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Democratic sentiment in every voting precinct in the Union, and they will
find it knows no Republican but Roosevelt that is fitted for the nomination.

‘Why is it that these enemies of ours, so discordant upon their own candi-
dates and po}itgiaa. are so unanimously in favor of the Republicans nominat-
ing Roosevel

y is it?
Not through love of our party! Not t 'h affection for Roosevelt!
No! No! Their wish is father to the thought. Our political enemies have

instinctively detected and accurately measured his weakness with the voters,
and they are working with might and main to aid his nomination.

Ninety-nine out of every hundred Democrats from Canada's line to the
Gulf shore, from Maine to Oregon, are hoping and secretly rejoicing at the

ught of Roosevelt being the Republican candidate, By every means at
their command they are doing their best to fasten him upon the Republican
ticket, believing they will have *‘a walk over” if he. is their opponent.
The Ban Francisco Examiner, the Chicago American, the New York Amer-
ican, the Evening Journal, the Cincinnati Enquirer, the New York World,
the Pittsburg Post. one and all of them, take it for m daily assert it,
and studiounsly keep it before their readers that Mr. velt mﬁ be nomi-
}:latagfi‘ll., and at the same time they are confidently grooming candidates to de-

‘eat him.

Democratic hopes have grown tremendonsly since Roosevelt came into
power. Wesayitwith golg'nnnt that Roosevelt has given them stron,
and powerful reasons for hoj of success in case he is the candidate, an
has embarrassed the party whether he is a candidate or not.

Poor old party! You are embarrassed, and your embarrass-
ment will encompass your defeat.

The Democrats know full well his chronic and continually increasing
weakness in New York State. They have seen Maryland turned over com-
pletely to their party by and through Roosevelt's Administration.

They witn entucky, so nearly won to Republicanism under McKin-
ley, lined up solidly in Democratic ranks.

orth Carolina, taken by the Republicans, and two Senators acting with
our party, now represen in the te by two Democrats, and no hope of
Republican success in the State.

elaware Republicans torn to pieces by Roosevelt shifting and twisting
until they do not know whether they are afoot or on horseback, and are only
m&%atdt.’}m can not hold the State.
rado,

tto, and hopelessly gone; Utah, between Mormon troubles and
miners’ strikes, absolutely lost toggousevelt.

lndia.naspous ishing a Democratic mayor in the chief city of an always
doubtful State.

Boston %Bing a tremendons Democratic majority in the State election last
5““1&318’ , and piling 9,000 more npon it this present month at the mayor-
election,
tanch, true little Rhode Island, never recreant until Roosevelt became
President, electing a Democratic governor two terms in succession, and, if
she votes next year as she has done the past two, will give the Democratic
candidate for President her electoral votes.

The town elections of Connecticut showingR.]?amocmtic gains in every
direction this present year, and corresponding Republican losses.

The New Jersey elections telling the same sad story of discord and discon-
tent among our voters, and it is currently rted that the leading ﬁub-
lican of the State, Hon. Franklin Murphy, felt it his duty to tell t of
the powerful opposition in New York and New Jersey to his candidacy, and
to his election, if nominated. £

As to New York State itself, when veteran Republican prognosticators
and political {)rophets. while swearing fealty to Roosevelt, state we can elect
him witt-hout .?ta vote of New York, it is an open admission that Roosevelt
can not ca; A

Two yen.r:sy of Roosevelt in the White House have done all these things for
the Democratic party—why wonder that they desire his nomination?

They are secretly planning, plotting, and scgleming tothat end. They need
him as a candidate.

t’Iilh_uy are fully aware if some one else is the candidate they can accomplish
nothing.

Thisghjdde inimiecal foree is working night and day to nominate Roosevelt
and accomplish the Republican defeat.

If the Republican party should nominate FORAKER, HALE, ALLISON, FATR-
BANES, ELKINS, HANNA, DALZELL of Pennsylvania, Taft, Cornelius Bliss,
DrYDEN of New Jersey,or S8eth Low. our enemies would be powerless. Any
of these men are stronger in New York State than their party; any of them
are stronger in each and aver%smte in the Union than velt.

Nominate any of the R%;lm licans named, then Democratic hopes would
fade like darkness before the rising sun, and Republican banners would be
glorified by the golden gleam of victory,

If, however, the Ra"fqblican national convention concludes to gladden
Demoeratic hearts b; oing that which the:lr 80 eagerly dm& and the mem-
bers of it ehall say, ** We choose Roosevelt,” then, so say all of ua.

Mr, Chairman, I want tocall particular attention to the closing
paragraph of this article. The editor says:

But if the national convention says Roosevelt, then so say we all.

This willingness to walk into the jaws of defeat is truly com-
mendable, thongh pitiable—a great party that can not free itself
ﬁrom Rooseveltism when it sees the jaws of death gaping wide to

evour it.

I pity but I rejoice that it will be the means of restoring to the
people their rights. In conclusion I can only offer this consola-
tion and say:

Come, disappointment, come,
But not in thy terrors clad;

Come in thy meekest, saddest form,
To the wicked and the bad.

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams].
- Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, as a custom I
think it is beneath the dignity of this House to take any notice of
after-dinner speeches, but when the party in opposition, elated by
their municipal victory in New York City, a victory won by cater-
ing for the votes of those who desire free license in rum and free
license in immorality, wish to celebrate this victory by a feast to

which is bidden all the ex-dignitaries of their party, the ex-Presi-
dent and some of his Cabinet, ex-Senators and ex-Congressmen
galore, and they assemble in their hoped-for harmony fo put forth
the principles‘on which they shall appeal to the country, and one
of the great leaders promulgated the platform upon which they
proposed to stand, and an ex-Secre of State took it upon him-
self to forcefully and vigorously criticise the foreign policy of the
Republican Administration—he opened his remarks with the state-
ment that this municipal contest been taken up by the people
and fought out on national issues—I wish to state for the benefit
of those who are about to cast their ballots that this free licenss
in rum and free immorality is a national issue that will appeal to
the people of the country, but not in the way that they expected.
r. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Thestatementof the gentleman is a libel
on the decent le of this country.

Mr. ADAM@? Pennsylvania. I decline to yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I wish the people to consider
the issues that the Democratic party submit to the American
people. They generally find they are decided adversely to their
party, and on this particnlar question we have placed upon the stat-
ute book the removal of the canteen from the Army of the United
States and forbidden the sale of liquor in the Natiomal Capitol.
So I think that it is an unfortunate action for them, as the result
of their great municipal contest, for their great leaders to take up
and say it was fought ont on national issues. In doing so they
have taken an issue which will rebound upon themselves. It is
one upon which the people have already set their stamp upon in
this Hall of its National Legislature.

The ex-Secretary of State then turned his attention to foreign
affairs, and he adverted to the ‘* needless war against Cuba*’ and
the ‘“wanton war against Colombia.”’ Strange sentiments to
come from the ex-Secretary of State of the Cleveland Administra-
tion! The war with Spain may have been needless, but if that is
true the responsibility lies at the door of the Democratic party
more than anyone else in this country. Had the Cleveland Ad-
ministration taken a firm position with Spain and insisted that
the wrongs of Cuba should be ameliorated or righted instead of
consulting with the Spanish minister and the rich Cuban plant-
ers, that war might never have taken place. And when the Re-
publican Administration had to meet thisquestion, and that great,
patient, peaceful man, William McKinley, was doing all in his
power to find a peaceful solution of that guestion, those of you
who were here in those days and those who kept abreast of pub-
lic discussion in the nation will remember that the Democratic
party hounded the Administration for two years to recognize the
independence of Cuba.

As the chairman of the subcommittee on those resolutions I
carried them around in my pocket in order to prevent that issne
being forced npon the conntry, while William McKinley endeav-
ored with all the force and courage at his command to avoid that
calamity. And it is a historical fact now well known that nego-
tiations were already under way looking to the peaceful solution
of that question when the unfortunate explosion of the Mainein
the harbor of Habana took place, and then you might as well
have tried to stay the.current of Niagara as to try to stop the
wrath of the American people that sought for revenge for the
Ic;ss_of their noble sons who went down in that treacherous ex-
plosion.

Mr. Chairman, * The wanton war on Colombia!’’ For such an
expression to come from a man versed in international law as is
Mr. Olney, whom I wish to say I hold in the highest regard and
am proud to believe that he considers me worthy to be one of his
friends—that sach a term should have been used, when I would
like him or anyone to point out any act of war that has taken
place on the part of this country with regard to Colombia.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. ADAMS of P lvania. I have declined to yield to a
gentleman on the other gide.

Mr, HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Apans] will allow me, I should like to read a paragraph from a
Democratic platform on this very subject.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman with
pleasure.

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to read a paragraph from the plat-
form upon which James Buchanan was elected President of the
United States—adopted in 1856.
£hm states moet Ieommatintaly ftareio T i ol St the At ot
for a free communication ‘beéveen the Atlantic and Pacific oceans constitutes
one of the most important achievements i by the spirit of modern
times and the unconquerable energy of our people. That result should be

secured by a ﬁmet{ and efficient exercise of the control which we have the
right to claim over it, and no power on earth should be suffered to impede or
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clog its by any interference with the relations it mgsnit our policy
to ests between our Government and the governments of the states
e L L Art i o Al et AT E Do
our pr erance e n ou 5

mﬁmt in view of s0o commanding an tnt.erust_tﬁa people of the
United States can not but sympathize with the efforts which are being made
bﬁ people of Central America to nerate that portion of the continent
W, covers the passage across the interoceanic isthmus,

That was Democratic doctrine in 1856,

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to the gen-
tleman and ask him, what has this got to do with the methods
by which Mr. Roosevelt obtained it?

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, from the declaration of the Democratic
ﬁﬂ:y that we have the right to determine the method, that we

ve the right to move out of the way anybody who attempts to
interfere with the exercise of our preponderating interest.

Mr. KNAPP. Read the next clause.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Iowa for furnishing this historical proof on the point
about which I was just proceeding to elaborate. I have no idea
of opening up in my few remarks again the question relating to
Panama, for I consider that that question been very well
thrashed out; but I do wish to defy anyone, and it has not been
done yet, to show under international law any act of war that has
been done by the United States toward Colombia, and unless you
wish to deny the contents of every official document, and S8

on wish to impugn the word of the officers of the United States

avy, you can not find a foundation for any such charge, and the
only allusion to the canal that I wish to make, which, as I say,
has just been em ized by the quotation from the platform way
back in the election of James Buchanan, where the doctrine was
1aid down even stronger than it was ever claimed by anybody on
behalf of the Republican party, that the curious phase of the
Democratic is that in all the discussion that has taken place
vou have claimed that the President ghould have gone and taken
the Nicaragua route, that the most of you prefer that route, and
yet it shows up the same inconsistency of the record of your
Eal;rty, that the first official act of Grover Cleveland, almost, in

is first term in the White House, was to withdraw the Freling-
huysen-Zavalla treaty for the construction of the Ni
Canal, which had been enacted and was in the Senate with a good
chance of ratification. The first act of your President was to
withdraw that treaty, for which he never stated a reason fo the
Senate of the United States, and thereby prevented the accom-
plishment of what yon gentlemen have wanted so much, and
which, in the lapse of time from then to now, would have been
an accomplished fact. And bad it not been for that act of your
execntive head no such situation as you object to now could pos-
sibly exist. .

As I say, I have no desire to reargue the Panama question, be-
cause it has already been debated in this House, and in which I par-
ticipated. Now, Mr, Chairman, the ex-Secretary, Mr. Olney, in
closing his remarks nominating Mr. Cleveland as the candidate
of the Democratic party and holding him up as a conservative man
which the business interests of the country conld frust, and for
that reason he was the best man for his party to put forth, it at
once recalled to my mind, as I read that on, another act
of the ex-President of the United States, and that, too, with the
advice and guidance of his ex-Secretary of State, who in the same
speech objected to our interfering in foreign affairs to the extent
which they claimed we were doing, and saying that we should
mind our own business.

Why, Mr. Chairman, of all the arbitrary acts that were ever
done by an Executive of our country the greatest was that mes-
sage President Cleveland sent overnight to the Senate on the
Venezuelan boundary question, and submitted the argument con-
tained therein for the position he was about to take, and that
was that the United States would appoint a commission, that
they shonld examine the question, and if the two disputing coun-
tries did not agree to the report of our commission, that he held
himself responsible, and he knew what that involved, for all that
might take place. Noargumentwas ever reenforced by a threat,
no sitnation was ever stre ened by a menace, and this alleged
ronservative candidate by that overnight message precipitated a

ic in business circles throughout thiscountry than which there
been none more severe or more far-reaching in its results.

This same ex—Secretu.l}v who says we should mind our own busi-
ness I think mnst have forgotten an article that but a short time
ago he had written for the Atlantic Monthly, where he proposes
very different views from those contained in his post-prandial
speech, But conditions change, Mr. Chairman, when a man is
out of office and sits down calmly to write an article for a maga-
zine; the ﬁ-ameothjsmindisver]{mdjﬁerentﬁ'oﬁnwﬁ?the?r?d-
dential bee may be buzzing in his bonnet, when he speaks for

applause and fo the prejudices of the people. All honor
to Mr. Olney for the annunciation of what I am about to read,
and as a matter of history it is almost wonderful it should have

become a prophecy, and yet at the time of its utterance none could
actually foresee what then might occur.

by some extraordinary accident that China is to be divided up among certain
European states, but that they , and are likely, by all sorts of vexa-
d discriminating duties and impositions to utterly ruin trade between
China and this country. Does the rule of the Farewell Address apply to
to such a case? These questions can be answered but in one way, angp noth-
e oo g bbb oo e
e want of Wer e resistance an
4 pared with t.hpo nonresis' i

tance.

o foreign question or controversy present itself, appealing however
foreibly to our Bﬁ thies or sense of m:'light. what hxp'pnnz the mgmant it is
suggested that nited States sh seriously participate in its settle-
ment? A shiver runs through all the ranks of capital lest uninterrupted
course of money making be interfered with. The cry of “jingo comes
in various quarters. Advocatesof atany price make themselves lmm'?
Hoenita bar 50 all postiive Bcuon. 1o Thit & ceealtabls part f0r 5 Sreat o
a v f n. ac e part fora t na-
tion to play in the affairs of the world? o

For éxample, it can not be intermeddling with the current course of Enro-
'g;an.n politics to protect American citizens and American interests wherever
the world they may need such protection. It cannot be intermeddling to
Eus.rd our trade and commerce and to see to it that its natural development
not frandulently or forcibly or unfairly arrested. T for instance, the

case of American ons and missionaries in Turkey and assume for pres-

ent purposes that missionaries have been maltreated and their property de-

stroyed under circumstances which call upon Turkey to make reparation.

‘Why, sir, instead of his undertaking to hold the doctrine there
of minding our own business, the ex-Secretary almost points out
the course that was followed by this country when, in 1900, that
contingency arose. Furthermore, in another part of the same
article, the Secretary advocates even a stronger doctrine, and it
is Oéliﬁn of the most patriotic utterances I ever had the pleasure of
reading: f

The mission of this country, if it has one, as I verily believe it has, is not
merely to pose, but to act, and, while always governing itself by the rules of
prudence and common sense and making its own special interests the first
and paramount objects of its care, to forego no fitting opportunity to further

m :;byvgﬁéi&% mcﬁm cally as well as theoretically, by timely
Wi o
Mr. Chairman, that has been the course of the Republican
my, upon which now the Secretary finds reason to criticise.
& was our course and conduct in regard to Cuba. That isour
course relating to China and now in our new possessions that have
from the control of a foreign country to our own control.
urely history does not and can not show, among a practically
uneducated geople outside of Manila, such progress as has been
made in the development, education, and civilization, introducing
to the people the example of what good government should be, as
has taken place in the few years we have had control of the Phil-
ippine Islands.

It is a very curious fact, but President Cleveland seems to have
had a penchant for undoing everything that had been accom-
plished before he came into office. In a few remarks that I made
on Colombia I expressed my regret that, unfortunately, the for-
eign relations in our country are En.mpere& by changes in domestic
Fﬂitics. It is unfortunate for any country that a change of po-
itical power will change its doctrine in to foreign affairs.
It prevents that perpetuity of contract which every nation shounld
be in a position to maintain. It makes other nations hesitate to
make treaties with us because they may be abrogated by changes
in domestic politics. It is a most unfortunate feature of our
democratic government, but we can not help it.

I am abouf to illustrate this feature in a very strong case,
brought about by the act of President Cleveland. He was hardly
in office—in office but a few days, for the second term—when
he at once withdrew the treaty for the annexation of Hawaii from
the Senate of the United States, where it was pending for ratifica-
tion, and he did not deign to state any reason why he did so. We
all know what took place. A long delay, the utter confusion in
these islands between the conflicting interests of those who had
established the republican form of government and those who
clung to the royal house and wished the restoration of the King,
We all know that the extraordinary episode that took place by
the appointment of a minister to the new Republic of lgamuna,
which has been questioned by the Democrats in the Senate, is
without foundation, falls into insignificance by the act of Grover
Cleveland in appointing the *‘ paramount commissioner, Mr.
Blount, who went to Hawaii accredited to nobody, arrived onthe
islands, examined everybody who did not know anything, and
absolutely refused to send for the officers of the provisional gov-
?ar}:;meni‘;c those who were acquainted with the facts and what had

en place.

And so the delay took place. There was utter confusion in the
business interests and development of those islands as a result.
It was not until under the wise action of the Repﬁchc;n;;‘furty and
by an act of Congress that these islands were i into the
fold of our country, with all the benefits that were to acerne there-
from, and now those that visit them can see the different condi-
tions that prevail. :
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored in afew words to reply
to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman, the ex-Secretary
of State. Coming from him, they were worthy of notice, even
from the standpoint of postprandial effort. But, sir, I think I
have shown that his criticisms and the attack of the Republican
Administration in its foreign affairs are without foundation. On
the contrary, I could draft the differences between what has been
done by our great Secretary of Statein the Far East. Icould
point out the doors about to be opened in China; I could show
that the canal is to be an accomplisbed fact; I could show that
we have cast onr protecting hand over the le that have been
threatened with oppression; I could show that the United States
has assumed such a position among the nations of the earth that
no conntry dares to take a step now or makeany move on the chess-
board of diplomacy without first asking what are the views of the
United States on that question, -

The political party and the Administrafion that can bring the
country to such a position of power among the nations of the
earth and to such a place in the gniding of the events which go
to help the progress of the world’s course toward a higher civili-
zation is one of which any Secretary of State may well be proud
and which any Administration may place upon its records, and
when we go to the country and appeal for the su;:gort of the peo-
ple it will be found that the Administration of the Republican
party will receive the indorsements and not the cavil of theelect-
ors, who by their votes will say that what was done under Wil-
liam McKinley and what is now being done under Theodore
Roosevelt shows that wisdom which comes from the experience of
years, and the people who have intrusted with power this party
for so many years will continue to do so so long as we act in the
wise and justifiable way we have done. [Applauseon the Repub-
lican side.

Mr. BINGHAM rose.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish the gentleman would permit me
five minutes before he goes on with any speakers upon his side.

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD].

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate that the
gentlemzm from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAus] did not confine his

iscussion to questions of great national importance of which he
speaks with much fluency and equal inaccuracy. The opening
statement of his speech, that the recent municipal campaign in
the city of New York was won by the Democratic party by appeal-
ing to those who favored ** free rum and free immorality,” was a
gross and infamous slander u the decent people of the great
metropolis of this country. [Applause on the Democratic side,
It is unworthy of any man who occupies a seat upon the floor o

is House; it is unworthy of any man whose heart is animated
by the inspirations of dwenc{nio g0 asperse the motives of his late
colleague, George B. McCltllan, a man of unimpeachable integ-
rity, one against whose public career and whose character noth-
ing could be said in a very bitter campaign, a man who has the
greatest respect for and who lives in the greatest fear of bringing
discredit m the namse of an illustrious parent whom he reveres
above all things else, by asserting that he desired to obtain public
office in such a way. [Applanse on the Democratic side.]

No one who had the faintest spark of decency in his composi-
tion would have said that such a man WOW for the suf-
frages of his fellow-citizens because he desi to hold office
through the support of those who favored “ free rum and free
immorality.”’ . Chairman, it was not my purpose to enter
into a discussion—

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 'Will the gentleman permit me
one moment?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, sir.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I did not mention Mr. McClel-
lan’s name or anything of the kind.

Mr, FITZGERALD. No, sir; I will not permit an interrup-
tion. The gentleman refused to allow me to interrupt him, al-
though he had lots of opportunity. [Applause and laughter on
the Democratic side.] I desire to resent this infamous slander
upon the decent people of New York; it should not have been
uttered in this House.

This is not the place to discuss the reasons for the recent suc-
cess of the Democratic party in New York City. It might be
sufficient to say that the city is naturally Democratic and that
therefore a Democrat was elected to office. It would be ** carry-
ing coals to Newcastle” to suggest that in the gentleman’s own
city (Philadelphia) those who favored ‘* free rum and free immo-
rality "’ are those who have made possible and have maintained
the most corrupt government in this country by putting into
office officials who catered to that class of people. The recent
élection in New York City was won by the ocrats, first, be-
cause they tgl:;eentedamanagainst whom not a single word conld
be said, ei as to his public career or his character; second,

because the people had confidence in the integrity and the deter-
mination of the Democracy to give such an administration as was
desired by the people, and which would be honest and upright
and free from some of the infamous abuses for which the last
fusion administration was noted.

The Low administration came into power in a campaign in
which it was charged that the Democracy during the Van Wyck
administration, through its annual budget, had stolen from ten
to fifteen millions of dollars a year—had unnecessarily expended
that sum and, in fact, had stolen it. In the fall of 1901, prior to
the election of Mr. Low, the board of estimate made up a budget
for the then coming year. The Low administration came info
gower as a result of the election that year, and in Jan , 1902,

espite this oft-repeated charge that the Democratic administra-
tion had deliberately stolen and had unnecessarily in its budget
from ten to fifteen millions of dollars every year, the Low board
of estimate, in makmf up its first budget, was unable to bring
it within $2,000,000 of the amount fixed by the previons Demo-
cratic administration.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman from Georgia for
five minutes more. '

Mr, LIVINGSTON. I have not the time.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I ask unanimous consent, Mr,
Chairman, to have five minutes—

Mr. BINGHAM. I shall have to object to an extension of the
limitation which was fixed by the House.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania
to yield me five minutes of his time. [Laughter.]

Mr. BINGHAM. I refer the gentleman from New York to
the courtesy of the gentleman from Georgia. Idonot think that
I have the right to take the time allotted to this side. -

Mr. GSTON (to Mr. FITzGERALD). Goahead.

The CHATRMAN. Howmuch time does the gentleman from
Georgia yield to the gentleman from New York?

Mr, GSTON. Five minutes. :

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there was another reason
for the success of the Democratic gm-ty, and it is well that the
gentleman from Pennsylvania should know it. The decent people
of the city of New York were enraged by some of the infamous
practices of the Low administration, which did something un-
heard of in the history of this country. Those officials took the
public money of the city of New York and gave it to their police
officers and sent them out searching for the poor unfortunate
prostitutes on the streets of the city; and they used the public
money to debauch those women, and then brought them into
court and prosecuted them for the violation of the statutes. The
decent people of New York resented that infamous practice.
And yet the gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. Apans| has the
courage to stand up in this House and say that those who
favored * free rum and free immorality !’ put the present Demo-
cratic administration of New York City into power.

I suggest that the gentleman might well ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw his remarks, because I know that upon reflec-
tion he will realize that he has said that which he will ever

regret.

%E. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman assumes that in a dis-
cussion of great international questions (which I have already
said he discusses with much fluency and equal inaccuracy) he
might inject this nasty, mean, contemptible, unworthy reflection
upon more than 200,000 people and not be called to account for it.
Does he know that a relative of the President of the United
States—a very distinguished gentleman, Robert Roosevelt—was
one of the most active supporters of Mr. McClellan in the last
campaign? Does he know that such men as August Belmont,
John D. Crimmins, and men of their standing——

A MeMeER on the Republican side. Is that all?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; that isnot all. Thereare 60,000 ma-
jority of them—but I donot wish to burden the RECORD with their
names—who supported the Democratic party. Does the gentle-
man remember that the senior Senator from the State of New
York [Mr. PrLaTT], in di ing the recent election, attributed
Mr. Low’s defeat to the fact that he was the most egotistical and
selfish man that he had ever known in his public career?

Just let the gentleman read the New York Press for a few days,
or let him search its files, and he will obtain sufficient informa-
tion regarding the recent election to convince him that the utter-
ance which he has made on this floor is unworthy of him.

A distinguished clergyman of the city of New York stated a
few days after the election that ‘“ the lid of hell would be taken
off now that Tammany had come into power.” What a sore dis-
appointment undoubtedly it is to some of my Republican friends
that not only has ** the lid of hell” not been taken off, but it has
been nailed down more firmly than the Low administration ever
dared to fasten it; and it will remain that way during the contin-
uance of this Democratic administration in the city of New York,
[Applause on the Democratic side. ]




650

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 12,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALzELL having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINBON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed the following resolutions:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with d

sensibility the announce-
ment of the death of Hon. WiLLiAyM W. SKILES, late a Representative from
the Btate of Ohio. :

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the presiding
officer to join the committee appointed on the Fart of the House of Repre-
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House
of Representatives—

and that in compliance with the foregoing resolutions the Presi-
dent pro tempore had appointed as a committee on the of the
Senate Mr. HANNA, Mr. FORAKER, Mr, FAIRBANKS, Mr. MCCREARY,
and Mr, CuLvroa,

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BINGHAM, I yield five minutes of the time on this side
of the House to my colleague, the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. McCLEARY].

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Chairman, it seems probable .that in
the campaign of this year one of the prominent questions to be
discussegwi]] be that of the tariff. A great many people will
come up to this question with a sincere desire to get infor-
mation thereon. ter in the session I expect to discuss this ques-
tion quite fully. At this time I ask ({:ennisaion of the House to
insert in the RECORD an article, candid in character, judicial in
temper, and lucid in expression, prepared by the distinguished
economist, Mr. John P. Young, of San Francisco.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to inserting in the REc-
oRrD a document referred to by the gentleman from Minnesota?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The article referred to is as follows:

WHY FIRST VOTERS BHOULD BE PROTECTIONISTS—WHAT I8 FREE TRADE?

‘When the Cobdenites gave the name *free trade” to their fiscal poli
they thought they were acting shrewdly. There issomethingabout the word®
“frea” t is very alluring. Ita to most men in a way that no other
word can. Itisnot nswmaijng, erefore, that it * canght on at once.
In & very short time after the term I Co; osts of writers began
They accepted the cue furnished by the hnpmesionﬁa

to sound its praises. ly {

of the ester school of economists, and to laud a system which

they said would bring peace to the earth and produce will among men,
li} lieved all they said,

ubtless many who gave expression to these ideas
and some of them took pains to point out that “free trade™ did not mean
exactly what the two words imghed, but the most of them obscured the
fact that there must be taxation of some kind, and that therefore it would be
impossible to devise any plan by which production could escape its share of
the burden of government. 1

In short, the glamonr of the words to eonceal from the people
moet interested—the British masses—that the purpose of free trade was to
shift the incidence of taxation in such o manner that the people best able to
pay should be called n%c;n for the smallest contributions.

any years before the abrogation of the corn laws, Adam Smith, in his

‘Wealth of Nations, had pointed out that taxes on the necessaries of life
did not work an injury to the toilers. %Baald with exceeding plainness:

“The advanced price (caused by taxation) of such manufactures asare real

of life and are destined for the consumption of thetgoor ¥ & e

must be compensated to the poor by a further advancement of their wages.”

No one has seriously attempted to dispute this assertion of Doctor Smith.
It would be useless to do so, t{em Eng_law the theory of ** the
living wage™ is maintained. hen the working c in a country deliber-
atel al:ldge rsistently advocate “‘a living wage,” they give expression to
Bmith's idea that they must be recompensed with increased wages for any
tax placed upon the ni consumed by them. i

ot only have the toilers of Great Britain reco the axiomatic force
of Smith's assertion, the class to which he spoke directly also took it to heart
and put his suggestion into execution. The learned doctor said:

“The midd and superior ranks of people, if they understood their own
interest, ought always to oppose all taxes on the necessaries of life, as well as
all direct taxes upon the wages of labor, The final payment of both oneand
the other faHs altogether upon themselves, and always with a considerable

o j
Here we find the mainspring of those who framed the fiscal policy of the

United Kingdom. They knew that taxes on n es could not be made

to stick to the workingmen, so ** the middling and superior ranks of peo]iull;,;

under the disingenuous pretext of hel @ poor, abolished taxes w

the foremost economist Ea.d explicitly ed could not affect that class.

They went a step further, for Adam Smith's suggestions were well ronnded
out. He did not confine himself to describing the kind of taxes which could
not nfitgct the workingman; he indicated those which could be made to stick.
He said:

“Taxes upon luxuries have no tendency to raise the price of any other
eommodities except that of the commodities taxed.”

Here was a pointer. It was one that a; led to *‘the middling and supe-
rior ranks of people,” because it indicated a mode by which the heaviest part
of the burden of taxation could be placed on the masses.

It was swi upon. As rapidly as possible the incidence of taxa-
tion was shif The taxes on necessaries were removed, because they
could not be made to stick to the worker, for the reason mentioned by Smi
and a careful system of taxing lnxnries was devised, which had for its objec
the imposition of the major part of the burden of taxation upon the to1itng

INASSes,

The term “eareful" isusedadvisedly. Inadoptingthe Bg'stemct taxinglux-
uries the British statesmen kept in mind the advice of Adam Smith and
singled out those of the workingmanand deliberately excluded those of * the
superior and mid ranks " of the inhabitantsof Great Britain. Tobacco,
tea, rum, spirits, nnﬁ%eer, which are chiefly consumed by the workersof the
U om, were made dutiable orsubjected toexcise, whilekid gloves,
the other articles nsed by the rich wereexempted from taxation.
the total sum derived from taxation in the United om was
£122,549,000. Of this amount, £31,047,000 was from 000 from

excise, £1 ,000 from estates and duties, £7.772,000 from stamps, £2,502,000
from la.ndtgil and honse duty, and £35,879,000 ¥rom incomes, 2

_If this enumeration of the sources of British revenue is carefully scruti-
nized the ingenuity of the framers of the tax will at once be realized. It will
be seen that more than one-half of the total revenues of Great Britainis de-
rived from those persons least able to E 3

The £10,567,706 from tobacco, the EB&Q&? from teql, the £2211,811 from
rum, the £8,300,997 from sugar and glucose, the £17,647.421 from the spirit
excise, and the £18,276,078 from beer are almost wholly taken from the work-
ing classes. A large part of the land tax and house duty amounting to
£2,602,000 is passed on to tenants who are often toilers, and while the income
tax is su to bear y upon those from whom it is derived, it ma;
reasonably be assumed that men whose revenues are gained from industria
or trading operations practice methods which enable them to place a good
deal of tax en the shoulders of the T.

‘When it is stated that more than of the taxes are drawn from the toil-
ers of the United dom the claim that free trade works in the interest of
the masses is at once dissipated,and when to this statement is added the fact
that in the United Kingdom less than 2 per cent of its es hold about
three times as much Ewat.a t{:u%eny asall the remainder, and that 93 per
cent of the le hold less than 8 per cent of the accumulated wealth, it isat

tire system of taxation is so arranged that it relieves
the rich and oppresses th

once seen that the en
e 5

In this mequitable distribution of the burden of taxation we find the real
motive for the change in the incidence, and in the fact that the United King-
dom collects £81,047,000 from customs duties we have a refutation of the
claim that trade is free.

‘With what truth can the assertion be made that a country has free trade
while it is collecting £5,792,967 annually from tea? Will the ese who ex-
port tea to England regard the placing of a heavy import on their partic-
ular product as conclusive evidence on that point? n Americans whosend
a large part of the tobacco, from which a duty of £10,567,706 is mualliool-
lec the ?orts of the United Kingdom as freely opened to them?
Can the other foreigners who help to make up the ag of £31,047,000
collected from them by Great Britain in the form of customs duties see
where the utility of suc comes in?

The more the guestion is investigated the more thoroughly convinced
must the impartial investigator of the British fiscal system me that its
prime object is to shift the chief burden of taxation onto the shoulders least
able to bear it, and that the result is proving disastrous.

THE CHEAP LOAF.

The Cobdenite will doubtless scorn the imputation that the policy he ad-
vocates has any other purpose in view than the freedom of trade, but the
evidence is indisputable that the practice in Great Britain is to make it fit
the fiscal plans of those who guide the destiny of the nation.

I have shown that the British collect the vast sum of over $150,000,000 an-
nus!lt{m the form of duties on commodities imported from foreign countries
into the United Kingdom. It isa misnomer to call a system ucing such
results free trade.

The fact that some articles are admitted without paying duty does not
constitute freedom of trade. If it did, the United States would have to be
T ed as a free-trade country, because it imports annually between four
an dﬂrﬂa hnnd;:jddmiﬂion dollars’ worth of foreign merchandise upon which
no duties are 3 :

As I showed in my first talk, nlterior motives prompted the adoa:)jon of
the British fiscal sy% ‘Whether we consider the purpose of
which was to secure cheap food for mannfacturing operatives in the Uni
KEingdom, so that their empltaem might be able to reduce wages, or that of
the statesmen who acted on the hint of Adam Smith and adjusted taxes so
that the *superior and middling classes” were relieved of the test part
of the burden of supporting the Government, we can not fail to note an
absence of candor in dealing with the question which amounts to positive

duplicity.

Eli’ntul;e talks several phases of the dlshégunuousm of the adherents of
Cobden will be dealt with. Inthis I will endeavor to confine myselfasclosely
:;Possibla to demonstmﬁnf that the campaign for a cheap loaf during the

tation over the repeal of the corn laws was not honest, and that the ac-
ceptance of the advice of Cobden and Bright has proved disastrous to the

people.

It is snuglpithed fact that duﬂnﬁithe reﬂ:eal agitation orators in the cities

1d the British workingmen that the abolition of the corn duties would give
them cheap bread. In the country they told a different sto: They tried
to reassure the farmer by pointing out that he had a nat protection in
the distance of foreign competitors which would assure him against baing
undersold, and they even added that the increased business which woul
result from the change in fiscal policy would redound to the advantage of
British agriculture.

If my reader has any doubt regarding the acouracy of this statement, he
may consult Trumbull's Free Trade Struggle in England, in which the in-
consistent attitnde of the Cobdenites is deseribed with charmi % naiveté;
or he may turn to J. Thorold Rogers's article on “ Free trade” in the Ency-
clcﬁ.edh ritannica, where the writer, as late as 1876, declared British agri-
culture was safe from the assault of foreigners. The pages of Mills's Prin-
ciples of Political Economy also contain tesﬁmon; which establishes the
truth of the assertion that it was the common belief in the United Kingdom
tl;nt its agricultural interests would benefit rather than suffer from freedom
of trade.

It was long after the battle had been won and not until the British agri-
culturist had begun to feel the evil effects of the practice of foreign countries
dumping thairsgglnsea of ¢ s on the markets of the United Kingdom
that the cold-blooded doctrine was preached that if a man was ruined and
gra}m 0111]:.i of ﬁge m:ﬁd.u.ntry he could turn his attention to some other mode of

alive A

Butgt.he British are begi to realize the heartlessness underlying the
easy assumption that men driven out of one pursuit may easily adapt them-
selves to something else, and they are now rapidly coming to understand the
hideous humbug conta in the promise of the cheap loaf.

‘What a mockery it is to speak of the cheap loaf in the same breath that
the admission is made that millions are starving for bread in the United King-
dom. How canthatbe re%'nrdpd ascheap which is unattainable by 30 per cent
of the population of Great Britain? )

This is not a protectionist accusation. It is evidence furnished by Sir

ch made by him at Perth on the ith of

Henry Campbell ina
June, 1903, in which he denounced Colonial Secretary Chamberlain's prefer-
ential plan of treating the colonies. Sir Ham;y said:

“In this coun we w, thanks to the investigations of Mr. Seebohm
Rowntree and Mr. Charles Booth, that there is about 80 per cent of our pop-
ulation underfed and on the verge of hunger. Thirty per cent of forty-one
millions comes to something over twelve millions.”

Bear in mind that this is not a protectionist attemﬂ to emphasize the fail-
are of the *cheap-loaf™ policy, but that it is the deliberate admission of a
leading British free trader, and that it was backed up by the formation of
“antistarvation ™ clubs throughout the United K.lnzdgm.




1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

651

In short, the net result of overhalf a century of free trade in Great Britain

has been to to the verge of starvation twelve millions or more of its
gppu]ation, and the only defense that can now be urged in favor of the reten-
noonoffthepolic is that it must be adhered to in order to prevent other mil-
ns from 5
This outcome be compared later on with the fruits of the protective
policy, but before lem‘lng'c e subject of the * cheap loaf,” it is desirable to
ot o firm grip upon the fact that the free-trade policy of the United King-

m did not procure that boon for the British Eﬁ&g

As s matter of fact, the abrogation of the corn laws has had no
sarious effect on the cost of b in the United Kingdom. Thisis proved by
the indisputable evidence of price lists. Here are the averages of the selling
price of wheat per t%narter, taken from Whittaker's Almanac, and covering
a ?Qfﬂ of twenty-two years—that is, ten years before and ten years after
re g

Wheat prices per quarter before and after repeal of corn laws.

ZREHRRSIRSLB
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Note that eight years after repeal the British were paying 2s. a quarter
more for wheat than the highest average price duri he ten years pre-
oedm&;.ha abrogation of the corn laws. Also fix in mind the uncontroverted
fact t times were better in the United Kingdom in 1854, 1855, and 1858,
when the average price of corn was 72s., 74s., and 69s,, respectively, than dur-
during the three years , when it was 83s., 40s., and 53s. a quarter.

Is it possible to draw any other inference from a presentation of this kind
than that of Colonial S8ecretary Chamberlain, who asserts that the main thing
is not the cost of bread, but the ability to cFe'c it?

The masses in the United Kingdom, and, for that matter, in all parts of the
world, must work to bread. The chief thing, then, is to get work. If
that isto be obtained, the bread getting becomesa comparatively easy matter.

Cheapness is a delusion. The countries in which it is the most striking
feature are the most degraded on God's footstool.

The basis of cheapness is the degradation of the manual worker. In the
lands in which the toiler puts a just estimate on the value of his labor there
is always comparative dearness.

Dearness and cheapness are meaningless terms when interpreted by price
lists. True cheapnesscan only be measured satisfactorily by ining the
standard of hvin¥ of peoples,

If they have plenty to eat, and plenty to wear, and may gratify their ss-
t.uhljatic daairag,e people are living cheaply, no matter what the mmivl;s,l cost of

ngs ma .

British zme-t:mders suy that the United States is a dear country. So it is,
and it i3 so because the standard of living of the mnasses is high. And the
standard is high because higher wa; are demanded in this country. But
% American worker attains real cheapness; he gets things. That is the

chstone.

Great Britain has the claim made for it by the free-traders that it is acheap
country, but it is a dear land for the toiler to live in. Twelve million out of
41,000,000 Britons are on the ve of starvation,

China is a cheap country ; 80 is India. Human labor is held very
cheaply in both those lands, and the result is that the masses are constantly
steepad in poverty and menaced by starvation. In spite of the so-called
“eheapness’ the people don’t get e '

‘We repeat it is only in the so-called *dear™ countries that the masses get
thinqs, and the degree of attainableness is about in the ratio of the “‘dear-
ness.”

THE STANDARD OF LIVING.

Time devoted to the study of the question of the standard of living can not
bawasted. Itisthe mostimportant problem mankind is called npon to solve,
:g a bliunde_ar t? made in laying the foundation the result may be the destruc-

on of society.

The Cobdenites went about the solution of this important problem in a
MANNET repu t to the sense of consistency. Professing to be workjng:or
the amelioration of the masses, they formulated a 'poli? which could have
no other outcome than that p. y deseribed in the assertion of free-
E'hade leaders—that at least 30 per cent of the population of Great Britain go

ungering.

The “ch%ap-luaf " theorists

practically accepted as an economic basis the
horrid assumption that it is right, &ropar, and unavoidable that the toiling
masses should compete with each other, and by their competition determine
the wsawhich would mark the limit of subsistence.

The Cobdenites said: “Let us so amng matters that by competition for-
eigners will be forced to sell us foodstuffs and raw materials cheaply, and
then, being able to feed our employees cheag} , We ean lower their i

There is no doubt that the scheme woul ve worked eﬂectlvai%c' two
obstacles had not arisen to spoil the caleulations of the Cobdenites, th of
these were distinetl g;'o ve, and they both operated to prevent the work-
ing of the inexorable law of pressing the toiler to the limit of subsisten

1 Great Britain the rise and growth of trades unionism %W an im-
perfect barrier to the wor of the Cobdenits scheme. es unionism
is as distinctly protective in its workingsasa high tariff. It has precisely
%l?oe same object—interference with the operation of unrestrained competi-

.
The followers of Cobden saw this plainly and b‘ltterl{ianta onized trades
unionism. John Bright, in all other respects a most libe ImAan, Was ex-
tremely intolerant of all %rog?gnls of workingmen to cooperate. He wrotea
letter to L. M. Reavis, of 8t. Louis, Mo., February 6, 1888, in which he said:

“Whilst your tariff isin force you need not t your workmen to be
wise. Protection, which means rohhmgasame v, will not content itself
with enriching manufacturers, but will becalled in to give higher wages and
shorter hours of labor to your workmen.”

This attitude was merely a replica of that of Cobden, who is quoted by
John Morley, his biographer, as saying: s x

*Depend upon it, nothing can be got 'b{ fratermzing with trades unions,
They are founded on principles of brutal tyranny and monopoly. I would
rather live under a Dey of iers than a trades committee.”

These quotations are in uced to show that these eminent free traders
regarded all efforts to interfers with unrestrained competition as the worst
economic crime conceivable. John Bright was a bitter o?'ponent of the
factories acts on that account. He preferred the abuses of child labor to

tion which might impede the operation of a law which had the effect

of keeping the wages of labor down to the limit of subsistence.

There is little room for wonder that, breathing in such an atmosphere, the
British wor an, although able toeffect a thorough organization for pro-
tection, never formulated a higher demand than that embodied in the asser-
tion that the toiler has & right to earn enough to live.

The demand for **a living wage™ is as far as the British worker hus dared
to push his rights, If you will take the argumentsof the trades-unionists of
the United Kingdom and their advocates and analyze thﬁrmwﬂl find that
underlying them sall is the assumption that a man sh receive enough
wages to keep body and soul together. . .

*A living wage" is the highest concept of the British worker. His mind
has never taken such darin, hts as that of his fellow-workers in the United
States, who, untrammeled qry e fetters of a false economic , Which
subordinates everythjng tothe fancied necesslty of competition,
have boldly set up the doctrine of “a standard of axy

In one case the worker asserts that if he toils he has at least the right to
keep body and soul her; in the other the wor. man boldly
himself on the proposition that he not only has the right to live, but that he
has the right to such things as are necessary to enable him to live in comfort
and enjoy himself,

To illustrate the wholly different attitude of the American worker and
that of his fellow in Great Britain, who simply contends for a wage that will -
permit him to live, we quote from the objection made by the advocate of a
san Francisco trades union in a formal arbitration trial held in the presence
of one of the superior court judges of that city:

‘“We urge that eond‘ltiansﬁnarally in America forbid the free play of the
law of supply and demand in the labor market; and that the higher demands
of American ci tion will require that this arbitration commission should
do nothing tending to substitute the law of supply and demand for the law
invoked by our union.”

This law is best interpreted by the testimony of witnesses called by the
commission, whose evidence has the dual force of a relation of facts and an

opinion. One testified thus;

*They are required to dress neatly, comport themselves as gentlemen,

,.and become the best of citizens and family men. Hence the wages
should ba computed on such a gcale as to provide for reasonable house rent;
wife and chil these to be well cl and well fed; children at school
until 15 years, costumed and furnished with books similar to the majority of
the other children at public schools * *# * and during school vacation he
should be enabled to take his wife and family for a week or go to some one
of our numerous resorts of easy access, without his pay being docked.”

Another witness, a Jewish rabbi, testified:

“The workingmen of this country are, as a rule, edncated men, and there
fore capable of ndgin%.mNatm-ally they can not content the; es witha
mere existenceand are impelled to acquire the means to provide those things

which are deemed luxuries to them, but necessaries of life to certain other
classes. If wages were fixed according to suppig and demand, onr own
workers, having social obligations, would be crowded out, while the fo
element, that would feel in no sense called upon to do more than exist, wo!

be enabled to und e the American wor en. There would result
nothing but moral dag;daﬁon from following so insensate a policy, and true
Americanism would ppear.”

Scores of men of variousshades of political opinion—men in no wise identi-
fled with trades unionism—took the stand in this arbitration case and ex-
&rgmed opinions similar to those tg:lotad above. Oneandall that

worker had established a er standard of living for himself in this
w'ungﬁ' than had been attained by toilers in any other land on the globe, and
they all agreed that it was his duty to maintain it,and that it would be good
policy for the industrial world to concede the demand.

The point acmg?t to be made here is that in a free-trade country such as-
pirations are entirely out of the question—even the demand fora living
can not be conceded, becanse the British worker is called upon to meet the
unfair competition involved in the dum'pmf process.

When the British worker meets his employer to adjust difficulties he does
not speak of his social aspirations or falk of sending his children to school
until they are 15 years of age; seaside vacations are far from his thoughts.
They are all concentrated on one t: *Can I get enough to eat

Often the reply to the demand for a living wage is a showing that rivalsin
other countries will undersell if wagesare put up or keptup, and the worker
byl et gt D it B g st ew i e
ance of w @ can on groun “a a
loaf is better than no loatys all.”

There can be no doubt that it is the tariff wall which enables the American
worker to avoid this dire contingency and its him to plant himself on
the proposition that he has a right to enjoy ﬁ share of the things need,
and it is the same policy which makes Americans of all degrees of opulence
tolerant of the idea that it is the business of the worker to getall he can.

PROTECTION AND PRODUCTION,

You have doubtless heard it nrged that the admittedly superior condition
of the worker in the United States is due to the fact that there is an abun-
dance of land and that the resourcesof the country are greater than those of
most other countries.

There is some truth in this; but, like most half truths, the assumption that
the emg_fort.s of the American wor. are solely due to these causes is
misleading.

It is inconceivable, of courss, that a great many millions of people could
forces o itk & soseicnd sen o Eferele ol Gieiser

erals; but, on other e es
lands of natural riches and abounding in the useful memﬂeosl:‘e often fo

living in wretchedness.

The economie history of the United States contains an unanswerable re-

iomgler to the free- © explanation of American prosperity. ' A moderate

iliarity with conditions as they existed at various periods teaches thatat
the time when land was most abundant in this country.the toiling masses
found it as difficult to eke out a precarious existence as'those of the densely
Po) ted quarters of the globe.

he historian McMaster was at t gglns to gather data onthis subject,
and he furnishes evidence which shows t during thelearly yearsof the
nineteenth century the workingman Bgenem}ly in the United States earned
**such a pittance it was only by the strictest economy that a mechanic kept
his children from starvation and himself from jail.”

Later, when the population of the United States was little more than one-
fourth as great as at greaent, and when the quantity of land which the Gov-
ernment could offer freely to all who would settle upon it was twenty times
what it is now, the soup house was a not i le in the land, and
pauperism threatened to become a national evil.

nder the cir it is idle to seek for the caunse of the higher
standard of living enjoyed by the American workingmen in na re-
pources. The true lanation of his prosperity is to %e found in the fact
that he has had framed for him a policy which has permitted him to develop
lines which have made him an equitable sharer in the

things produced.

He could have accomplished this result in but one way, and that is the one
to which he resorted. The American worker created IO¥MH a condition
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entirely different from that existing in other countries, Healmedstahiﬁlher
mndardo!li than that rmchedbyhis fellows elsewhere on the
sn%tat% beent'h miﬁpmmﬂm fi to have done so had h ted the
WO ve o for him ve 8 80 @ accep
trader cted trade

theory of the free that unrestri is conducive to cheapness,
for that would have reduced him to t.he necessity of competing with workers
whose highest aim is *a living

The resolve to create snd mninm.in ecial conditions which lies back of
the protectionist policy may appear but the result has proved that the
resort to it‘.bl;g many peoples has augl?maentad the comfort of human race

and progress in the arts
: g to the policy of that the conversion of the Western World
into one great WOr! is mainly due; and because the whole Western
‘World has become a wor re is an immensel gmter roduction of
consumable thin tgm which the wutkars who have mﬁm{ to demand
their share and the means to enforce their demands are able to consume.

Such an outcome would have im under the m of Cobden,
which proceeded on the absurd assumption that m.imhn would be bene-
fited hy making one country the wurld‘s workshop. Had his idea prevailed
not only would there have a repression of uction, but the compar-
atively small product wofuld have been wastefully produoced.

tho world behaved t because England in the fifties conld produce
iron and steel more be able

Evf t.hnn other countries she must alwafa
to do so, we should have witnessed the the iron-
masters of the United Kingdom consuming the supply of British ores and
then in, in turn, working up those of other countries
It is obvious that such a course would wpmeeded unchecked. A peo-
ple confining itself to the g]roducﬂon of raw materials never learns to com-
pete successfully. the truth of this assertion. For a con-
siderable period t.he nited Kingdom has been drawing four or five million
tons of ore annually from the Spanish mines, and meantime the Spaniards
neglect manufacturing and depend upon the British for their supplies of
m?sumctures of iron and ﬁal o : - =
a consequence, iron is dearer pain to-day than in most other Euro-
pean countries and in the United States. mn{ea no difference what the
price lists may say. They may show tha tBriﬁshmnndateeluudthe
manufactures of ironand sme.l arecheaper in Spain than in the United States
and Germany, but the fact remains that ths%apan.isrds are unable to con-
sume tham. herefore they are deaver.
your own country consented to follow the mmpla of Spain, had the
Amm‘imn geog; heeded the professional ts who told them that they

the cheaper iron of Engla
In that event Great Britain would ¥ be drawing iron
omrromu.s asshe is now doing from Spain, and we should be using com-
psmtlvel; little iron and steel.

Never forget the wise remark at Adam Smith, who told his readers t]:at

the country Which devotes itself to the production of the ruder things,
as food stuffs and raw mtarhl&hifynlwnys at a disad’ becnm 1t is
unantity of its peculiar products or & very small

obligedtoaxchagguamtgﬂ

quantity of cles.
is only half wisdom, and does notgo to the crux of the su‘bjact,ns
ﬂld snothar observation of the learned Doctor, who 'po ted out that the

ost prosperous countries were those which wec'id and factory.

Thabringmgotthatwomgathsrdommmtommmd uction than

mﬁjng else poesib could. It is responsible for the enormous and many-
edvelapmantﬂu di.n ustry in westgrn gatu;:ltries. ?’hamer the two are
there we fin mcraased wants and the capaci
Wiien they are soparated, desiro becomes atrophied. Had the
devoted 'It.self a3 t.ha OO'blienitm
materialsand food stuff
tive as were at the century.

There would have been rude p nty spots, and on the fringe of the coun-
try there would have been an to modern progress. But
t.hmnghout the land, which wonld ave been sparsely settled, as all regions
devoted roductwn of the ruder products invariably are, there would
hamabeennna of am uungs that we now deem essential.

Protection has performed the work of thoroughly integrating the
land. It has knit it so close together that the many enjoy what only the few
could lmder the barbaric nondiversification of industry. Brin
ing farm and I:oEatharhaam.udsit ble for the tiller of the soil
readily obtain things which under other would have been
inaccessible to him as if they were so!ely produ.oed on tha planet Mars.

l{mtotthnmmthanﬁn‘u]]mﬂeao railway this country possesses is the

direct product of the syatum of bringing tarm and factory together. They
would not have been called into existence to meet the scanty wants of mere
ngﬁu]l:uml populations. Thelr chief pmﬁt is derived from the rapid inter-
of products which goes on between people who pursue diverse occupa-

'I'ha census of 1000 ahowed that the number of inhabitants of citieain the
TUnited States with over 25,000 population was 19,718,812, an increase of 325
ﬁer cent over 1850, This vast urban growth tends to ameliorate the cond.i-

ns of farm life. These cities are scattered all over the land, and the
nearly all nuclei of man industry. They are at the farmer’s
Their le buy his products, and they make it possible for himtoohtain
things he wonld not have dreamed of had he been compelled to live in the
comparative isolation which is the lot of strictly H.Eri.cnl ural peoples.

To have achieved this resultisa triumph for protection. To have
art!ﬂcmny created the conditions which have caused the center of manufac-

to march steadily westward into the interior of our continent, con-

mﬁy bringing the consumer and the producer closer e%e!.her, proves

the main the destinies of tlla coun reﬂeh“a been guided by men with

ﬁm ttue economic instinct—men who that the essential thing to se-

cure prosperity is to do—to produnce things, and to accomplish that result in
the least wasteful manner possible.

That they have succeeded byaruﬂc.ia.l methudsin% romoting productioni.a
universally conceded. The British statesman Mulball, who found it difficult
to kee tmckot our rate of progress, gave some idea of the mtewhen he

used words:

“’I‘he United States produce alone one-third of the manufacturing tof

&f;mﬁons. a.ghthey do also of grainand wheat, while their population is Iesa
n one-sixth."

This measure of our stature was taken in 183. We haye done much since,
and may well claim that we are in the van in every field of production.
This should be glory e h for a system: but it may imy claim to a
still greater merit, and that is its effectiveness as an el tor of waste,
thus economizing for the benefit of consumers.

THE ELIMINATION OF wm

nited States
roduction of raw

as

In order to consume men must produce. Itis creatures having
the semblance of man h-gu to subsist by demhften tho offerings of nature,
but they are few in num and even they obhgudtoresontonrti-

tokeepbod anhsonlhgo er. But manki ¥ realizes

ficial means

the [ nction and a; rmin.t.mtharmthstoom.furtandprog
neomtywp;od ﬁ:adepeepp of intelligence and energy put into the

work of producing.

It is unfortunate that with this realization of the necessity of unetion
there does not go a thorough wehcmion of the importance of producing
and dlstribntu.us what is prod with as little waste as ible. In a dos-
ulto: way ma practices economies, but society at large ‘disregards
the utility of aavm and manages its affairs in & manner which sn, that
there is a prevalenf conviction that waste is profitable. That this iz no idle
charge at once be admitted by those who will take the trouble to azk
themselves how much of the world's ener, i.a uselessly expended and how
commonly the fruitless expenditure is condoned and even applauded because
it furnishes an opportunity to men to *earn a livelihood.

The aponing of a new railroad is regar 28 a meritorions perfnrm:mm,
h its is to parallel another set of tracks which already
ca to business of the conntlz traverse. The addlt‘on

tion facilitiesis pronounced desirable by the unthinking be-
causo it gives men an a&or‘tumty to work while it is in process of construc-
tioxdl and will open fresh avenues of employment to other men when itis
under way.

Few regard the matter from the standpoint of strict utility. The subjee
has become so complmt.ed by other considerations, such as the dﬂsi:sbliity
of competition and the n of dlstribuﬁng the fruitsof production, that
men have actually come tot that the main pu is to keep men doing
ﬂungs ‘Whether they are done to a good purpose is at most times beside the

ingui
lib is true that the professional economists distinguish between different
kinds of doing. but their analysis of human performances is, as a rule, not
avery thorough one. It concerns itself with broad divisions, which leave it
tofb;at?femd :.l(:lizl.tnil ‘d'ht.% pretend tx; bethworkiag really (E:i)u&el onte i

eywere ispose: mvastﬁn @ the matter more acts wor

be diaclosed to the economists which would convince them t.hs,tst':ha undueim-
mtance attached to free and universal interchange of products has caused
m to overlook a source of enormous waste directly attributable to the
.atmphy of the industrial energies of peoples too easily served by facile car-

Thewnsﬁefrom this cause is on so vast a scale it wonld be impossible to
measure it. No more can be done than to'show that it is all perversive, and
that it operates directly to dofeat. the very which complete freedom
of commercial intercourse is supposed to e , the cheapening of

products.
At first sight a highly develo, system of moving products seems to in-

even tho
easily
to the

variably operate beneficiall the ytionis thatit accomplishes
wha.t- itaimsat. It npéueeéomb]y for a makes ble to certain
peoples things which they had not ‘hitherto enjoyed, or if theya!mdy had
it 1ncrenses eir ability to enjoy them.
Butno account istakenin a considerat!on of this kind of the paralyzin
effect upon communities thus easily served. The wheat from 1. e flelds of
Dakota is rapidly and cheapl mored rml and ocean Eng]:.md_

The prmn of bread is thus reduced, but the competition strikes at the root of

1sh agriculture. ’l‘he farmer is drlven from the land, the cities are filled
Eth an r}gmmpbyed degenerating proletariat, and 12,000,000 Britons go
ungering

Nor is the case of Da]mta much better. While its farmers are dependent
upon the markets of les in remote lands they receive meager and insuf-
ficient returns for their labors, because the price which they obtain for theie
products is the insignificant amount left after the payment of the charges of
the carriers and various middlemen who convey the wheat to the distant

consumer. Inaddition they are iling themselves by g the ele-

ments of fertﬂlti from the cmmtxar
The avila of the system of lan stripping. which have made thamaelm
manifest in ced yield of American acres through sending vast

tities of food aud mw products without making returns to the soil, are
matched by those axgerlemed by the British in forcing out their own grea

- Mmm‘ﬁ tho poople of the United havo been extracting
or many years the om_have extrac
from mines go\'eﬂsh eﬁwm sendj.n a large portion of

the output to countries with an infi :»etter su 6 exports in lnte
years have ex: 40,000,000 tons a.nnm twn a large pro&ortmn
of the mineral fuel domes lly consumed rs nsed to generate

g{ncturlﬂ goods, also shipped to peoples who might have produced them for

emselves.

Obvionsly there is an enormous waste in sending coal from E:Ehnd toa
country like China, either in the form of the raw mabcrlnl, tuel or a ene;
represented in the consumptlon of coal in man ing oﬁ rﬁ
with equal facility be manufactured in China.. w]uch uces 't.ha ra.w ma-
terials and food and has an sb\md.nnt. sauppl

But th]s wastaful course has been pursnad under the tarelug-out

stem, the direct product of the nneconom.lc teaching of the Cob-
slynites. who !m.va elevated &r:saut cheapness to the first place in the thoughts

of men, th t that the imprudent use of nature’s resources,
although 1t may be at%ended by what appear to be benefits, must inevitably

disadvantage and disaster.

already to experience the evils of her improvi-
dent course of forcing out her main industrial resources. The price of coal
in the United Kingdom has been steadily advancing of late fyears, having

risen from 4s. 10d. attheﬁ:‘smonthtolﬂs.m in less than half a cent
Consider the fact that course which has resulted in the doubling of the
in Great Britain in less than fifty years was pursued or the
might have been raised on

Ennﬂh soil, and ask yourself what economic defense ean beurged in favor of

a policy which approves the er exchnnge of irreplaceable commodities,

like ?ml and u'on, for those w like wheat and meat, may be produced
ractically a

4 The net raault. of the British policy of forcing out has been waste and con-

saquent dearness. No matter what may be the apparent gains of the United
Kingdom, she has been a steady economic loss by impairing her fu-
ture industrial possibilities. e economy demands the conservation of her

coal and iron; pseudoeconomists have taught her to believe that the shortest
road to prospentinis to get rid of thom as mpldl as possible,

Protectiol terposed a barrier to the -destruction of the British.
Had high tariffs notserved thep of stimulating the production of coal
and iron in other countri tain would have been much nearer to
the end of her resources n she isat gresent. She now imports millions
of tons of iron ores annually to eke out her constantly diminishin supp E:
har mineswould have probably become entirely barren by this time had

tfl revailed, unless, ind the effect of the failure of lands now sup-
emselves with iron to u own resources wounld hayve dimin-
itsuse tosuchan extent that Britain conld havecontinued toindefinitely

dole out small quantities to the rest of the world.

These are some of the evil uencea of the wastefulness attendant
upon a system which the fact that true economy demands the

together ot farm and factory. The full extent of the waste can be
however, o ! bystmnﬁvely studying the evidence, which shows
that the mndmto the cost of prodncts to consumers is that which is

added by the in their
injudicions oonmnmﬂm of ulations in parts of
the sources of food supply Taw ma




1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

653

Tn dealing with the subject of transportation the British statistician, Mul-
hn.u.hdemlogped some interesting facts which show conclusively that the
world is wasting more energy in carrying to and fro than it is devot-
ing to the work of produection. After presenting his data, he sums up with
these wi :

It appears, therefore, that 40 per cent of the working power of the world
is used ?cn- uction, and 60 per cent for transport or bution, which
is exactly the reverse of the ratios in 1840." .

Itn little imagination to picture the better results which would follow
e a Iatt phoaca sod valus 50 things pro-

an on. _processes ue
‘tihm b‘%{'{“&“&tjd“w be kept in mind that they do not add at:;n&gngto

& quan n uced.

Aq 15 to M the number of personse _in transportation in
the United om, the European continent, the United States, and the
mﬁh colonies in 1804 wn; smo‘un. ‘Whatever gar&m of the mtm

vast army represen © UNNECESSATy Mo products
mhr;jt‘é wasit;e. Sgt:ﬂtgo&y a.r& the fuel and iron ex the process, and also
Wi ver is exac © T eman.

The cost to the consumer is iner by the amount of this waste. That
much of it can be di with ought to be clearly a t to all familiar
with the fact that the world seems disposed to make its industrial systems fit
in with the tendency of populations to congest. a

Protection is counteracting this tendency, and b{n:indngmn} le to the
sources of supply it tends to eliminate waste. The farm and fac-
tory together 1s doing more to make things to mankind than any
other cause, It directs the energies of mankind into the field of {hrgducﬁnty
instead of frittering itaway in wasteful carriage, thus producing that genuine
cheapness whose test is increased ability to consume.

THE BALANCE OF TRADE,

t rich is torun
nece yon would doubtless think

e dtk‘ mmogfhnon. for it is im-

possible to prosper t ift an ] iture of energy.
Nevertheless you be seriously told by free traders that nations may

pmspcrhyprw%omwhichbﬁngdim‘hrtqindﬁﬁdm And if you are in-

credulous you will be reminded that Great Britainannually imports $330,000,000

worth more of commodities than she ex?ortn.
Thnttbhhnatamhre&r:aa‘nﬁﬁﬂpo the Cobdenite position will be con-

trouble toexamine the free-trade

ceded if you takethe arﬁimeniaconoarnmg
4 trade. I havean article before me now in which the writer

the balance of
Bays:
*In the United Eingdom the value of the imports exceeds that of the ex-
ports by nearly 2 to 1; and it is ont of this difference that the wages of the
id and the enormous profits of the British factors are ac-

If an
into de
him crazy.

ort, according to this writer, who voices the once currently enter
tained Cobden view, the British are able to pay great sums in wages and to
make great rofits in merchandising becanse they buy more than they sell.

The puerile character of this assum is ex: bya question:
If great Britain profits mgmﬂyhyb ing more than she why does
she not buy still more and farther a ent her profits?

There is one obstacle in the way of buying, and that is the necessity of
paying for what is bought. If it were not for this obstacle other nations
might have attempted to follow the Cobdenite plan of getting rich by taking
more from foreigners than they were ready to give in return.

It will be found on investigation, however, that whenever peoples who
have not already established t ht to draw from forej more than
they E?e in return buy more than t sell they run into debt. Thisprocess
may be continued for a time, but the ultimate result must be greater exports
than imports, for there is always a day of reckoning for the debtor.

It is only by investing in foreign eountries that people of a nation can
for any cousiderable period import more than thetyha yrt. It was through
the exercise of skill and the practice of thrift that the British put themselves
in thatggsiﬁon of being able to draw upon fereigners, and not by importing
more n they export.

The Tmaent- ability of the British to import on sohtgeasea!uisdimtgg
traceable to excess éxports in former days. During s considerable peri
Great Britain drew upon ber mtmﬂruommmj and iron, to establish
herself in the position of a creditor nation. She temporarily l;:;oﬂtad by
parting with these resources and invested the proceeds in other lands whose
resources her capital is now helping to exploit.

It would have been impossible for her to have attained her present posi-
tion by following the Cobden formula, and she can not retain it by any such
device. Great Britain does not profit or add to her wealth by buying more
than ahe sells. She is simply taking what is due to her, and in the nature of
things her eapital must shrink, unless she can find means to angment her
axgort trade or extend her investments abroad. £

he curious illusion of the Cobdenites that the modern protectionist is

under the delusion that a country must more than it imports in order
to obtain gold is disappearing, and erstw free-trade editorsare i
to rationally diseuss the question of **the balance of frade,” and now ap-

&rmc‘h it from the true standpoint—that of debt and credit. Thus we find
e London Statist, in an article recently published, discussing as follows:
“Thirty years ago or so & very part of the Government debt of the
United States was held in Europe. Now the amount of the debt so held is
rdly worth talking of. Ten yearsago the amount of indusirial securities
held in Europe was enormous. Ten years hence the amount that will still
be held by Eurcpe will in all 'Evbabiﬁty be quite trifling. The United
Btates in another ten years will be a great nhip-owntnsglwun » Will own its
own securities, and send its goods on board its own ships, and we shall not
only have to pay freight, but insurance commission likewise. When
our imports from the United States exceed our exports to the United States
by £100,000,000 or more, what will become of our mopeg?arket. and how shall
we make the payments which somehow or other will have to be made:"
No Cobdenite has attempted to answer the question propounded by the
London Statist. Any attempt on the part of a free trader to do so would ex-
the utter folly of the assumption that excess of imports indicate a
gealthy industrial condition. The trader's response, if he tried to make
his theory fit with the condifion which the Statist says confronts England,
would be: “Go on 1mreamn% our tmtErta"
_léut the London Times told why can not be done when it recently
gaid:
*The workingman's occupation is going, and ocenpation is income. -
tal is also going. It has been lost altogether to a large amount by the
off in our industries, and it is further scared into seeking a/ the invest-
mir;ttshwhwhw ‘:ﬂm foﬁutfel_' at home.é B golipant
e workingman's occupation is 7 if capital ng being
kgsthytbef_alhlngaﬂmBnhahmdn%mthe of Great Brit-
ain hope to increase their imports? The Times has evidently lost faith in the
of the Cobdenite panacea, for it adds:
“That is a serious condition of affairs for all of us, and most of all for the
workingman. We can not meet it by cheapening food, we can not even pre-

vent food from becoming dearer, and the country isasked to consider whether
there are no means of getting more money to buy food with.”

The young voter who has any doubts about the soundness of the balance-
of-trade theory as interpreted by p: is asked to note that the Lon-
don Statist and the London Times, both hitherto regarded as exponents of
the free-trade idea, unconsciously use the terms which would make them
obnoxious to the charge that * gold and silver are the only real wealth.” The
Statist wishes to know what hapgxtothnﬁrihsh"mom " market when
Americans cease to be indebted to Britons and the latter are compelled to
continue imtggrting’ more from the United States than they export, and the

country will be asked to consider ** whether tia.ra areno means
of more mone%;.? buy food with.”
ueries the

British ability o annually im; several hundred milion

@ {s is erron and they expose the fact that the real reason w.
Great Britain can now do so is because she is receiving returns from in
ments made in other countries by her people in former years.

‘When the returns from these or entirely British imports
must inevitably decline, That is as plain as a pikestaff, and all the theories
in the world will fail to prevent that result. Some nations may grow rich
by trading when other nations consent to be exploited for their sake, but
when a determination manifests itself in_every country for the people to
make the best of their resources, then ttade becomes what it should be—an
auxiliary to the work of production—and not a parasitic growth which
threatens to smother the producer, as it is under conditions in which the
&ujd%ma:u is of more consequence the one who devotes himself to pro-

ue

The development of a manufecturing industry in the United States and in
other protectionist countries is rapidly % obscurities in which
the question of the balance of trade has been . That is&gved by

Times the Statist. Very soon even the trader

the admissions of the and

may be able to the idea that production is the prime thing and that the

ﬁ‘t:mn which to do its share in the work of producing must go
Then the absurdity of the Cebendite contention that a country can grow

rich by letting other countries })mduoo for it will be fully and even

American free traders will be forced to admit that the protectionist policy

of keeping out of debf is a sound one.

The statistical tables which show whether the balance is on the right or
wrong side of the ledger merely furnish the information whether a country
is doing its share in the work of producing. If the people in a country are
able to consnmeon a ral scale, and manage to do so without drawing w
foreigners for more than they give to them in return, the assumption is
the work of production for the time being is pmcaeding favorably, and vice

versa.
And that isall there is to the balance-of-trade question.
DOMESTIC AND FOREIGK TRADE.

The persistent misrepresentation of the nist view of the balance-
of-trade by free traders has been dwelt upon. It has been shown.
that the advocates of protection are not so u!ghy‘aa to imagine that a country
gots rich by selling imore than it buys, and that what protectionists
set store by is the fact that under present conditions so-called fav
trade balances represent a clearing off of indebtedness and an approach toa
possibility of making even exchanges.

There is also a keen appreciation of the im; of establishing a credit
upon which the country may hereafter draw at need. This advantage is
enjoyved at present by Great Britain. It is because the British have placed
the L:caples of other countries under obligations to them that they are now
enabled to import several hundred million dollars' worth more of merchan-
dise annually than they export. When the United States has squared its
obligations to the outside world it will continue to export more than it im-
perts, provi it can find peoples to take its surpluses. In this respect it
will be following, not the example of a country, but of the thrifty man who
invests his accumnulations so that he may have something to fall back upon
when rainy days come. .

This is the onist balance-of-trade in a nutshell; no other
view of the subject has ever been advanced by tes of the protective
system in this couniry; no sensible believer in the promotion of American
industry has labored under the delusion that the chief function of a favor-
able trade balance is to draw go ! protectionists
not indifferent tothe dangerw results from puttin
to be depleted of its stock of money metal, nor to the advantage
those who through the ownership of ts can command needed supplies.

The attitude of rpmtewonists toward foreign trade has been an equally
favorite objeet of misrepresentation. The assertion bas been repeatedly
made that advocates of a protective tariff are hostile to external commerce;
that they desire to build a Chiness wall about the country and exclude them-
selves from the comity of nations. The rank absurdity of the charge is at
once made manifest by an examination of the tariff schedules prgzmmd
protectionists, which {n’ovide for the free admission of all classes of articles
which we are incapable of profitably producing for ourselves.

American protectionists are not o] to foreign trade; they earnestly
encourage its growth, but they ex: it to develop along lines that will not
interfere with the development of American mdmtl:ﬁm'l‘he scek to pro-
mote the free interchange of noncompeting products. ¥ believe that ™ by
sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home production
we shall extend the outlet for our increasing surplus.”

The eountry, under protectionist anuspices, has for years been acting upon
this sensible plan. When those who have framed p ve schedules have
found that tariffs were no longer needed for revenue or to encournge and
protect our industries at_home, they have been removed. That is the con-
sistent history of Republican tariff legislation, and the resultsare visible ina

constantly L volume of imports and exports.
The imputation of motives to protectionists which they never entertained
has tended to cloud the minds of professional economists, but it has never

for a moment interfered with the tendency of the system to refute their
assertions. While free traders have amused themselves talking about the
wall reared about the United States the external commerce of
mmﬂi{:lf grown at a rate which makes the growth of British trade

seem b
In 1870 imports into the United States were valued at $£36,000,000; in 1902

they had increased to $903.000,000. During the same period the exporis in-
creased from $376,000,000 to §1.855,000,000. Eritish imports, which were §1,259-
e the exports rose from

000,000 to §1,863,000,000. the external trade of the
nited States was §812,000,000 in_1870, and in 1002 it was

000,000 in 1 werevaluedat%f’l 000,000 in w
gd o : i £2.258,000,000, In th

. In the
British external trade in m 000,000 to (00,000,
trade of the United States increased 6 tha
Kingdom

same
The 446,000,000, while that of
the Uni showed an enlargement of only §1,243,000,000.

These comparisons will serve to emphasize the denial that protection tends
to exclusiveness, for they show that the United Statashwhmh has the repu-
tation of being a nearly self-sufficing nation, has actually increased its deal-
ings, both absolutely and relatively, with the outside world more rapidly
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than Great Britain—a notoriously dependent country, compelled by lack of
raw materials and a deficient food supply to draw upon foreigners or go out
dﬁlfv}'ng tﬁsma“&mﬁgﬁ” mption that itis th £
us e assumption @ purpose o

protectionists to make a hermit mtg)ln of the %’m’ﬁe_d Btates, it may be judi-
cious to explain that while they do not desire to discou a rational ex-
ternal trade, they believe that the swiftest mode of promo n%.:orelgn com-
merce is t.hroﬂthe development of internal production and trade.

ence demonstrated that whenever thelatter is made the object-
ive of statesmen foreign commerce axpands more rapidly than under laws
designed to tempt that result. The record of American exports andimports
shows that every attempt to promote them by an ap iroach to freedom of
trade has ca them wshm&. Tariff legislation **for revenue only™ has
almost invariably been followed by a diminution of our foreign trade; devo-
tion to the extension of domestic industry has produced the o te result.

‘Noonewillattempt to dispute this assertion after examining the American
Economist’s fra hjg})roaanmhon of the ‘‘Effects of the free-trade eclipse,”
published in which broughtout the fact I am dwelling upon more mark-
edlI{ than any other.

showed that under a tariff levied for the prime romoting
dgeiestic industry our foreign traderose from ?LB‘!T,I ,003 in to §1,857,-
55610 in 1892; that under the menace of an interference with protection it
Loting Inussico of the Dingloy Atk15 steadily incronsed. Fenching 19,06k 100510
n uenceof the ey 8 - A
in 1900. And when the presentation is wntiyr.med, as it doubtless will be next
m the total will ba.bljy exceed £2,500,000,000—it was $2,445,859,652 for the
year ending June 80, 1903.

It is not extraordinary that onr external trade should act as described. Its
fluctuations are easily explained. When the mrﬁago! the nation are stimu-
lated by a protective tariff production in every of industry is enlarged
and surpluses are created, for which an outlet is sought in foreign countries.
At the same time tha grow‘lnﬁ wealth of the country, due to increased pro-
duction and the fesling which prosperity induces, results in a greater de-
mand for those products of foreigners which we are not yetable to produce
and of those we are wholly incapable c;fogroducjng owing to climatic causes.
On the other hand, when domestic producers are discouraged by fears of
foreign competition production shrinks. The needs of the domestic con-
sumer are accuraiely gauged and no luses are created for shipment
abroad. Contraction of production breeds depression, and its effect is to cur-
tail the importation of lnxuries and necessaries,

In thelightof the evidence presented nostudent of the question will be de-
ceived for a moment by the charge that protectionists oppose the extension
of foreign trade or that the effect of the %(:licy has been to restrictits growth.
The more the young voter investigates the subject mmthomugh.lg he
will be convinced that it is cm]&‘by strict attention to the development of our
resources that we can hc‘ripe attain a position in the commercial world
analogous to that once hel Great Britain.

The more we vary our productivity the greater our wealth and our abilit
to buy the things we desire. Had we devoted ourselves to the prosecution o
a single industry our wants would have been as simple as our industrial sys-
tem. No strictly agricultural nation as ever developed a great commerce or
commercial class to carry on trade. It is only the peoples who have the sa-
gacity to cultivate many-sidedness who bocome conspicuous traders and
eccumulators of wealth,

It is nndoubtedly true that hi furnishes a few examples of ples
flourishing through placing their chief dependence on t but even insuch
cases uctivity was the basic element of p ity. The fame of the
carriers of Tyre was more than rivaled by that of the mannfacturers of brass
and the makersof dyes. Great Britain, the sailsof whose ships whiten
the seas of the world, owes her present supremacy on_the ocean to the posi-
tion she once occupied as a maufacturing nation. ' Had she failed to develop
her enormous resources of iron and coal it would have been impossible for
her to have created her nnequaled ocean marine.

It can not be repeated too often nor emphasized too strongly that the true
way to promote trade, both foreign and domestic, is that which protectionist
sta n have adopted. By stimulating the development of resources of all
kinds and by employing the energies of the populafion in every practicable
form of industry there is production on an enormous scale, and it is impossible
for that to imcﬁen without there being a correspondingly large frade. Things
when produced in abundance are exchanged. 1tisthesum of these exc o5
that constitutes trade, and this fact should suggest to the most obtuse that
the only solid foundation n which a great commerce can be erected and
maimai’nad is domestic uctivity. t the rest and prosperity
follow as a matter of course,

BUYING IN ORDER TO SELL.

A phrase once the especial property of free traders, but recently appropri-
ated by the advocates of wha? are m{f “reciprocity treaties,” is frequently
ggﬁrd nowadays. It runssomething like thist *You must buy in order to

At first blush this assertion sounds all right. It will doubtless appeal to
the young voter until he puts on his thinking cap and asks what the assertion

means.

As soon as he does this he has forced upon his attention the fact that in
that part of the business world in which he moves there is no attempt to
live up to such a rule. On the con’ , Do one asks the guestion when mak-
ing a purchase whether the person he buys from ever bought anything
him or is likely to do so in the future. E
Men buy as their ccnvenience d;cutesagmhecnm they believe that the
places they patronize sell the things they d cheaply.

Rectprocg. buying and selling only survives in primitive communities. It
may be possible to find some placesin the United States where the shoemaker
patronizes the tailor because the latter buys his footwear from him, but they
must be very small villages and off the beaten line of travel. In cities abso-
Iutely no regard is paid to reciprocal assumptions. When the urban shoe-
maker desires a suit of clothes, the chances are ninety-nine in a h
that he will seek them in the shop of a man he has no direct business rela-
tions with other than that involved in atf;ﬁu.rcha_ae.

It is the same in international comm relations, Inthestage of barter
= admiled to th? coasts :j!i fgun]!;tj'ig tighable?d by barbarous c&gg}:

ey car Ccar o W e ected direct ex
‘I‘ha,:rt sort of mm buying in order{o sell.

But there is Iittle of that kind of trading done in these days. In some
parts of the world the reciprocity idea is ac upon, and it is frue in such
cases that men buy in order to sell. The adventurers who penstrate Africa
in quest of ivory act up to the th . They know they must buy ele-
phant tusks from natives in order to sell them Brummagen ware.

But in the highl oo:ikplax dew ment known as *‘ commerca » things are

differently. Notone ina d of the vast number of transac-
tions mmto%gto make up the volume of exc between different countries
even ly resembles direct barter. In aggregate and in detail this
trade is redsyelylikethnt which you see carried on in ourcities. The buyers
lnevm? are men who want things and the sellers are those who have
th'ngs for sale. In no case do the dealings between these classes have senti-

of
1

ment obtruded into them. Buyers and sellers alike wounld laugh at the sug-
gestion that such a consideration should or does govern.

The combined external trade of the world in 1901-2 amounted to nearl
£13,000.000,000. In  table prepared by the Troasury Bureau of Statistics this
trade—the imports and exports of merchandise o th&grincipnl countries—
did not balance. The ex&grt:i;n round figuresamounted to

ﬁma.mcm and
the im; to 36,864,000, the fizures are at all daPen ble, this would
indicate that through somé means or other some countries sell 4o foreigners

more than they buy from them, or, to ]f;;t it in a more intelligible way, there
are nations able to buy more merchandise than they sell.
Bo, viewing the trade of the world as a whole, we see that there is no
foundation for the nssu.nggﬁon of those who contend that reciprocity in com-
rcial dealingsis essential to continued intercourse een nations. If the
necessity for balancing imports and exportsexisted it would have manifested
itself lmo. It oug%ﬂ'. to be accepted as proof conclusive that there is no
such ty when we find that yeéar after year the total of the world's ex-
cha of merchandise do not balance by hundreds of millions of dollars.
en we look into the details of the world’s trade we find still more sig-
nificant evidence that no such consideration as that urged by reciprocity
mongers influences international dealings. "W find on examining the tables
of imports and exports of the list of thirty nations, embracing the principal
countries of the globe, that in not a single instance is there an approach to a

ce.

There are countries which, like England, have adverse balances against
them, and there are others, like the United States, with favorable balances,
In 1901-2 the United Kingdom imported merchan to the value of §764,351,-
071 more than she exported; in the same year the United States exported
gﬂl&,@i more than ghe imported. India had a fayorable balance of %—

7726; Brazil had an excess of exports over imports amounting to §31,207,955,
and Canada is credited with $20,58,654 more exports than imports. Germany

and the Netherlands are conspicuous, like the United Kingdom, as excess
importrs,the former having an adverso balance of $157.47, and tho latter
D Y v

moment's reflection will suffice to assure anyone that these emormous
disparities could be avoided only by imitating the simple process of barter,
These flzures testify to the complexity of trade and demonstrate that the
lztter is not based on comity, but is essentially selfish. It diarafnrds courtesy,
friendship, and everything of that kind and seeks nothing but profit.
If this were not true, isit conceivable for a single moment that Great Britain

would continue tﬂ}btég'h of millions of do! ' worth moreof merchan-
dise annually from the people of the United States than the latter buy from
them? In 1901 the United om imported merchandise from the United

States to the value of £141,015,465, and we in return took from that country
£18,308,833 worth.

Althaum British purchases from the United Statesexceeded the Amer-
ican purc of British products nearly eifhtfold.. no one will be silly
enough to assume that the people of Great Britain were injured by this ap-
pare:_xt.l%iglequitable trading, They bought eight times as much from us as
we did from them because they needed and could profitably use the things
we offered for sale.

It would be absolutely impossible for us to trade with them reciprocally,
because they do not produce the things weneed to buy. The im of the
United States are gaining rapidly. During the fiscal year ending June 30,
1908, they exceededa billion dollars, but our takings from Great Britain have
relatively declined. The explanation is simple. Although we are supposed
to be on a more friendly footing with the British than former‘f. we buy less
from them, becanse most of their productions parallel ours, Like them we
buy only the things we need, and them we seck them in the mar
which offer the most favorable terms.

The attempt to bring about reciprocal trading is responsible for all sorts
of absurdities. Itaccounts for the unreasonable supposition to which British
Colonial Secretary Chamberlain gave expression reoau'clﬁ, that if Great Brit-
ain had been in a position to menace our whest and other products with a
tariff we should have consented to continue receiving British tin plate. He
did not see that we are eimply working out our destiny when we enlarge the
field of onr industrial activities, and that under no circumstances wonld
the American people submit to any agreement which would set a limit to the
development of the resources of the country.

The theory that it is necessary to buy in order to sell received its death
blow when the Cobdenite idea that some nations are better fitted by nature
than others to carry on the highly profitable manufacturing business was
exploded. Solong aseconomists conld sueceed in making people believe that
the world was a sort of industrial checkerboard on which some nations are
allotted black squares and others white, the assertion that nations must buy
from each other in order to sell to each other sounded plansible: but when it
was demonstrated that enterprising peoples may move into any indastrial
square they please, and that nature has not placed some nations on the nn-
profitable white agricultural squares and others on the rich black manufac-
turing squares, the th=ory went to pot.

It i3 no longer possible to delude the American people into believing that
they must abandon any occupation they find profitable in order that an ont-
let may be furnished for the products of another industry. At one timo it
waa assumed that disaster would overtake our cotton growers if we shonld
insist upon creating a manufacturing industry which would interfere with
foreigners marketing their manufactures in this conntry, The H.I‘EH!D‘I ont
was the same as the recently revived one about buying in order to sall,

It was said to us if we do not buy English manufactures we can not hope
to sell our cotton and other products of the soil to the people of England.
But we persisted in creating new industries, and now we sell more of cotton
and qbt.lher products to Great Britain than those who bid us beware dreamed

possible.
Not alone England but other countries continue to buy from us in increas-
ing quantities, and our consumption of cotton and other prodncts of the soil
wsyear by year. And it is this fact which justifies the policy of the pro-
ggtlonishs who hold that it is the business of statesmen to legislnte so that

national production will be promoted and to not concern themselves about
trade, becanse the latter will be sure to take care of itself if the former is not

THE BREAKDOWN OF FREE TRADE,

The importance of fostering domestic industry has been made apparent
to the world by the experience of Great Britain. It isnot likely that weshall
hear much in the fnture the economists of that country, who once
taught that the safest course for a nation to pursue is to throw its markets
wide open to foreigners. They can not further contend that their theory is
sound in the face of tha breakdown of the English free-trade system.

If there had been an{ virtue in the assumption that buying liberally from
foreigners would tempt them to buy in return, the manufacturing industries
of the United Kingdom, of contracting their oiperat.ions as they have
been compelled to do, would be expanding them. The British people have
bought freely. They have drawn upon the food stuffs and raw products of
this and other countries, and have sought to induce them to woeft their
manufactured products in exchange., But p: essive nations have insisted
on providing themselves with the facilities for manufacturing instead of
depending upon the workshops of Great Britain for their supplies.
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The result is overproduction, The hair-splitting economist may proclaim
as loudly as he pleases that such a thing as overproducing is i,mgoamble.' but
the stub fact remains that the machinery of the world and the skilled
men who operate it ma to turn out at times more manufactured articles
of all kinds than the world can profitably consume.

It is because this is the case that the twaddle about the markets of the
world being of more consequence than the domestic market is no lu_n§ur
heard. Even in England itis now ba'i.;lnjng to be seen that it is essential to
the maintenance of the industries of that country that the domestic producer
ghould be protected against the encroachments of the tormﬁai:;u'. -

If the p advocated by Colonial Secretary Chamber and Premier

our are carefully examined, it will be found that they carry the admis-
gion that the free entrance of fureugn-msnufactured into the United

ingdom seriously aff the domestic producer, and that unless a
tariff which will render impossible the dumping process is to the
British manufacturer will have 1o go out of business.

It is noteworthy in this connection that Britons who advocate a tariff to
prevent the evils of dumping ]{-aersist in the belief that under a competitive
gystem, conducted upon what they are pleased to call fair linea&they could
hold their own a all competitors. ey have not lost confidence in the
enterprise of their manufacturers and the skill of their workingmen; the
simply contend that they are the victims of an unfair competition, whic
takes the form of selling goods manufactured in the United Btates and Ger-
many more cheaply in Great Britain than in the country of their production.

But it is idle to assume that competition of this kind is new or unfair. It
has been resorted to by British manufacturers in the past and is still prac-
ticed by them. It will be persisted inso long as opportunity offers. There
is only one way of putting a period to the vice, so far as it affects interna-
tional commerce. The United States discovered the method lo: . and
has made it serve as an effectual barrier to the encroachments of foreigners,
and Great Britain is now considering the propriety of copying it to save her
domestic producers from ruin.

It is contended by Cobdenites that the dumping evil is due to the protect-
fve system. They assume that had the world adopted free trade, the evil of
overproduction would not have manifested itself. But when the idea back
of this assn.m‘ft.wn is examined, it is seen that it rests upon the absurdity
that the world would have been better off had it remained dependent upon
the United Kingdom for its supplies of manufactured Egods.

In that event it may be conceded that there would have been no overpro-
duction, but it is hardly conceivable that anyone will now assent to the
proposition that the United Btates and several other countries that were in
& notoriously backward state a half century ag]?i are not as well fitted to-day
to manufacture articles of all kinds as Great Britain.

Being so fitted, it is proper that the people of those once backward coun-
tries should develop their resources as energetically as possible. They are
doing 80, and the result is periodical overproduction, due to the inability of
consumers to make their demands keep pace with the ability to produce.

This ability to Iémgiuca in excess of the ability to consume is by no means
an absolute evil. It indicates abundance of resources. If the opposite were
the case—if mankind were constantly demanding iore than could be pro-
duced—there would be want instead of plenty.

Overproduction can never prove a serious evil so long as the excess prod-
ncts are t within the countries of their origin or are shi to countries
which need them. In the first case the producer soon receives the warning
which compels him to curtail his output, and in the latter the export of the

lus proves beneficial by filling & want. :
verproduction becomes a genuine evil only when the surplus is sent to
countries abundantly able to provide themselves with the articles dumped on
their shores, In such cases the unloading is invariably affected by selling
the surplus goods at less than cost of production, or, at t, at prices lower
%n 1?l.mﬁse which the manufacturers of the in countries can afford to
at.

It was once the fashion of free traders to assert that even such an invasion
could do no harm, and the belief was ted in until it was seen that im-

rts under such circumstances would sap the foundations of all industry.

Now, even in Great Britain it is beginning to be L that the domestic
fhrgdnqers‘ interests must receive the flrst consideration. In other words,
British are having it borne in upon them that men must produee to con-
snme, and that in order to do the latter they must beafforded an opportunity

to produce.

ﬂ is only by the intervention of a protective tariff that this opportunity
can be guaranteed. A properly framed set of schedules can be relied upon
to eﬂeutmllriprevenp interference with domestic production, Back of the
barrier which well-adjusted duties present to the unfair encroachments of
foreigners the domestic producer may toil in security, unvexed by the fear
that he may be made the victim of the deliberate purpose of a foreign com-
petitor to undo him or of his rival's incapacity to measure demand.

That has become the prime function of protection. At one stage in the
development of & protective system the first consideration is the motion
of industry. Its work, then, 1s to ward off the attacks of established rivals
whose experience and accumulated capital, if permitted to be freely meas-
ured against the inexperience and feeble resources of the beginners, would
prove {utal to the creation of manufacturing industries in new countries.

But the utility of protection does not cease when it has assi in placin,
the industries of a nation on & firm basis. It is still the bulwark back o
which the working classes of a country may maintain a high standard of liv-
in%:n.nd hope to further elevate it.

ot ontly does it prevent dumping; it also inte; obstacles to the intro-
duction of competing products pmd'uced by workers who do not share the
aspirations of workers in protected countries. So lgﬁ as the principle of
rotection is adhered to the menace of flnid capital need have no terrors for
eworker. The toilers in free-trade England may be disturbed by the spec-
tacle of British capitalists operating factories on the Continent, where
cheaper labor ma obtained, but the workingmen of the Uni Btates
fear no such result. So long as protection prevails factories will never be
reared by American capital in foreign countries to supply the consumers of
the United States.

A system which affords seenrities of this kind can not be com with
one which puts the producing classes of a country at the disadvantage of
attempting to compets with pecples whose wants are restricted and who
have no desire to enlarge them. It is incomparably superior to free trade,
because it permits a nation to work out its destiny in its own way. It is de-
girable becaunse its tendency is to elevate the standard of comfort. While
protection endures in this country it will be possible for workingmen to pro-
cure what the toilers in almost every other part of the world deem luxuries;
if it is aver abandoned, the inevitable result will be to reduce the American
worker to the common level.

The standard of living of the British worker was long superior to that of
the rest of the workers of Europe, because Great Britain forn geriod had a

ractical monopoly of manufacturing; but the conversion of the Continent
to one vast workshop. and the resulting rivalry, is rapidly bringing him to
the same level as his continental fellows. It was inevitable that this should

be the outcome. It would no more be possible for a nation to permanently
maintain free trade and escape that fate than it would be to prevent water
rising to its ywn level if left to follow the natural law w governs it.

THE TRUSTS AND THE TARIFF.

It has been urged that international competition is absolutely essential to
rotect the people from the aggressions of what are populy.arly termed
‘trusts.” Some go so far as to assert that these modern instances of the

tendency to combine are directly traceable to the protective system.

This charge is made in absolute dmregard of the fact that combinations
are relatively as numerous in free-trade (3reat Britain as in this country and
that their origin must be sought for in a remote ann?njty. There is abun-
dant evidence that the ancient Romans formed syndicates, and toward the
close of the middle ages Germany produced an instance of organization more
effective perbaps than any witnessed in these days.

he only thing which distinguishes the modern system of combination is
the magnitude of some of the assembled interests. The Americansyndicates
are on a greater scale than those of any other country because the wealth of
the people of the United States surpasses that of all other people and because
the resources yet to be developed surpass those of any other nation.

There is no evidence, however, that the colossal size of these combinations
makes them a greater menace to consumers than they wounld be if competi-
tion were more general or if it were confined wholly to individunls. Ind%?ed,
there are conceivable circumstances under which the interests of consumers
would be more thoroughly conserved by a far-reaching system of organiza-
tions whose securities are in the handsof a great number of people than
they could possibly be under a mmlelgtitma method, which has a tendency to
restrict the volume of production. Theoretically the great combine can con-
trol output and prices, but practically it can do nothing of the kind. There

been much silly talk on this point durin th.&igenod (:Eagmspcﬁt re-
gnt.ly cg:joyed by country which is a.lrea%y g refu by the fog'w
avents,

Among other things, it was charged that the creation of trusts was re-
sponsible for the general rise in prices witnessed since 1898; but there is no
evidence whatever to prove that the rise would not have occur: the
tendency to combine not manifested itself.

There is abundant proof, on the other hand, that the phenomenon was at-
tributable to precisely the same canses which operated to produce or compel
advances in prices on former occasions, not only in this country but through-
out the western world.

The price lists of the British Iron and Steel Institute reveal the fact that
at various times in the of the manufacture of iron and steel rails in
the United Kingdom the price per ton has been more than doubled. This
was notably the case in the years when we wera dependent upon the British
for rails. 1In 1862 rails were £7 11s. a ton; in 1865 they had gone up to £13 2s,,
and in 1872 they sold at £15 14s.

Other advances equally stn.ki:;g might be cited, and in every instance in-
vestigation will develop the fact that they were due to causes which exactly
parallel those which produced the recent result erroneously attributed to
trusts. Inevery case the advance was responsive to an urgent demand; and
when prices were put down—they were cut in half more than once—that
action was compelled by the cessafion of demand.

Although there were anderstandings between the British rail makers,
who were popularly supposed to fix );F'ices. they merely served to register
the decrees of supply and demand. They did not attempt to restrict the
former and they took full advantage of-the latter.

‘When American consuﬁptinn ecreased, the British rail makers, who
chmﬂl £15 14s, a ton in 1872, cut the ;Lri'ice,_auﬁ_in 1878 they were charging
less than half that amount. eir combination did notavail to keep up rates
in the face of a decreasing demand. What the British ironmasters found
themselves unable to do the American manufacturers can not hope to accom-

If anyone doubts this let him investigate the causes that induced the lead-
ing steel and iron manufacturers of the United States, ata meeting held in
New York on November 5, 1903, to reduce the price of steel hillets o1
to §%4 a ton. A frank inguiry will develop the fact that the so-called trust is
as powerless to keep up ?rices in the face of a diminishing demand as indi-
viduals assumedly in active competition with each other would be.

It is even doubtfnl whether a great concern organized on the lines of a
modern trust is as potent in the premises as individuals were in the days
before promotion became the fashion. An enormous stock company must
meet its obligations, and ean only do so by continuing to produce until the
point of selling at a loss is reached; an individual may suspend operations
when profits become too small to tempt him.

The great steel trust has acqui larﬁ bodies of iron ore, which, in the
nature of things, must become more valuableasthe aopnlationof thecountry
and the world increases, If these mines were in the possession of private
ownersitisconceivable that they might be itted to remain unproductive,
but having been acquired by a company whose existence is dependent upon
production, they must be worked.

In the course of the industrial in?uiry made by the commission created
by Congress Mr. Bchwab, of the steel trust, expressed the view that the cor-
poration of which he was a member was not- omrca}intnliz.ed, because it
owned vast ore bodies which wonld become extremely valuable in the future.
He argued that at the rate mnsmt»et:lon was increasing the deposits of &
certain class of ores would be exhausted in less than fifty years.

This condition of affairs, he assumed, would enable the United States Steel
Company to anticipate the future by pemitt.mg it to make its charges com-
mensurate with the approaching scarcity. There is little doubt that his
opinion of the duration of the supply is sound, but hea to have over-
looked the fact that the ge of the ore bodies from the control of s few
persons who, like speculators in real estate ina city, might have waited for
the mcreas_.aﬂ value which comes from a demand created by the expansion
of poegu‘.;atiqn, has frustrated the opportunity to profit in the manner sug-
gest y him,

The dispersal of the securities of the mmpan{mhas made the continuance
of &deuchon imperative. The interest on the bonds issued must be paid,
and an attempt will be made to earn dividends. To accomplish these results
the ores of the ation must be utilizad, and the consuming public must
be tempted to buy the products fashioned from them.

That this view is sound is attested by the fact above quoted—that at the
first sign of cessation of demand the price of steel is reduced. If the reduc-
tion resolved upon does not effect its purpose it will have to be followed b,
another. This is precisely the process witnessed before the hubhub rai
over the formation of trusts was heard, and it proves that combinations, no
matter how strong, are subject to the same economic laws as individuals.

It ia not bamqmbusts can exact what they please from the consumer that
they are undesirable. Experience shows that they have no such power.
Their evil feature is their tendency to draw capital to themselyes by frandu-
lent methods. But that may be overcome by acting upon the advice of the
President, who has recommended the passage of laws which will compel pub-
lelty. If suchlaws areenacted trusts will soon ba divested of their power for
harm within the country in which they are operated; but the inhabitants of

other countries will be compelled to rd against their encroachments, for
the necessity nnder which they will themselves of producing and st:ﬂjng
will cause them to seek out convenient spots of the earth in which to

du':‘:tnﬁ:hetrprodmts.
is becoming thoroughly understood in Germany and other European
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countries. In an article recently published in the Reichsbote, of Berlin, the

statement was made that *‘if, cnu%expectaﬁon, the American trust,

after flooding the British markets, make renewed attempts to over-
flow the German tariff dike, it will be necessary to strengthen defenses
of the German market.”

Compare this sensible attitude with the absurd tion taken by Ameri-

can free traders, who recommend cutting the tariff dike as a rem n)f for the

m evil. When we add that this recommendation is made in full knowl-

of the fact that ** Germany was able to ease its market during the crisis

of 1901 by dumping & million tons of iron and_steel in Great Brltnin," some
ides of fatuousness of the free trader's advice may be formed

The British peopls are beginning to realize that they areina trap and are
endeavoring to escape from it. recognize their helplessness, and the
desire to strike down the caunse of it is growing rapidly. They know that
while free trade lasts their ports will continue to be a dumping ground for
the trusts, and the knowlcdgn will speedily gnide them to the remedy.

Shall we commit the blunder of adopting the system which is now menac-
ing British industry, or shall we pursue the sensible course of leaving the
trusts to the processes of our courts! If we em the error which Great
Britain now seeks to retrieve, we shall be at the mercy of all trusts, includ-
ing our own. If we eonclude to abate the evils which atfend the trust sys-
tem by internal regulation, we will accomplish & real reform without menac-
ing domestic produaction.

TRIUMPH OF PROTECTION AND JUSTIFICATION OF THE POLICY OF PROMOT-
ING PRODUCTION.

On the night of November 4, 1903, Joseph Chamberlain made a h tn
Birmingham to 9,000 of his fallow-tnwnsma in which he quoted Co
gayin {Imt the United States would avontn.'l.].ly abandon ma.nufacturm
and that * the workingman would go back to land and dig and delve for
us." Mr. Chamberlain now sa; ericans had not so conceived
their national destiny, and did not believe that they were created by Provi-
denoe to dig, delve, und plow for the benefit of Great Britain.»

We may fairly assume that thé view which the British ex-colonial secre-
tary attributes to Cobden was once gvmral]renterhmed by the people of
Great Britain and was most closely adhered to by the learned men of that
country, who, in deflance of their own P%ance and the dictatesof reason,
had constructed an economic theory thi  idea of which was the erro-
neous assumption that the manufacturing and commercial supremacy of the
British was due to natural causes,

Holding this opinion, it is not strange that Cobdem, John Bright, Glad-
stone, and a host of other free traders whose names and utterances might be
recorded should have made the blunder of predicting that our efforts to
establish smanuf.m,tmng industry would prove fruitiess. Had their ammg
tion been justified, their Elradictmna must have been realized, for nothing
more certain than that it is impossible for a people to pmﬁtably CATTY On
indnstries to which they can not adapt themselves or to which the country
in which they are operating is not adapted.

But saying a thing does not make it so. and no matter how loudly Richard
Cobden and ‘inis follow that protection meant trying toraise pine-

les nnder glass, it djd not prove that such was thecase. Theonly effectof
tg'p h charge was to deceive those who made it. Itblinded them to what

we were doing in this country so thoroug they did not wake to the
real wndlﬁg;gof affairs until they found usmt{um;stng the ucts of our fac-
tories into open marketa. Then they woke up, rub their eyes, and
asked themselves, ** What is the matter?”

Long after the on tﬁut of manufactured articlesin this country was greatly
in excess of that of the United Kingdom, and evenup to the time when it be-
eame equal in volume to the combined production of Great Britain and Ger-
many, writers for the British press authors of books published in England
were accustomed to speaking of the United States asan cultural nation.

And when they used the term they were still under the domination of Cob-
den's idea that Americans * were urested by Providence to dig, delve, and
plow for the beneifit of Great Brifain

They were confirmed in this remarknble belief by the vast tity of
American farm produets annually dumped on their shores, T e! saw 50
many of the products of our soil that they unt.hhﬂdngly concluded that we
must be davoting ourselves wholly to agriculture. T oﬁuhad been t.aught by
their master that it wounld be fatal. or at least highly
interests as cultivators, to divert any of our cap from the nml aud it d:d
not occur to them tlmt it might be possible for us to have several irons in the
fire at once and keep ata white heat.

But we did. Wa mnde %g;d the protectionist claim that man succeeds
best when he depends upon own aﬂorta ‘We showed that inexperience
and unapiness are not synonymous terms, and we have conclusively proved
that there is not a single industry prosecuted in England which we may not
haope to carry on with equal or greater success than it is carried onin that

coun
Iv tn?tha glory of protectionism to have demonstrated that
the whole world may be made a workshop, and that mankind need not be de-
dentupon alittle corner of it. The greatest achievementof protectionism
geﬂ the fact that it has pmt‘lmlly tausht the Western World that national
a)mdgr?ss recelvea its greatest impulse when the people of a country resolve
o for the

It is because tha ‘Western World has learned this lesson that the consump-
tive ability of mankind has been so rz'hi:m:rau.smi. Had several nations
which now occupy a foremost position in
to await the time when their resources would naturally
there wonld bave been a different story to tell. Had the United States lis-
tened to the Cobdenites and depended upon mntn
it would in all prnbamm.y have occupied Yy a8 msisnmcan positinn
counsel which virtually bid it fetter its energies.

commercially as Turkey.

But it refused to
Animated by the spirit of Washington, who advo(ntod industrial inde&en -
ence, Americans as a pohhcul erpedlant. resorted to artificial means
complish their ends. E:: as a measure of political security
they have since continued becausﬁ it brought economic gain.

"L he policy inangurated by the First Congress has not been adhered to with
religious fidelity. There have been several lupeea from it, but only for
periods long enough to emphasize the conviction which has taken possession
of the American mind that it is essential to the e market for
the domestic producer in order to a.amre to the producing and consuming
masses the greatest degree of prosperi

Duﬁnﬁ::xe years in wh:%grow:hon has been most rigidly adhered to the

and_trinm

coun ins in prodm-ﬁﬂty In these years have
mnt‘;{m up the euormons i es the existence of which retutathovain
usumpﬁon of the free trader t.h.nt pmtecnan proves a hindrance toadvance-

in the past thirty years, while the freatraden f Great Britain and
t.!:ew-t}tl'atiltad S?utes hav tybm e manufac e ‘acturing could never
suceeed in bimotec&ve duties, there 'haa been devel-
Gped ?nBrl::dus&y n:;&:wm of output exceeds that of Germany and
'I":mmo vplue of the manufactured products of the United Btates was

z&a&mmmnmmmwammrmmmm Nor was
anormonspmducﬁon attained at the expense of agriculture. The free
artificial stimnlus applied to the development of

us that a.ny
manumcmres impede the profitable use of our soil, but we have seen
mncurrently with the growth of our factories such an enlar; t of farm-
i t:lo;:)s wi our a8 was never witnessed be in any coun-
on the g!
tr%.n.d protection resulted in paralyzing iculture in the United States as
free h'ade did that industry in Great Britain, the American advocates of the
romotion of production 5!:1; have hesitated. But when they saw the pre-
ctions of the Oahdenitea lsifled by ﬁlle evglt.r when they saw Amaw
yeur e rate of incrense impeded on

tgg‘inabﬁity :* t]m worid to consume the products of our farms at a y

that would pa onists were profoundly c(mﬂn thut

whatever mig t remﬂt trom e pollcy of diversifying resources, it
poasibly be injury to agricul

That conviction can not he disturbed so long as the census disc]mes a con-
tinnous increase in the value of farm property and produda as it has decade
after decade since protection has been the nation's po! In 1870 the farms
of the United States were valued at 58.914.85: 740, in l'JUl)ynt 3&'],514 001,835; in
%&mﬁﬁ% rs theannual valueof farm prod rom §1,958,038,

When we inquire into the details of the American farm
find a state of atfan's the very reverse of that wh_ch the Cobdenites pre-
dicted and exactl Igpmita of that produced by the free-trade policy in
the United Kingdom. the latter country the tiller i.sahanéoningthesoﬂ
in the United States the number of farmsand farmers increasessteadily. n
lBTO:here mﬂm&fnrmninthismmtrrinIWthanmbc.was

éeamagotheUnitadK_tn lom had six or n million

mam sheu'p than it has now; the number of sheep in the Un.thed Stataes in-
creased from 40,853,000 to 62,080,091 during the same period.

In the thirty years duringowhich our mamufmtnmg industry has nl:‘.udo
1,&85,1’?9 tons in 1870

such emrmons rogress as to astonish the wor
ﬁma
the men in the foundries and factories

pace. our oam\:t of pig iron

were “‘mml?i;’i'i.é“ e F 150 T et i s s cqual

Were accom e ers ean

record FS"D they had 25,484,100 cattle; in 1902 the num mﬂl.m%

In 1870 thﬂ number of horses was 8.248,800; in 1002, ite the introduction

of the trolltiy. the bicycle, and the automobile, the number of horses had in-

creased ‘We now raise enough swine to provide the world with

'beconsndhams..than‘umberin twmﬁ,"ﬂih tnmmmu,lmm in
od increased from 162,000,000

dsm s,msﬁlfmo&%mords,lrdhm rrom 834,700 bushels to 670,063,008
un poun of w )

to 2,523,648,312 bushels, and of cot~
wnﬂl‘rom ganmmm 10,

084,255,000 b
650,600 bales,
0 other nation can make such a showing as this. Had we hearkened to
the free trader, however, it would not have been made. Our wral
development has been stimulated by the utﬂjzutltm of our
Had we not endeavored to make use of all the blessings of nature the Amm-l-
can pao le would not have conguered their continental area in a little more
a century. Itis because we have devoted ourselves to the extrac-
tlonnf(mr our iron and our copper ores, and to the work of fashi
B0 Wit 8 DI OF raliays ek Thve Rt the fiaice ¢ Hiiog B
& network o WAYS W Ve
products to near-by markets.
Had we not diversified our ind had we been content to raisea
cultural pmd:nctu fmpha in disf.nnt I:tdsa we should not to-day num
our farms In 1900, as already stated, themwareﬁ,'ﬂ'ﬁm
farmslnthe This tremend mincmsefmm&ﬁﬁﬂ%inim
ads possible by the u:rban growth of the country. And that resnlt is
ue to the crentim of a manufacturing industry which has

d!rectly
the eoumh ties, towns, and villages, whose mha‘mtante fnrm the
Porimtion

the American farmer, and save to him the cost of trans-
of his produ to distant markets.

It is upon the development of its resources and the attendant results that
the sensible lover of his conntry should concentrate his attention, and not
upon the figures of external trﬁe, ough, as has alrendy been shown, pro-
tectionists may challenge mmpanwns tfmt point. 'I‘he volume of things
we sell to foreigners and those we buy from them is insignificant when
measured t what we produce for domestic consumption.

In every field of production the output is mainly for our own use. At
most times we are so us that we can afford to consume the bulk of
mlr own Mbth ough we [uce on a scale undreamed of elsewhere.

ucts of our farms are used to feed Americans or
praﬁde them with raw materials for manufacturi 9&1 purposes; only six or
seven millions of the 251,873,675 tons of coal mined in 1X2 were shipped abroad
and these exports were offset in measure by imports of mineral fuel
from nearby countries; we used sixteen-seventeenths of our vast ontput of
pig iron and the major part of the 268,000 tons of ca']guwr mined in 1902. Our
ineral production in the last year was valuedat §1,050,520,521.  Over a billion
donnrs worth of thiamormouswtputmyodsthumawconuibuteto Ameri-
can comfort and add to American wealth.

There is no conceivable test to which protectioncan besubjected that will
not make & triumphant almwi.ng for the policy. Even in the particular in
which we were supposed to be most deficient—foreign commomwe have
ma greater progress than the United Kingdom, the great exemplar of free

B
Our external commerce has both relatively and absolnfely mors
ra.p!dly than that of Great Bntag?“ X

industry we

xport more domestic produce than
rg{ and it may be confidently predicted that in less than ten years
(mr exte commerce will vastly exceed that of any other nation, although

ports, in the nature of are not likely to increase with the same

5 ) idlty as those of dependent nations.
r exports of mauu.futured articles, despite the assertion of free traders
that we could never h compete in manufacturin have increased from
E?B.Bl& in 1875 to 64.1 401 in 191)2 and our general exports, which were
10.83 ger capita in o first-named ym. rose to T 16 per capita in the last,

all hnds £550, 92, §1,535,451,561.

But it is not rts or im hlch tell the of the well being and
doing of the faoo:m Ths.bmtnbenaarc ed for in other figures
and m othar Such facts as these, which are drawn from the Sta-
tistical A the truth in trumpet tones. Inlﬂ"othn%-mpita
consumption ur roducts of raw cotton was 14.10 pounds; in 1902 it was
.65 pounds. In we consumed 4.69 bushels of wheat per capita; in 1908
the domestic consumption was 6.50 . In 1570 we used 862

per ea;
poundsotauﬁr r capita; in 1902 it required 72.8 ds per capita to meet
our wants. OUr consum coﬂ’eewaa?nl u.ndspeprm ita; in
1902, 13.57 pounds. In 1870 it too. &'Bpoundsofwmlgrwpimtom
uirements; in 1902 we needed 6.07 pounds per capi
the amonnt of money per capita in circulation was $18.75;
lnMitwassﬂ?fi?evarydolhroﬁtgood for its face. In 1870our capita
ebtwns H1; it was o izﬂpar hhatymr The annual interest
h was in w&sonl cents mpitnmlm Inla‘m“
ﬁﬂpﬂru onrmr 1902 the u;pendi ed §10.33

our
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rcapita. The use of the fliceis a fair indexof & le's and
prosersy, The revenne om figsouvcowasblcens D Capie 2 16 2d

Hiin i 70 the s of the e in sa ag|
2&50,"1'45,4{2: in 180¢ they footed up 32,7“00,0?‘??}3(1 q

And so the fable may be made to run on indefinitely, and its tenor will al-
waiv's be the same. But whyspin it out? What need is there to extol our ex-
ploits when the whole world is pointing the er of admiration at thems and
conceding that they are due to protection? ¥ azg}w the case when free-
trade England virtually confesses her error by agitating for a change of her
fiscal ? Why think it necessary to warn Americans against a course
which has produced this state of affairs in Great Britain, testifled to by the
London Chroniele, which printed the facts related to impress its readers that
English workingmen are hovering so clos2 to the borderland of starvation
that o sli];]:ht rise in the price of foodstuffs would iroduce that awful result?
E?m if t lgmg:&stimony furnished by the London Chronicle in its issne of Oc-

her

“In the present controversy concrete instances are more valuable than
any number of theories. Here is a London workingman's budget, supplied
by Mr. Percy Alden, who has known the man for fourteen years, as a teeto-
taler, a friendly society man, and a trades-unionist. He has a wife and four
children. His n.vemgg earnings are 18s. a week, and out of these he Eﬂ_
rent, 48, 3d.; bread, 2s. 6d.; meat, 1s. 8d.; vegetables, 1s. 5d.; coal, 1s. 6d.
Every fart.hmﬁoxs of importance to this man, and to hundreds of thousands
of laborers in London w’fmse earnings are not more than 18s. a week on the
average. The dock labprers average only 12s. a week. Even an addition of
1 penny a day to the food bill would put a strain on thess workmen."

. Compare statement and the condition of affairs it reveals with that
disclosed by a bulletin issued by the United States Bureau of Labor on No-
vember 13, 193, on the cost of \nn% workingmen's families in this coun
try, in which it was shown that of 2,500 workingmen's families in thhgg[—three
States from which data were obtained the average income per family was

19, of which $326.90 was expended for food, the avem%t;size of the family
ing 5.31 persons, In a country in which food of all kinds is much cheaper
than in the United Kingdom the American workingman spends more meney
upon his table alone than the bulk of British workers earn. This means that
the American worker does not deny himself luxuries utterly unknown to
his fellows across the sea, and that, after he has sati the disposition to
live in comfort, he is still able tosavea tidy little sum annually, a fact elo-
quently testified to by the swelling deposits of American savings banks,

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. GOULDEN].

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I heartily indorse what the
gentleman from Brooklyn [Mr. FITZGERALD] has so ably and for-
c1bgstated regarding the accusations made against the fair name
of the city of New York by the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Apans].,

_The infamous slanders uttered by the gentleman that the mu-
nicipal campaign ending in the triumphant election of the Demo-
cratic ticket in November last was ed on the platform of
* free rum and free immorality '’ are mciously false.

The statements are unworthy of a Member of this House or of
any respectable man.

1t makes a native of the State of Pennsylvania, of which I am
proud, blush for his fellow-citizens of that great Commonwealth.

I indorse the refutation of the charges made by ithe gentleman
from New York.

The matter under consideration is one of importance to the na-
tion. Full and free discussion of the subject must tend to a satis-
factory solution of the questions. Idesiretooccupy the time of the
House for a brief space on the Panama Canal matter.,

There is no doubt of the feelings of the great majority of the |
ople on this proposition. Thata canal should be con- |

American
structed whereit can be done the cheapest and Euickest goes with-
out saying. The masses of the people demand it, and the Demo-
cratic party would welcome its speedy accomplishment, but let
that result be brought about in a manner befitting the dignity of
this great and powerful nation and through methods consistent
with a due observance of the rules of international law as they
shonld be applied by one country to another in this age of en-
lightenment and civilization.

The consensus of opinion everywhere favors canals as the cheap-
est method of transporting freight and as competitors of the rail-
roads of the country. In my own State the people, in November
last, by a majority of a quarter of a million, decided to expend
§101,000,000 in the improvement and betterment of the canals.
In my own district the Government is slowly but surely con-
structing the Harlem River Ship Canal, connecting the Hudson
River and Long Island Sound, two great waterways. Whencom-
pleted, as it should be within five years, it will be one of the most
important canals in the country. Many of you now within the
sound of my voice will live to see a great ship canal built from
New York City to the Lakes. This will become an absolute ne-
cessity if this nation is to successfully compete with the Canadian
water transportation.

New York State is preparing the way in this matter by im-
proving her system of canals, Other States should follow her
example, and a revival of interest in nature’s methods of carrying
freight cheaply may be confidently expected.

The Panama question is one of the signs of the times of such a
revival,

The agitation will tend to kindle anew the interest of the peo-
ple in the matter of water communication, by restoring the canals
of the country that have been so long neglected, perhaps through
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other corporate influences. In many cases these corporations
have secured control of canals only to abandon or to use them as
tenders in their carrying trade. The people of the State of New
York have decided that this kind of business must cease. Hence
the immense vote in favor of the improvement of the canals.

A tew words about the Panama Canal, which is now a leading

uestion before the people of this country and will form one of
the principal planks in the platformsof the great political parties
in the coming national conventions. Asa Democrat, with a ma-
jority of my party, I am heartily in favor of building a canal to
connect the oceans. The commerce and business interests de-
mand that it be constructed as speedily as possible. The shorter
distance and lesser cost makes the Panama Canal seemingly the
favorite route for the great waterway to be built.

In my judgment, however, the manner in which the new Re-
public of Panama was recognized in order to carry out certain

emature plans was a monumental mistake. Why so much

te and apparent secrecy? Why was not the law-making power
of the country consulted"; Nothing certainly would have been
lost by a little diplomacy being practiced toward a sister repub-
lic. Iam loath to believe that the Chief Executive, whom I es-
teem as a man and a citizen, based upon a personal acquaintance
with him for many years, would be guilty of what on the face
appears to be a violation of the laws of nations, of right, aud of
justice,

Not only as Democrats, but especially as citizens, do we deplore
the methods adopted to bring about the results achieved. The

rinciple laid down in 1861, and which cost this conntry so much
Elood and treasure to maintain,should not have been so ruthlessly
and hastily cast aside. If the principle of secession was wrong
then, it is equally wrong now.

The question of environment and of the exigencies of the case
has nothing to do with the right or wrong of tae matter, because
no wrong can make a right.

Is it right to claim that this is a case where the end justifies the
means?

The unparalleled and unprecedented display of unexampled meth-
ods is open to the sharpest criticism, and the thinking American
ple, regardless of party affiliation, are discussing this matter.
ost seriously in this connection I predict that it will be longer
than the present or any hasty canal builder can calculate for the
permanent completion of the canal to admit the passage of ocean
shipping. Why, then, such unseemly haste? Why imperil the
od name of the Republic that in its entire history has stood for
Justice and fair play? Is it not a mistake anyway to attempt to-
build the canal of such magnitude on the lock system?

Many engineers predict failure for the canal as contemplated
and urge the sea-level plan, doing away with all artificial means.

To prove that I am not speaking as a partisan, I quote from
that stalwart, conservative Republican paper, the New York
Tribune, under date of December 28, 1903.

The Clerk read as follows: :

PANAMA REVOLUTION—EFFECTED BY A MUNICIPAL COUNCIL—PEOPLE TOOK
KO PART.

PANAMA, R. P., December 16, 1903,

The terri known to the Colombian Federation as the Department.
of Pana: and now embraced by the Republic, is a long, narrow strip of
land extending in a generally easterly and westerly direction. It is abont
475 miles long, measured in a straight line, and varies in width from about 47
miles, between Colon and Panama, to something more than a hundred miles.
at its eastern extremity and alonF the eighty-first parallel of longitude, On
the west it is bounded by Costa Rica, with which nation there is a long-stand-
ing boundary dispute, while on the east the Gulf of Darien and the Atrato-
River mark its separation from the South American mainland and the great.
hog{ of the Colombian Republic.

e coast line, considerably more than 1,000 miles in length, is rough and'
broken. The surface of the country is generally mountainous, although im-
mense swamps and stretches of treeless upland are frequent. Except along-
the coast, the country is almost entirely uninhabited, all of the towns
cities of any consequence being located next the sea or very near to it. Inthe
interior are bands of Indians, two or three of the more important tribes of
which have rarely been communicated with. Vast areasin tgc:a extreme east-
ern and western portion of the country remain wholly unexplored, and the
knowledge of what the interior holds is most limited. In this territory there-
are supposed to live, including Indians, about 800,000 persons. No a pt.
has ever been made to take a census of the population, so the figure named
can only be taken as a more or less acenrate estimate.

This territory while it stood in the Colombian Federation as the Depart-
ment of Panama, and at the time of the secession, was divided into seven
provinces, Chinqu.h Los Santos, Varaguas, Panama, Colon, Bocas del Toro,
and Cocla. Each of these provinces was governed by a governor, subordinate
to the departmental governor. Each had its council, and each was entitled
to representation—by senators and representatives—in the two branches of
the Colombian Congress, which sat at Bogota. It will be seen from this ex-
planation that, no matter how corrupt, ineflicient, and oppressive the old
order of things may have baen, the fabric of the State was wmglate in all of
its d the governmental structure having been carried down as per- -
fectl eory as it is in our own Union.

It follows from this, asanatural presumption, that in the secessionist move-
ment all of these provinces should have had a voice. It happens, however,

t, natural as that presumption may be. itis wholly und[;:ns in this in-
stance. The natural corollary of the Iast statement is that the Bepublic as it
stands does not represent the people of Panama—speaking now otp the entire

in
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Department—and such is actually the case. It may represent them
mthstthesentimmtotaﬂ the people concurs in what has been done; but
it is an indisputable fact that outside of the city of Panama the people of the
new Republic had no voice whatever in the establishment of the Republie,

PEOPLE NOT IN THE SECRET.

The seoeasionist movement w:th three men and was executed under
our others, the seven working under the
Before the coup d'état others wam
rforce, taken into the secret, but so closely were the
Eme who were really in the secret and knew definitely the detnﬂs ht he
counted on the fingers of the two hands. This us to the rey
uces the strangest of all the contradictions discoverable in con-
nection with the birth of thisnational infant. The uprising took on the
8d day of November, being initiated by the arrest of Generals Tovar and
Amayaand Governor Obald.m, which took place in the city of Panama. That
city knew, of course, wha occurred the moment arrests were ef-
fected, but Colon was kegt i.n ignorance of the secession until the follomng
da{h It was on tha l.th 0 the mﬂnth that thezmblm meeting was held in the
edral Plaza, Pa the Republic proclaimed, and
the dechrahun of indepandenoa—or manifestation, as they ¢all it here—was

in mind the fact that seven men, aided by the soldiers and others
whose an&port for the movement had been with dollars, were llona
for the sudden revolution in the political status of

may mdor away down a stretch of not unin Were tha
Ieoftheotherg‘?vmeonsultedaatowhatitwu by the se-
ecessionists to do? ay were not. Wi the ing in general

nnsi_ht the provinces of Colon and Panama lef into the secret? They were
ey hmw by general rumor, that a revolution was on the tapis; but
wjg n consulted nor their advice asked as to the 0In OF Un-
om of what- was cnntemplnted. ‘Wasa provisional congress, com;

of

tes from the several provinces, held for the of deba the
ej“nndhnmin sbpof tion? Nothingg?thehndwnsemr
mughtut How, then, was the carried through? In this simple and
“n‘ﬂ:eﬁttlabandofmmlﬂt&hemammofthe council of Pan-
ama into their secret late in October, when it became t that a blow
would have to be struck very soon or forever withheld. eouncil-

men—eleven in number—were wlllmg to further t.he project, so that when

the public meeting was held in the cathedral p! Pmmn. on November

:3 they were all in attendance. They, too, weretheﬂ.rst T the declara-
of independence, and immedi taly after that formality they adjourned

across the street to the municipal building and went into session behind

closed doors. Their first act t.hen was to pass the declaration, which had al-
dy been ina

rea book of record, and to append their pames to the
engros:ed copy. Tbis done, hecxty council appointed the three members of
the rning ta, author m to take charge of the af-
fairsof the new nbiic o junta assembled at m and named the mem-
hernotthnmv;eiomlmbimt.anﬂthenaw ic became a fact. On the
same day 0 Mollendes had taken charge of affairs at Colon as pro-
visional governor appointed by the junta; butoutside of the cities of Panama
and Colon, and along the line of the Panama the people of the new
Iﬁhﬁcw&g&mumigwo! the fact that they were no longer sub-
DONE BY A MUNICIPAL COUNCIL.
It seems le that the municipal council of a city of fewer

incredib!
than 25,000 people should take unto themselves the right to create a republic
out o?‘aterrit.ory equal in area to 'LheSta.‘a of Indriigna but that was what
wnsnctmll done in this case. Instead of Wthe city

tgnmad the act of indeﬁ&%nce. tive for-
mality incident to the creation of c was performed by these city
councilmen, no portion of the new Be‘pnb except the city of Panama hav-
ing a voice, by representation, in what was done. Nor has any other por-
blic had such a voice to this day.

No congress been called to ratify the secession, nor has any one of the
seven provinces been requested to assemble, in oou.ndl or thus |:;|.|:,§E
to pass an act of ratification. There mi It be a 1 for procedurs
the m tmic]ﬁloonncﬂo!omofourm ties— poE:iforinmnce.slnce
the area of Indiana is about the sameas that of an ordi
nance declaring the State of Indiana a free and independent na but the
average American imagination is impotent to summon such a agectw’lena that

into being. But itwas that very thing which was done here when the munici-
pal co of Panama legislated for the %inhahlmm of this territo:
1n mvering all their obligations of Iaalt{ bia, them free an

gendent, and doing these thin
itants, save nn mmgniﬂ.can
to the o:rigina\

It is no tendad b the fo;gomg to impeach or to compromise the exist-
ence of the new Republic. S an attempt would be fatuous, for the new
Republic is actual. The purpose is merely to show the incongruity of the

ure, although no Panaman can be b'rought tosee that there is anyth.ins

thont consulting any of those 300,000
ty, restricted in numbers practically

tional, incongruous, or contradictory in the fact thata ublic has been
creabedh an nﬁimcepassed a city council. The inability of the Pana-
y by r¥ cans as little short of ludicrous is

dnuhtlass due to t.he fn.ct Eﬂ meamrea have been taken, though not by leg-
islative steps, to bring the whole tarrimf accept the new form of govern-
ment. Immediately after the creation of the Be‘puhlic and the appointment
oféhejuntabythacit council of Panama the junta took t,o‘t'.sh‘:';send

ries were sen to the different provinces to estab-
lishment of the mublic. These emissaries were effective orators, as are
nearly all the &)eo of these wnthern countries. They toured along both
coasts, east and west, an the principal cities. Their coming was
unannqunced in these eiﬂas, W,

un’dit.he arrival of the emissaries, we:
tia d other cities andlggns alo sgj%lg;%
hirig o. and o
D“id'c oo:s’;. o g el Toro, Nombre de Dios, Porto etc., on the
(hrfbhean ahoms. were vimted in this wa o§ have been received
!'roma]l the emissaries, although some of them have not yet returned to

PROCESS OF PBOCLLI[ATIDH

l'nuach rthmaclﬁesthaemlmam arrival, employ the
Jocal band of eda milnt.h i plaza, he weuld
draw hi:cm d by the band’s efforts, and wheneamb%?'lsumdent for his
tha. the

had assembled he would read the declaration of independence.
the reading wonld come his hanmfua, the burden of which was
“d onet nstruction of the ship

e construction
svamangtotheﬂepubuoa

jock Toran provalls

what been

establishment of the Republic mean
canal by the United States across the Isthmu
this canal mmnt that the United States wounld
sum of money sufficient to make all of the
was done in every instance, and the nrator
mo whom :xwerty in its most ab
responses in

toa
people mvar failed to
elicit enth approval

The busi-

JANUARY 12,
ness of the was then to report to the ta that people of tha
town accepted the hcsndgloried in its crea m i !

This procedure has been followed in treati th all of the people of the
Isthmus. In a more formal manner some of provinces have communi-
cated with the junta through their governors. has been tendered
=gyt d LA "“"‘mﬁh‘ pry el

not pre an
have been communicated with, the assurances thmugﬁa emjmrmd the

goremo:‘-sg:va bzen su.tﬂ{:l:xyent in nm::hber to thre &?‘E'mﬁ“f‘h“vfhh“
&upleo nAmMA approve the severance o eir relations with
lombia. If they Eg; patriotism ot t.b.eh- own, t.ha certainly have no love

torOol(:l;lab&l;sndmghdtoesca t s aww:élmgufssmd-
acceptance after even t was done t;
munmlotPamma. which unigue distinetion of ha vingb amm{

ple ordinance create:l a ic, so far as the formal structure of this Re
m thm it will appear, and this is the indisputable
exists to-day, in its goverumental fea
s uonta is govarninie thout opposition, a
of none of £ ﬁopla. except the soldiers and sailo hoa
ged the naw Repu‘buc. unta constitutes a governing body de
gecn there isn te as to hs authority,
Intothe situation em under and by these contradictory conditions
methods there enter several elements of danger. The first and most im-
%:or'amt of these is an]:h’ in mﬁngle &‘oh:hmhmment the tcu'mt of m% cer-
@ peop are uiescent now, use
the oondiﬁ:n isnew and g?)vel hv?r;olw long uwywdl remain so is

rob-
lematieal. The conviction is uni them that the United States
will actual canal operations at once. 1&20&3' is expecting mone
to flow Iy within the next few days, because they have béen enco g

to believe that the establishment of ‘the Re
nuing of work on the canal. This is seen
have been closed since the
teen years
Owners of ren
nominal rents from

blic means the :mmedmta
divers ways. Hotels whosa
cessation of canal work by the French—four-
to open them within a few weeks.
rty in Panama and Col who have a.eeepted
e natives and nondescripts, are turning these pwliw

out of their premises in the expectation that within a few days there will
such an influx of Americans as tosend rents booming. yﬂlticm of every
sort is n'ponth!s , and upon every is thes “The

rife, based
canal is coming.” To Panamans who uwa.nd
French extravagance and corruption the fac
means flush times; and Panama can hardly restrain
of actual operations arrives.

REACTION WILL COME.

From this condition there is certain to be a reaction. The United States
will not begfl.n $ent£ons for months. for if the advice of men like Ad-
miral Walker, Col. Black, the army sani and
other Americans now here is accepted, months m elapse, even after the
ratification of the treaty by the United States Senate, before sanitary wndi—
tions ean be so hnpm‘res dﬁmt the work of canal eonstruction to
This means that a season of disappointment, in'nl:h]g to dmtishct
with the Government, is certain to prevail; nm]:L facing this prospect the Gov-

ernment lacks ition by the
e formal adoption of a consti-
£ trati omcmla waits upon Dr. Manuel
ador's return from the States; but the wiser heads believe a serious mis-
take is bein&made in thus delutyr;ng The demand that a oonatlrntﬂmnl con-
venti representatives all the provinces, be called is
e Panamans is essen-

insistent, the more tm'-aalaeut:lglmolﬁ.g'i believing that it
tial that the republica hfcmarnme be given a more suhstanti.nl foundation
and something upon which it can more certainly claim the adherence of the

B?EIB than is poa:ible through the mere fact that it exists now, because it is

Anotherdmturhmrgh andanebound to assert itself sooner or later, is
the conflictover the between churchand state, The po].icy of the Con-
servatives—who for years country—was the state should
sup rt the church. The Liberals poaedthi&andthemﬁmeutamun:
of the new Republic is that, while there should be no interference

wit.h the established religion—the Roman Catholic—the clrmh must look to
its communicants and not to the state for support. ple go pov-
erty stricken as are the Panamans the sup rt of the chum would mean
thslm ition of a serious burden, and, as padres are sure to encourage
when the new shall have been actnallyinsﬁtuteﬂ, that they
ch n'pon. ous unrest will assuredly provoke problems

@ Government hva to deal.
there are rumors of dissatisfaction. Jealousies are nnin%htg

erop o nt amons those who stood shoulder to shoulder in the creation of

mblic. The wnﬁman:fprovs]enta few dagﬂ ago that Dr. Amador should

glmadin
emnalisco o
hal.tuntﬂt.ba mmmnt

be unopposed choice of the le for the first President of the Republic
is beginning to modifyi and nnp??an werful influ-
ences, is coming into existence; and w’ P.nitiaremem that here politi-
cal e form volutions, there is every

campaigns are carried on
necessity for the United Sut.es to msbupon i.mmedmta action toward the
tomation of a snitable Bg.ovarnment chosen by the paopla and to which all

the will give th

Tﬁeogrep be!nsmnexistﬁmtsom the people are con-
cerned, and existinx onlg bwam the provisional junta's authority has not
been disputed, it is mt}e to correct this contradictory condition and to
enable the serious ;pro ms which will ghortly arise throu d]gh dmgpodntment
and religions unrest to eﬁmperly and effectivel a govern-
ment bﬁ uickly establish the consent and free participation of the
people. Until that is done the blic of Panama will continue asananom-
aly, secure only in the fact that the interests of the United States are such
that that Government will not permit this one to be destroyed, either by in-
vasion from without or by disturbances within.

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr, Chairman, from this it would seem that
the whole scheme was revolutionary and without justification.
Does the fact that there isa goodly portion of $40,000,000 to be
divided among the schemers in the city of Panama have any bear-
ing on the matter? No one for a moment would connect the Chief
Executive of this country with even a suspicion of having any-
thing to do with this monetary part of the scheme. But the
manner in which the Chief Magistrate endeavored to secure the
canal is one that would set a dangerous precedent, violate

lden rule that ought to obtain among the nations of tha
et i subject us to the charge that in our desire to

temtory from foreign nations we have from the w oIo—
some law of hon and fair dealing only to resort to the dan-
gerous and unholy doctrine that ** might makes right.”
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It would seem unnecessary to employ a large naval foree not to
maintain treaty rights, but to force a sister republic to yield one
of its important Commonwealths. Other canals of great magni-
tude, notably the Suez, were built without dishonor,and why not
the one on the Western Hemisphere? Would this action have
been taken had the territory been under the jurisdiction of Eng-
land, France, or Germany? If notf, then why was it done to a
weak nation, entitled to all the rights and courtesies of those
named? [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, several messages in writ-
ing from the President of the United States were communicated
to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre-
taries. -

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. THOMAS].

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr, Chairman, I avail my-
gelf of the latitude allowed in the debate upon this bill to call the
attention of the Members of Congress, and especially the attention
of the members of the Committee on the Library, to the bill which
I introduoced in the Fifty-seventh Congress, and which I have
again introduced in this Congress, appropriating $10,000 to in-
inclose and beautify the grounds and repair the monument on the
e Bekretucr ot ‘Gan Eeiusiny o sapei e seu o BUE,

) (&) expen e sum o ,000,
through the governor of the State of North Carolina and the
Mcores Creek Monumental Association, for the purgose of ir-
ing the monument erected on Moores Creek battlefield, North
lina, and for inclosing and beautifying the grounds around the
same. th?hl?ﬁﬂ Ogmmxtbetg on]utgmcolgbrary n{r‘%da a fati]rlorabla report
upon this uring the gress, reducing the appropria-
tion, however, from the sum of $10,000 to the sum of $5,000.

Mr. Chairman, the bill which we are debating, which is known
as the great salary bill of the Government, carries the sum total
of appropriations of more than $28,000,000. 'While weare making
these large appropriations for the salaries of Government officials
and the s of our Government, it seems to me that it would
be well for us not to forget the memory of great men and great
events in our country’s history, and that some small share at
least of the large appropriations made by our Government annu-
ally should be given and used for the of commemorating
the distingnished patriots, soldiers, and statesmen of our country,
and great battles and historical events. The lives of noble pa-
triots and the memory of decisive battles and events are incentives
to higher aspirations in our individual and national life,

Plutarch says it was a custom of the Romans to erect monu-
ments to the most celebrated and distingunished of Romans, and
to carve upon each monument the record of the illustrious achieve-
ments of him in whose honor a monument was erected. These
monuments were set upon a hill and the Roman youth were bid-
den by their parents to study the lives of their distinguished an-
cestors as they saw them carved in enduring marble, and they
were told that they, too, would have a life monument erected to
them and the record of their life work carved upon it if they em-
ulated the virtnes and practiced the examples of those who had
gone before.

All the nations of the world, I think, commemorate by statues
and monuments those events in their history which have led to
independence or marked epochs in their national life. And the
United States of America, the greatest nation upon earth, in re-
sources, in wealth, in population, and in everytgglg which goes
to make a great and free people, should not neglect to honor the
great men and great events in its history, because, forsooth, it
may add some little to the sum total of the appropriations of the
Government. Weare expending millions of dollars for other pur-
poses, some of them not half so meritorious as the erection of
monuments and the marking and preservation of battle grounds.

North Carolina has always been a modest State. Her mottois,
‘‘Esse quam videri,” *‘ To be, rather than to seem.’” Neverthe-
less, within the borders of this great State—which I have the
honor to represent in part in Congress—have been reared some
of the nation’s most distinguished men, and there have occurred
some of the greatest events in our country’s history. I shall en-
ter upon no encomium upon North Carolina. In the langunage of
the immortal Webster, ageaking of his State, Massachusetts,
““She needs none.” The history of my State, while not so well
Eknown as the history of New England, is inseparable from the
early settlement of our country and the history of the war of the
Revolution.

It is needless for me to recall to your minds that the first settle-
ment of the Anglo-Saxon upon the shores of the Western Conti-
nent was in North Carolina, upon Roanoke Island, in the year

1584, under Sir Walter Raleigh, after whom the capital of our
State is named; and there occurred the first Christian baptism in
the United States. Although one of the last of the colonies to
ratify the Constitution, not doing so until the first ten amend-
ments thereto, known as the ‘“ Bill of Rights,’” had been adopted,
North Carolina was one of the foremost and stanchest of the
colonies in the Revolutionary struggle and fornished more than
her quota of fighting men and eminent commanders, not only in
that war but in all subsequent wars in which this country has
been involved. During the Revolution North Carolina was fre-
quently overrun by British invaders, who, however, were repelled
with great slaughter whenever an engagement took place. The
battles of Alamance, Moores Creek, Guilford Court House, and
Kings Mountain attest the fighting qualities of “Tarheels” in
the Revolution. \

During the Mexican war the contribution of North Carolina to
the National Army was largely in excess of the average, both in
numbers and quality. In the war with Spain one of her sons,
Worth Bagley, was the first officer killed, g;;;ing up his young
life as a sacrifice to the nation, falling at denas, wm;;ged in
the folds of Old Glory. And North Carolina gave also to the na-
tion that gallant soldier, William E. Shipp, who in that same war
fought gallantly side by side with your Republican President at
San Juan Hill. [Applause.] Upon the battlefield in every war
the record of North lina is among the foremost. But I rose,
Mr. Chairman, not for the purpose of eulogizing North Carolina—
she needs no eulogy; her deeds, her worthy deeds alone, and the
name and fame of her sons have rendered her immortal—but I
rose, in the limited time allotted me, to call especial attention to
the battle of Moores Creek, fought during the Revolution upon
North Carolina soil, and I must not be diverted from this }m.r—
pose. All true-hearted Americans take a just pride in the glori-
ous achievements of New England and the great battles fought
upon her soil, and the memory of Concord, Bunker Hill, and
Lexington—

‘Where once the embattl'd farmers stood

And fired the shot heard round the werld—
are a part of the glorious heritage of the whole country. What
the battle of Lexington was to the northern colonies the battle of
etk Tavato Tha rtoeiice 6F Moo Claroling i xepoes
preparing to invade the province of No a SUppress
the spirit of independence, which was more forward in this prov-
ince than in hersisters. The Tory Highland Scotchmen living at
Cross Creek, under General MacDonald, were endeavoring toreach
the Cape Fear for a junction with Sir Henry Clinton and Lord
William Campbell with a large force, who, with Lord Cornwallis,
expected every hour, were to begin the snbju%u.tion of the prov-
ince, when, on the 27th of February, 1776, the Tories encountered
at Moores Creek, about 18 miles from Wilmington, the American
forces, under Colonel Caswell and Colonel Lillington. A battle
ensued, the Americans being intrenched south of the bridge, and
the first glorious victory was won in the South.

General MacDonald was the husband of the celebrated Flora
MacDonald,anoble and beautiful girl, who saved the life of Charles
Edward Stuart, ““ Bonnie Prince Charlie,”” after the defeat at
Culloden.

Lossing, in his Pictorial Field Book of the Revolution, says
that General MacDonald, who lived at Cross Creek, now Fayette-
ville, N. C., on commission of the royal governor, had gathered
aronnd the British ensign an army of Tories 1,800 strong. Col.
James Moore, of New Hanover, being apprised of this gathering
of Royalists, marched toward Cross Creek and encamped about
12 miles sonth of MacDonald’sh narters. MacDonald, being in-
formed of the expected arrival of Sir Henry Clinton and Lord
William Camp at Cape Fear River, resolved to avoid an en-
gagement that miﬁpmve disastrous and attempted to join Gov-
ernor Martin and his friends at Wilmington.

At midnight he decamped with his followers, crossed the Cape
Fear River, and pushed on at a rapid pace over swollen streams,
rough hills, and dee? morasses, hotly pursuéd by Colonel Moore.
On the third day of his march he approached Moores Creek, a
tributary of South River, one of the principal tributaries of the
Cape Fear River, and came to the camp of Colonels Caswell and
Lillington, who, with the minutemen of Dobbs, Craven, John-
ston, and Wake counties, N. C., and battalions from Newbern and
Wilmington, in all about 1,000 strong, were out in search of the
Tory army. Says Lossing:

The minutemen of the Neuse region—the officers wearing silver crescents
upon their hats inscribed with the stirring words * Liberty or death"—were
in front, and Colonel Moore, with his regulars, were close upon his rear. To
fly was impoasihlahto Aght was his 01;1{ alternative. The gatriots laid u]iglnl
their arms all night, ready at & si to mest the foe. At early dawn
Beottish bm;ses were heard, angn the notes of a bugle ﬁnﬂl}g upon the
frosty air the 1,800 Tories to arms. Genarnl]!n.é%onald too il to
leave his tent, Captain McLeod led the Tory forces. He was at
be of the battle, and Capt. John Campbell soon fell, mortally wounded.

11 of the patriot army, with a small detachment, forded
the stream and fell with vigor upon the rear of the Tories, and the Scotch-
men were routed and many prisoners taken. Among the latter was General
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MacDonald. That evening the united forces ot the patriots slept soundly
ugg;n the fleld of victory. m after the battle the royal governor, Martin,
abdicated and took refuge on board a Britizh ship, and royal government in
North Carolina ceased forever. The effect of the victory was to give the
American soldiers boldness and to frustrate the schemes to subjugate the
southern colonies. It stemmed the tide of British invasion in the colonies in
the South, gave renewed confidence to the American soldiers, and compelled
their oppressors to respect their skill and prowess.

At the battle of Alamance, in advance of all other colonies,
North Carolina called upon the nation to resist to the bitter end
British tyranny, and lighted the fires of patriotism which resulted
in the independence of the country. At the battle of Moores
Creek North Carolina stemmed the tide of British invasion in the
southern colonies and gave fresh hope to the patriots in the North.

Mr, Chairman, this historic spot should be properly preserved.
The report says-the monument was erected by private subserip-
tion in the year 1857 by citizens of Wilmington and vicinity. The
land is owned by the Moores Creek Monumental Association, in-
corporated nnder the laws of North Carolina, which has under-
taken the task entirely as a labor of love and patriotism to rescue
from decay the monument, which is erumbling, and clear and
beautify the grounds, which have grown up in trees and shrub-
bery, that the scene of the battle may be preserved and that the
monument may be an altar of freedom, where we may reenkindle
the fires of patriotism should they ever begin to expire.

And I hope, Mr. Chairman, it will be the policy of Congress
and of the Committee on the Library of this House, in accordance
with the traditions of our great nation, to rve the history not
only of this important battle, but also of all similar great his-
torical events. [Applause.] 5

By permission of the House, I will incorporate in my remarks
a copy of my bill, with the report of the Committee thereon made
at the last Congress.

A bill (H. R, 2509) to appropriate

0,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds
and repairthe monumenton the

oores Creek battlefield, North Carolina.
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be authorized, and
he is hereby directed, to pay to the governor of the State of North Carolina

the sum of $10,000, out of any mong in the T: not otherwise appropri-
ated, to be ‘him transferred tothe Moores Creek Monumental Associa omn,
incorporated under the laws of North Carolina, for the purpose of iring

the monument already erected on said battlefleld and for inclosing and beau-
tifying the same.

The Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, §731)
to appropriate §10,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds and repair the
monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina, beg leave tosub-
mit ﬂ%e foléowing report and recommend that said bill do pass with an
amendment:

ﬂStrike out in line 5 the word *‘ten and insert in lieu thereof the word
s Vﬁ.“

This bill as amended is to appropriate $5,000 for the repair of the Moores
Creek Monument and to improve i unds. This monument was erected
by '})rivate subscription in the year 1857 ‘bg the citizens of Wilmi N.C,
and the vicinity. The land is owned by the Moores Creek Monumental Asso-
ciation, incorporated under the laws of North Carolina, which has under-
taken the task entlrel{ans a laborof love and patriotism torescue from deca;

the monument, which is crumbling, and clear and beautify the nds, whic
have grown up in treesand ahmlggery that the scene of the battle may be pre-

served, and that the monument ig.:f‘be an altar of freedom where we may
rekindle the fires of patriotism should they ever begin to expire.

‘What the battle of Lexington was to the northern colonies the battle of
Moores Creek was to the southern colonies. The British were preparing to
invade the province of North Carolinaand tosuppress the spirit of independ-
ence, which was more forward in this province in her sisters.

The Tory Highland Scotchmen, living at Cross Creek, under General
MacDonrld, were endeavoring to reach the Cape Fear for a junction with Sir
Henry Clinton and Lord Wi Campbell with a large force, who, with
Lord Cornwallis, expected evex?' hour, were to hefiln the subjugation of the

vince: when, on the 27th of February, 1776, the Tories encountered at
.ﬂ.:ures Creek bridge, about 18 miles from Wilmington, the American forces
under Colonels Caswell and Lillington. A battle ensned, the Americans
being intrenched south of the bridge, and the first glorious victory was won
in the South. The Americans lost but one man, the slain of the enemy being
computed at 50; £50 prisoners captured, and the trophies of the dag bamfg
1, excellent rifles, 350 guns, 150 swords and dirks, 2 medicine chests,
wagons, horses, and harness, and a box of En,%lieh guineas worth §75,000.

The effect of the victo e the American soldiers to enter
upon & seven years' war military rience and an intelligent confidence in
themselves. It compelled the haughty oppressors to t their skill and

rowess, It frustrated the gmnt scheme tosubjugate North Carolina, and em-
ldened the people of this province, who already in Mecklenburg had de-
claved their independence in mass meeting, to meet in a provincial congress
on the 12th of April, 1776, and pass a unanimous resolution appointing dele-
tes to the Continental Congress and instructing them * to concur with the
elegates of the other colonies in declaring ind dence and forming for-
eign alliances,” thus in advance of all other colonies calling upon the nation—
the United Provinces—to sanction by their united voice what had already
been so nobly done by a portion of her citizens.

Your committee, therefore, believing that this historic spot should be
properly p‘reaerve&, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill as
amended.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask per-
mission to extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include
therein the bill and report of the committee,

The CHATIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
extend his remarks in the REcorp and to print in connection
therewith the bill and report referred to. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1yield five minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr, BAKER].

was to give to

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, four weeks ago, in a few remarks
I then made, I inserted a letter which had been published in a
Youngstown, Ohio, paper, in which the writer complained that
prosperity, of which we had heard so much, seemed to have flown
away from that section of Ohio. I will not again inflict the letter
upon the House. He said, in concluding this letter:

If you do not do something soon there will be soup houses in this valley.

_ This was addressed to the *‘ Creator and preserver of prosper-
ity ’—the leader of the Republican party in Ohio—and was
prompted undoubtedly by a speech delivered by Senator HANN
at Pigqua, Ohio, on October 13, 1903, in which he said: '

I want to go on record on this proposition. If by your votes next month
you serve notice upon the counl:rg that you favor casting aside the safe busi-
ness principles that have brought the present prosperous conditions, by and
by, and it will not be very long, you will be eating at the soup houses again.

I now wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that
although but four weeks have elapsed, yet, according to the Cin-
cinnati Times-Star (owned in part, as I am informed, by Gov-
ernor Taft, the new Secretary of War) of January 5, soup houses
have already been established in that city—the second largest city
in Ohio. That the situation among the unemployed in Cincinnati
is heartrending is evidenced in the headlines which the Times-
Star uses. That paper used billboard type across the whole width
of the page to announce the fact. It says:

Hundreds on the river front driven b
and meat by wholesale to save their _lij\rfggl—a eﬂﬁgf:? ggf?frgﬁﬁg ;Domtgg
last word was given by & veteran police officer in court in pleading for the
men he had been compelled to arrest, and the judge and prosecutor alike
were moved to pity.

We were told upon this floor only a few weeks ago that there
is labor in every part of this country for every man who wants a
place to work, and there is a compensating wage for everyone
who is willing to perform a day’s labor,and yet, according to the
Cincinnati Times-Star, which has been copied into many of the
papers of the country, the judge of the police court there allows
criminals to escape because they are starving, and he will not sen-
tence them for stealing bread. :

As though this were not distressing enongh, the Times-Star two
days later printed on its front page four pictures of what they
describe as “ Pitiful scenes among the destitute.”” Thess pictures
are labeled: “ Interior of the Silver Moon,” ‘At the Mullen Soup
Honse’,,” ‘At the Hammond Street Station,’’ ** One of the worst

It then says:

The old cry for “bread” that has been heard in man{np!acas. but rarel
in Cincinnati until this present winter, is no longer sounding out in its weir
and distressing pathos a.long the river front. There was bread enough and
some to spare on Wednesday after several hundred applicants had been
relieved, and the work of distribution was continued on Thursday under con-
ditions that made the case-hardened police officers turn their heads away.
The applicants were confined to no particular class or kind There were
women and children, strong men and weak men, and the story they nearly
all told was monotonous in its dire want. j

Mark what the Times-Star says:
The applicants were confined to no particular class,

. We may rest assured, thongh, that one class was not represented
among these applicants for bread—the monopolistic class.

Occasionally the police officers asked the apslicanta why they did not save
up so &s to have something fora rainy day, and in nearly every instance thi

ot a reply that left them hless for want of further logical urgnme:z

e average colored ronstabout can earn about §5.50 a week by working hard.
With the present price of ﬁbrovisions it is next to impossible for him to keep
soul and body together, if he happens to have a family, on that sum, and any
idea of *“saving up,” as Buggtst:e is, of conrse, out of the question.

Is this the prosgerity that exists in the State of Ohio and city
of Cincinnati? The report goes on to state that one of the leading
politicians of Cincinnati, Michael Mullen, a councilman, one of
the supporters of George B. Cox, upon whom the latter relies to
see that the requisite number of votes are ‘‘ found " in his ward,
whether they are there or not, has opened a soup house. Just
think, in the Republican city of Cincinnati, a councilman, be-
cause of stress of conditions, feels compelled to open a soup house.
The Democratic candidate was not elected governor of Ohio last
year, more’s the pity. We were told before the election that if
the Republicans were successful prosperity would continue, but
soup houses would be our portion if Democrats were victorions—
if that great Democrat, Tom L. Johnson, was elected governor of
that State. One report says:

Councilman Michael Mullen, of the Eighth Ward, Wednesday morning es-
tablished a freesoup house at 415 East Front street. [t was instantly crowded
by poverty-stricken people with baskets, broken-spout coffee pots, bottles,
and tin cans to carry away solid provisions, soup, and coffee.

rity! Prosperity where men will come with broken soup

bowls [laughter] and broken coffee pots to get a little food because

they are starvingl And what does the judge say? A man was

arrested for atea%ing a loaf of bread. The policeman who had

arrested this man was called, and, in addressing the judge, said,

according to the Times-Star: i
Judge, there are nearly 200 people down there who are starving.
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Starving in the great city of Cincinnati, where prosperity should
exist if anywhere in this country! Thisisa R?ub ican official,
because everyone knows there is not a Democratic official in that
whole city of Cincinnati, unless he is a personal henchman of
George B. Cox and therefore more dangerous fo real Democracy
than if he were a Republican. This official says:

This man Jones is a workingman and not a thief. He was going to share
what he stole with the others.

He was going to share this loaf of bread, which prosperity com-

ed him to steal, with others who were also ready to steal food

order to keep their bodies and souls together,

The policeman says:

‘We must arrest these people. A loin of pork was stolen Monday morning
:gl% ut.tsl.e grocer told us not to look for it, “Lord knows they need it," he

This in spite of this boasted universal prosperity!

‘What is the judge’s reply to this policeman’s plea for mercy?

The stealing of bread under such circumstances is no offense—
said the judge.

Charles Stevens, a white man, the night before had gone to the
jail and begged to be locked up. The judge says:

0 d when sun to shine warm h go to
e il Lo3 SOl Rt S WA £ Do reltased. 1 will docke you as corm:
mitted for §50 and costs at your own request.

Later the judge addressed a body of city officials before whom
he defended these strange decisions.

Why—

Said he—
nearly every morning at 1 or 2 o’clock policemen on their beats find the men

i . Why, tlemen, even I would
P S 2 e g e Y e, o L
OTL.

Remember this is taking place in Ohio, in that State which the
special-privilege corporations flooded with money with which to
defeat a democratic Democrat, Tom L. Johnson. The voters of
Ohio were assured by the leader of the I:Sfublica.n party there
that prosperity would continue if they would but bury Johnson
politically. :

But somehow Tom L. Johnson does not seem fo know when he
is defeated. Like Banquo’s ghost, he will not down, for I read in
to-day’s Johnstown Democrat that ‘* Tom L. wins battle for lower
fal'eﬁ.”

1t says:

The Cleveland city council has passed the follo ordinances:

Making the rate of fare within the city limits on the Cleveland Electric
Railwagr(}oplpany’s lines 8 cents. Beyond the city line the fare isto beb
cents. The 3-cent fare does not include a transfer; b cents does.

Granting the Woodland avenue and Central avenue franchises to the
e Bo D oIt wiihan e, xpire T Septemiber
and March.alﬂcl&s 1905. T%%Ulevehndﬁlwtﬂc Railway Company controls
the city’s car lines now in operation.

It is expected that the Cleveland Electric Railway Company will test the
legality of to-night's ordinances before they can be put into effect.

Of course the Cleveland Electric Railway Company will fight.
Who ever heard of a monopolistic corporation submitting to the
will of the people from whom it obtains its monopolistic privi-
leges? Certainly the gentleman who is the largest stockholder,
the dominating force of the Cleveland Electric Railway Company,
the senior Senator from the State of Ohio, is not going to submit
to this *“ outrage.” He has publicly declared that *‘ his business
is his politics.”” If this means anything, it means that he is in

litics to advance his business interests, and how successful he

been anyone who has watched Ohio politics and national
politics during the past eight years must know.

Perhaps as clear an illustration of his methods and of his entire
success in making ‘‘his business his politics”’ was shown when,
upon Tom L. Johnson being elected mayor of the city of Cleve-
land and a;;goinﬁng officials to investigate what, if any, disparity
existed in the assessment of property there, and these officials
having discovered that the homes of 8,000 of the toilers of that
city were worth in the aggregate $10,000,000 and were on the tax
duplicate at an average of 60 per cent, or $6,000,000, while the street
rmgro' ad which the senior Senator from Ohio then in large part
owned was also worth $10,000,000, in fact somewhat more, but
they found that the assessing authorities in Cleveland had kindly
permitted this $10,000,000 worth of street-railway property to be
put upon the tax duplicate not at 60 per cent of its value, nor 80
p:ll.‘ cent, nor even 10 per cent, but at $600,000—6 per cent of its
value.

As Tom L. Johnson is an unfaltering supporter of Democratic
principles in government, having for years, when it was even
more unpopular than it is now to do so, bolillr asserted that the
Jeffersonian principle of *‘ equal rights to and special privi-
leges to none ™ should be carried out in ernmental affairs in
city, State, and nation. Naturally enough, officials appointed by
him, be:lono% in harmony with that principle, did their duty, placing
the $10,000,000 street-railway property upon the tax duplicate at

the same ratio of value as that of the 3,000 small home owners,
many of whom were employed by this very railroad company. -

What happened? Did the Cleveland Street Railway Company,
through its officers or through its then E;esident, the senior Sen-
ator from Ohio, express contrition for having represented their
$10,000,000 worth of property as only worth $600,000? Did they
offer to recompense the city of Cleveland for the taxes which they
had so long evaded? Did they do anything which honorable men
would do under such circumstances? Did they make any effort
to do anything to even up their past failure to pay their propor-
tion of taxes to the city of Cleveland? Oh, no! That would not
be making your business your politics. Only men having the
common, ordinary conception of their duty to their fellow-men
would be guilty of such foolishness as that. The * creator and
preserver of prosperity '’ acted upon the theory that *‘ charity be-

ins at home,’’ s0 he rushed down to Columbus, has a law passed
egislating out of office the officials who had been so rude as to
assess his street-railroad property at $5,800,000 (less, you will
note, than the average on the small home owners), and secures the
enactment of a law creating a State board of appraisement, made
up, as I remember, of the governor, the secretary of state, and
tl?e State auditor, upon whom was conferred the power to appoint
for the city of Cleveland officials to take the place of those ﬁi;-i;-
lated out of office.

Almost the first act of this newly created board (made up of
men who could not have been elected to any office by the votes of
the people of Cleveland) was to change the assessment levied
against the street-railroad property, reducing it, as I remember,
to $1,000,000. In graciously consenting to this increase of assess-
ment from $600,000 to $1,000,000 upon a $10,000,000 property, was
not the Senator violating his maxim of making *‘ his business his
politics?’ Surely had his * business’’ interests occnpied the first
place in his mind he would have directed his appointees, these
men who owed their official positions to him, and who were ap-
pointed to do his will, he wonld, I say, have directed them to re-
store the original assessment—$600,000, i. e., 6 per cent. ;

So much has been said from time to time about Tom L. John-
son's administration of municipal affairs as mayor of Cleveland,
comparisons having been drawn between the cost of government
there as against that of Cincinnati, and having some personal
knowledge of the condition of the streets in the business sections
of the two cities, and, in order to show the falsity of the claim
that the cost of municipal government is less in Cincinnati than
in Cleveland—although I admit the direct tax levy is lower—I
will insert in the appendix, as a portion of my remarks, an open
letter of a public accountant, well known in Ohio, analyzing the
expenditures in the two cities, which proves that the per capita
expenditures for municipal purposes in Cincinnati are 50 per cent
greater than in Cleveland.

BYRON W. HOLT.

I want to insert here as a part of my remarks a statement pre-
by one of the clearest-headed and best-informed economists
in the country, Byron W. Holt, on-this very subject of the lack
of ‘“a compensating wage’’ to the toilers of this country, while
the trusts are reveling in high prices and consequent enormous
profits. These weekly letters of Mr. Holt’s are worthy of the
widest circulation, and I trust that my friends on this side at
least will do what they can to aid in circulating them, so that
they may be read not only by workingmen in our large cities, but

by the millions of farmers throughout the United States: '

Prosperity unmasked—The American Economist makes a confession—1908
was not a l});_ioci?emns year—This high-tariff organ much afraid that the
Dingley bi be blamed for hard times—It blames labor, but has not a
word of censure for the protected trusts and their high prices. ]

Throughout the entire year of 1903 the American Economist, the
organ of the Protective Tariff League (which iscomposed of 1,000
protected manufacturers, who pay $100 each in dues), was boasting
about the wonderful prosperity then existing. In its columns
everybody was constantly employed at the highest wages ever
known. There was no let up in prosperity at any time. In the
index which runs from July to December, 1903, seventeen linés
are devoted to the word ‘‘ prosperity’’ and two more to *‘ pros-
perous.”” Here are some of these index lines:

Prosperity, evidence of.
Prosperity, the facts of.
Prosperity, general, untouched.
Prosperity, greatest, ever known.
Prosperity, our unyielding.
&i‘)ﬂw Tam t.
.‘A_unl.n:x ty, solid.

Prosperity stalks abroad,
Prosperity, the wave,
Prosperous Uncle Sam.
Prosperous year, bright future.

During the last two months of 1903 the industrial conditions
got so bad that nearly all the leading Republican newspapers had

admitted that we were in the midst of a depression. Some esti-
mated that by the end of the year 1,000,000 would be out of work
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and that w of most of those still empiloy'ed would be greatly
reduced. the trade papers contained long lists of closed mills
and of wage reductions. Only the Economist remained to as-
sert that prosperity was still rampant.

But now that 1903 is past and gone it is admitted, even by this
protective-tariff organ, that it was a year of closed mills, unem-
gloyed labor, adversity, and disaster. Its leading editorial of

anuary 1, 1904, devotes four columns to explaining why the
Dingley bill was not to blame for the hard times of 1903. It is
entitled * Causes for the commercial conditions and results of
1903.” Here are some of the extracts:

The free-trade orators and editors of this year will point to the adversi-
ties of 1903 and attempt to prove that they were due to the Dingley tariff.
The echoes of these assertions will be found reverberating down tgm)ugh
ages for half a century; hence the voters of those times will be told that
protection was a failure because of the calamities of 1903.

During the year more than 100,000 men have been idle a considerable por-
tion of the time. * ¢ *

running from a few

e A e e s o i 5% and
A -] BeVETAl mMmOoNtnsg, and it i Y a8 earning ca ik an
¥ §1,000,000,000

ing power of the peopleat e have been lessened
ing the last twelve months, solely use of these so-called labor troubles,
That the failures should increase to some extent under the circumstances
enumerated is not surprising.

Just think of it, a billion dollars of nnearned wages! A billion
and a half dollars, I suppose; this means of wealth not produced.
The American Economist, being the organ of so many multi-
millionaires, protective-tariff barons, is naturally accustomed to
dealing with big figures, and it is possible that a billion dollars
may not seem 8o large a sum to the high-priced editors of that
paper as it undoubtedly will seem (if the Economist’s statement
is ever spread abroad) to the farmers and workingmen of the
United States. If the Economist's statement is correct, then the
wealth which we must assume from its statement would have
been produced had it not been for the closed mills and wage reduc-
tions of which it speaks would have amounted to nearly $100 for
every family in the country.

The Economist blames the labor unions, the inflated stocks,
and high price of cotton, and declares that but for the tive
tariff—the blessed Dingley law—times would certainly have been
much worse. If says not a word about the steel and other pro-
tected trusts, whose excessive greed and high monopoly prices
have sapped the lifeblood of the people and exha.nstoci their buy-

power, It reserves its censure for labor—greedy, foolish
labor—utterly ignoring the fact that when the trusts had put
prices up 40 per cent labor was entitled to a similar advance in
wages and that wages have not advanced one-third as much as
has the cost of living.
DEFYING CORTELYOU—HUNDREDS OF ILLEGAL TRUSTS LAUGH AT THE NEW

BUREAU—FLAUNT THEMSELVES IN IT8 FACE—BUREAU OF INDUSTRIES

HAS ELEPT ONE YEAR—NO BIGN OF LIFE YET—PLENTY OF TRUSTS BUT

NO PUBLICITY IN BIGHT—WHERE T0 FIND THE TRUSTS—IRON AGE FULL
OF THEM.

The Bureau of Industries of the new Department of Commerce,
which was formed last year by the Rﬂnﬁc&m to demolish the
trusts by publishing the facts about , has slept nearly one
year, and there are no surface indications that its Rip Van Winkle
slumbers are nearing an end. The little information about this
Burean, published in the annunal report of the De ent of
Commerce, indieates that there will be no publicity of trust trans-
actions until after the Presidential election.

But the trusts are not asleep, They are having a riotous time
around this sleeping, dozing Bureau. Hundreds of them are
openly and daily plundering the public in defiance of all law.
Pick up almost any trade paper and you will find the details of
trusts that clearly are illegal both in the eyes of the Sherman
antitrust act and of the common law. The steel, coal, tobacco,
and scores of other great trusts are most certainly illegal, but the
trusts’ Attorney-General refuses to act upon the facts put into his
hands more than a year ago about these great criminals, although
eminent lawyers declare that these facts establish the illegality
of these trusts. Perhaps the Bureau of Industries recognizes
that it is useless to obtain facts that the Attorney-General does
not want and would not use if he had them. To show how easy
it is to find trusts, unless you are blind as a bat at midday, the
following extracts are quoted from an article in the Iron Age of
January 7, entitled * The Pittsburg iron trade in 1903: "’

PRICE AGREEMENTS.

In 1908 there were in existence price agreements of four of the prinecipal
fixed lines of iron and steel, these being plates, structural material, steel
bars, and shafting. In addition the rail pocH was maintained all through the
year and the billet pool was revived in July. During the entire year the
price of beams was maintained steadily on the basis of 1.60 cents up to 15-inch,
and plates were the same price.

e price of steel bars was maintained steadily at ﬂ.ﬂ% Pitts , umtil
November, when, owing to the lower prices on pig iron and steel and a very
light d d, it was d 3 advisable by the Bieel Bar Association to re-
g;e; 1y a cut of $5 was e price being reduced
Sha

and according] th
00 to §1.30. At the eame time and for practically same reasons the
ng Associntion made a reduction in price of shafting of about 10 per cent.
These price ts have been renewed for 1904, and will continue in
force all the year unless some unexpected conditions come up which
“ would make it advisable to terminate them, but this is hardly likely.

The Steel Rail Association has maintained the

i ce of standard sections
all through the year at $28 at mill, and in spite
erstand thal i

general expectationsof a

reduction we und t the mills have again renewed the price of §28
for 1904 delivery.

Ommzhto the d ons in the steel trade which started in the snmmer
months the price of steel billets steadily declined and the trade became some-
what demoralized, some large sales having been made to leading consumers
at very low figures. Owing to these conditions the billets deemed it advisa-

ble to revive the billet pool for the purpose of steadying the market, and this
was done in July. The price of Bessemer billets was gxed at $27 and n
hearth at §28. It was very soon demonstrated, and at a meeting of the billet
pool in November & cut of $4 was made in Bessemer and 85 in open hearth,
the of Bessemer and ‘;erewhearth billets bdng gut at £23, Pittsburg.
On ember 18 a meeting of the billet pool was hel New York, and
price was renewed for all of 1904.
Mr. Holt continues:

‘What fun the trusts are having. What a picnic the people would have if
the Bureau of Industries would wake up and “get busy.” Will it and the
Attorna&-&anu‘ﬂ‘s Office ever be runin the interest of the people and against

the trus
COST OF LIVING STILL GOING TUP.

It may be well to call the attention of hundreds of thousands
of steel workers, cotton-mill operatives, miners, and others who
have humbly accepted reductions in their wages running from 10
to 40 per cent or who are now idle because many mills are closed,
to the fact that while wages are going down the cost of living is
going up.

Dun’s index number was $100.142 on January 1, 1904, com d
with 898.223 a month ago, and is the highest since last March.
It is within about 2 per cent of the highest known in recent
years, which was $102.280 on May 1, 1902. It is now about 89
per cent above the lowest point, which was on July 1, 1897,

This means that the trusts have not yet loosened their grip,
and that they are counting on lower wages to decrease their cost
of production and increase their monopoly profits. It is possible
that they have buncoed their employees into accepting lower
wages. Are wages now 40 per cent %mr than gix or seven years
ago? Are they 10 per cent higher? not, is there now or has
there been at any time prosperity for the wage-earners? And
now, when wages are uced an aver of 15 or 20 per cent,
while the cost of living still goes up, we call this prosperity?

There has been no lowering of our tariff taxes, Tga Dingley
bill is still claimed to “adequately secure American industrial
products against the competition of foreign labor,’” but the old
machine shows signs of wear, and and groans where the
labor cogs need filing. Where protection is highest there seems
to be the most friction, as in the iron and steel industries.

The latest to show signs of demoralization is the lumber and
logging business, in which wages have declined about 25 per cent.
A dispatch from Ontonagon, Mich., to the Boston Transcript, says:

. During the past few weeks there has been a notable change in the labor
situation in logging circles in northern Michigan. At thaozﬁven.infof the
season men were so scarce that lumbering concerns could only get a small
portion of the help needed. High no inducement. Now, how-

ing for work than ean bo employed, and
'or Wor. can be employed, and wa
nndg

ever, more men are apply
and

have d from per month, including board, to §20 *
Somg]:m oyers are said to be securing green hands for as low as §18 per
mon

The wood and lumber schedule of the Dingley bill is still pro-
tecting the lumber trusts and combines and allowing them to
continue the exorbitant profits on lumber and shingles, but the
Egnmtheyt;odsandwhomthsmwnﬁllauanotpmhngof

s prosperity.

Will my Republican friends please explain this breakdown of
the protective theog,ﬂwhich, while evidently protecting the trusts,
the combines, and manufacturers, does not protect the work-
men, the farmers, and the great majority of the 'Eeople? With
the cost of living at the top notch, the many are obliged to econ-
omize to make both ends meet, while the few are amassing for-
tunes. I ask my Republican friends is their programme a fair
one—to *‘ stand pat ’ under these conditions? The trustsof conrs
indorse the plan of “ letting well enough alone,”” and the promise
of the Republicans that *sometime in the future® they will
revise the tariff pleases the trusts, for the promise is mere words—
no deeds will follow it.

BOUNTIES VE. PROTECTIOX.

Over in Canada the government is having trouble with some
of the protected steel plants about the amount of bounty due
them. It says the manufacturers are not entitled to all they
claim. This shows what a coarse, clumsy system they have there
in comparison with our smooth-working tariff system. The Cana-
dian manufacturers are only asking for a few millions a year in
bounties, while one of our steel-manufacturing organizations last
year, by means of the tariff system, took $70,000,000 from the peo-
ple, and there was no dispute with the Government as to the
amount and only now and then a few trifling kicks from the

lundered victims. A small sum like $8,000,000 or $4,000,000
ooks big when taken openly from the Government and
turned over to the trusts, but $70,000,000 can be taken secretly
and given to the trusts and not a word will be said. The bounty
system is not “*in it*’ with protection,
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CABNEGIE'S “ PHILANTHROPY"—LYNCH'S CYNICISM.

The New York Times of December 30 states the assets of the
Carnegie Institution amounts to $10,010,500 and recites the uses
the income is to be devoted to. DBy a singular coincidence the
same issue under date of Pittsburg, December 29, reports:

Thomas Lynch, president of the H. C. Frick Coke Company—

I 'will ask the House to note that this is one of the subsidiary
corporations of the United States Steel Corporation taken over by
it as a part of the Carnegie Steel Company—
was summoned to New York to consult with the officers of the United States
Steel Corporation.

The dispatch says “a regresentaﬁve of the company” (I pre-
sume it refers to Mr. Lynch) said:

The Frick Company owns about 17,000 ovens and employs fully 17,000 men,
as a fair estimate of the number of employes is one for oven. This in-
cludes the coal miners. Of this number but 7,000 are at work, owing to the
heavy decrease in the demand due to the cloaing of fully 60 perm of the
blast furnaces since October L. =

This in spite of the assertion of the gentleman from Iowa that
“there i3 labor in every part of this country for every man who
wants a place to work, and there is a ‘ compensating * wage for
every man who will perform a day’s labor.”
toThe;mnaccepted the reduction of 17 per cent in wages and all are anxious

WOork.

Note what he says: *“All are anxious to work*—at a reduction
of 17 per cent.

The talk of a strike is nonsense, If the 7,000 men now at work should quit,
there are 10,000 idle coke workers ready and willing to take their places.

He says, ““ The talk of a strike is nonsense.”

Again I ask the gentleman from Iowa which, in his opinion, is
the ** compeusating wage in this case? Was it the price paid
prior to October 1 or that which 7,000 of them now receive;
namely, a reduction of 17 per cent? Kindly note that this official
of the United States Steel Corporation says ** that there are 10,000
idle coke workers,” but 7,000 are at work while 10,000 are idle,
and these, we can believe (despite the assertion of the gentleman
from Iowa), *‘are ready and willing to take thei:&]:ces." For
myself, I fear that they are ready and willing to the places
of the 7,000 at a good deal less than a ** compensating ** wage.

It appears, though, that the coke workers are not the only men
employed by the United States Steel Corporation who are affected
by its ‘‘ economies,” for we now hear: *‘ Dissatisfied steel workers
find that their wages have been reduced 40 instead of 20 per cent.”

In the statements given fo the press by the officials of the cor-
gors.tion as to the proposed reductions of wages to be made on

anuary 1 in their mills it was stated that the reductions ranged
from b to 20 per cent and would average abont 10 per cent. Thus,
on December 15, the newspapers of the country printed the fol-
lowing dispatch:

* NEW YoRK, December 14.

The statement was made to-day by a leading official of the United Btates

Steel Corporation that, ‘beginnwiaf Jannary 1, 1904, about 90 per cent of the

employees of the corporation suffer wage uctions &Et)m 5to
20 per cent. This reduction will affect about 150,000 workmen various
cent of employees

grades of the subsidi pani The remaining 10
are n?:;:xbar:g? the ﬁ%mﬁs‘m?sﬁon of Iron, Steel, and Tin
ers, whose wage schedule runs to July 1, 1904,

On December 21 a dispatch from Pittsburg said:

Semiofficial information was given out to-day that a general reduction in
wages is to be made at all nonunion iron and steel plants in the country that

ill average about 10 per cent.

On Janunazy 5 it was reported from Pittsburg that the steel
workers had returned to work after a long idleness, and that,
thongh they were willing to accept a reduction, they thought
that their wages had been cut too much.

We are told that the men are dissatisfied with the new scale the
company has put into effect and that they propose a compromise
scale ff the reductions here shown are fair samples of those
made in other mills, as they probably are, it is not surprising that
the workers are dissatisfied. These reductions will average more
nearly 40 than 10 per cent. The least rednction appears to be 12
per cent and the to exceed 49 per cent. Here are the
rates for the skilled employees of the Homestead Works. The
scales show the rate of wage per 100 tons of output:

ork-

|
Com: ny’sl Workers®
Old rates. seglau. scale,
217 e M T, £ Sl N ) L Pt e .74 00
Fr T IR e S S D % 72 ‘} T4 s% 00
Manipulators ... 1.97 1.85 L&
men .... L4 .87 123
Back table ma 1.07 0 97
Greasers._._... B4 .65 B4
Bottom makers_........... 1.76 116 1.50
Bottom makers® helpers __ 1.45 .87 12
Pit and tong men..___ 1.44 .73 1.22
Pit and tong helpers . L g g L %
Buggymen _......_... g X .
Recordama. -o o e e ] .80 .65 .80

The above rates appear to apply to the 40-inch mill. Those for
the 48-inch mill are in part as follows:

Oompany‘s[ Workers'
Old rates. ™o e, scale,

BT o  caes = oot R e a §5.50 2.0 $3.87
Heaters .. 4.00 2.2 @Mz
Shearmen._.... .. 2.00 L10 160
Heater helpers -...... 1.63 1.28 1.40
Ingot-yard cra L2 .83 1.10
gﬁflﬁr}'ard foremen.. 1.565 110 L5

il AT .90 .52 .8l
Guldesmnen .o o s S 2.5 13 1.8
Greasers. - 1.4 53 L35
Berappers. -..... A 114 LoL 110
Shear helpers 1.56 1.0 1.30
‘Weighmaster 150 L0 130

In the 30-inch and 85-inch mills, as well as in the others, dissat-
isfaction exists and compromise scales are being prepared.

The publication of these scales indicates how misleading and
false were the statements given ouf by the officials of the steel
trust a few weeks ago. We can believe nothing that comes from
trust headquarters. Deception and fraud are a part of the capital
of the protected trusts.

MORE STEEL-TRUET GOLD BRICKS FOR EMPLOYEES.

Now that the employees of this trust have begun to work with
many murmurs, but as yet no strikes, at wages about 35 per cent
lower than those received last year, instead of only 10 per cent as
announced last month, this great benevolent institution begins to
talé:a of improved conditions and to mark up the prices of its
products.

On Jannary 11 the leading produncer advanced the price on wire
products $1 ton beyond former quotations, including wire
nails, barb wire, and smooth fence wire. This represents an ad-
vance of 5 cents per keg on wire nails. The advance was made
because of the very heavy tonnage which has been booked during
the past three weeks, and becaunse of the low stocks in manu-
facturers’ hands and their inability to increase them during the
month of December. The stronger position which other steel
products have reached within the past week or ten days was also
taken into consideration. The manufacturers are advising the
trade to send in specifications as soon as possible on account of
the prospective shortage of nails for spring delivery.

This is gold brick No. 1 for this year, the trust having worked
a big bluff on its employees and frightened them into accepting
great reductions in wages.

Gold brick No. 2 was exhibited when the trust announced that
its profit-sharing scheme of last year would be continued this
year, the only change being that the employees may now obtain

referred stock at$55 a share instead of $32.50, as last year. i
is exactly two-thirds of last year’s price. As the 28,000 employees
who went in last year have lost about one-third of their invest-
ments, and therefore have shared losses rather than profits, it is
not likely that they will this year become customers for another
supply of ‘‘profit-sharing” gold bricks. If they are wise and
judge the future by the past, they will consider that next year
they may be able to buy stock at one-third of last year’s price.

It is evident, however, that the trust officials do not this year
expect to find a market for their gold bricks with their employees.
It is the ever gullible public that is to furnish customers for the
shining goods again.

It is reported that an average of one * sucker” a minute is born
in some part of the world. The steel trust has merely changed
its bait; that’s all.

“JUG-HANDLED" PROSPERITY.

Perhaps the best characterization of this much vaunted pros-
perity, the best in the sense of showing its nnequal and one-sided
diffusion is that of Louis F. Post, of Chicago, who dubs it *‘ jug-
handled ' prosperity.

If my Republican friends are really sincere in their contention
that the past four or five years have been years of unexampled

rosperity—if they really believe that, like the dew of heaven, its

efits have been shared in by all—by the just as well as the
unjust—then I can not too stro: t){'urg'e‘ that they read Mr. Post’s
comments, week by week, in the columns of his paper—the
Public—assuring them that if they will only do so they will
get light on the great problem of the age, why it is that the tre-
mendous increases in the power of labor to produce wealth do
not result in increasing the amount of wealth which labor receives,
Eﬂthon the contrary, seem to make the lot of the mere toiler ever

arder.

I donot believe it is possible even for the gentlemen on the
other side of the House to read Mr. Post’s weekly editorials on
current events without finding, as I frequently have, that things
which heretofore appeared complex, if not inscrutable and mysti-
fying, have, by reason of his lucid method of discussing them,
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become clear and readily understandable. He shows that so far
from the dew of this so-called era of prosperity having fallen on
all alike, upon the just and the unjust, it has fallen almost entirely
upon the gardens of the unjust; that the result has been not to
fructify the soil of the farmer, the workingman, and the mer-
chant, to gladden the heart of all who toil in the production of
wealth, whether by hand or brain; but in ways of which the
average man (certainly not the gentlemen on the other side) has
no comprehension and but little suspicion this dew has been de-
flected in its descent, so that it has fallen not nupon wealth pro-
ducers, but upon the monopolizers of natare’sstorehouse, the 11;11&
in its various forms, and has been largely absorbed by the trusts.

If my Republican friends really wish to learn the cause of this
apparently inexplicable phenomena, aye, if the gentlemen on this
side of the Chamber wish to know more of the causes which
create monopoly, of the causes which, as Carlyle said, enables the
perfumed seigneur to extract the honey from the thistle which
the t woman is picking, without her being conscious of the
theft, then I can not too highly commend them to invest a dollar
in a half year’s subscription, or even 10 cents for a four weeks’
subscription to the Public, Unity Building, Chicago.

For Reg:blicana to do this is to be enlightened as they are not
likely to be enlightened in any other way; for Democrats to do it
is to be fortified with convincing ar; ents—effective ammuni-
tion—fpr their assault upon that modern form of monopoly, the
trust. |

I shall not w the House by reading a tenth of the extracts
from this paper which I should like to read, although in my hum-
ble judgment it could not be more profitably employed, but will
content myself with extracts from only a few of these thought-
clarifying editorials: :

GERMANS EMULATE THE TRICES OF AMERICAN TARIFF BARONS.

Having got & monopoly on glass manufacture in Germany, through the
German protective tariff, the Cologne glass trust has borrowed a tricgfrom
the American barons. It breaks into foreign markets, where it has no
protection, with cutthroat prices, and it evens up in the German market,
where it is protected with balloon prices. The Germans, being patriotic,
probably rejoice at this opportunity to supply foreigners with German Ehm
at enormously lower prices than they can buy itat themselves, If so, they
must E‘ic'lt‘:,’lsicl't- their patriotism from the United States,where this kind is over-

prod
ADMIT THEM! WAIT! EMPLOYERS OR EMPLOYEES, WHICH?

A t strike of textile workers is in progress in Philadelphia. Hosts of
the strikers are ill-paid women and little children. They sent a small com-
mittee to Oyster to confer with President Roosevelt. The committee
made respectful application at the President’s b office for an inter-

view, but, according the Chicago Inte an Administration paper, they
were politely ** turned down.” To this in itself no criticism would be proper.
It is not the dent’s duty to adjust strikes, even though in a spectacular

that function. But suppose committee, in-

instance he did once assume '
come from their employers.

stead of coming from the poor strikers, had
Does anyone imagine that a committee of employers, re?reaantin “the
great textile industries of Philadelphia,” would have been * turned down"
without an interview had such a committee sought one with the President?
That supposition would indeed be something new under the sun, and its reali-
zation something newer. Yet '*we must never forget, dear children and fel-
low-citizens, that in this country there are no classes!"
HOW TRUETS ARE FORTIFIED.

The steel trust is getting its feet more firmly than ever upon the gotmd,
It was re on ﬁ; ﬁn)ﬁx from New York as having purchased the last
large single block of ore property on the Mesaba range in Minnesota which
is for sale, Itisin this way that trusts are fortified. Mere combinations of
eapital without land monopoly are impotent, Capital can be multiplied;
but natural resources, including rights of way over land, give to t-u:ts a re-
sistless power.

TAX RIGHTS OF WAY, NOT LOCOMOTIVES.

Consider what it is that makes railroad stock so valuable. Two things—
railroad land and rai improvements. The improvements would be ex-
empt under the single tax. Would farmers have them taxed? Such taxes
rebound upon the farmers themselves. Tax locomotive values, and you force
up freight charges; but tax right-of-way values, and you do not force up

freight charges. In other wo while taxes on rai improvements are
nob g&rﬁie 'b%’esstnc.‘tholders, taxes on railroad rights of way are borne by
stockholders.

‘We find the Ohio State Journal sa’ that the inevitable result of the
gingle tax in operation * would be to lighten the burdens of the rich and to
increase those of the r." This is the reason, probably, why the rich op-
pose it. They are not slow to lighten their own burdens and increase those
of the poor in other ways, but it seems that they draw the line at the single
tax.

There are three classes of mind, the conservative, the radical, and the
Heckspittle, The latter usually antagonizes the radical; not because it is con-
servative, but because ra.dma]{sm offers few prizesand no comforts to its dey-

tees.

o

Senator HANNA is a protectionist, yet he is working with might and main
for ship subsidies. He says he wants more American ships. Butwhy should
a consistent protectionist want any ships?

AN IMPRUDENT FRIEND.

While Senator HANNA was in Chicago in attendance upon the conference
of the National Civic Federation, he learned of the ominous closing down of
factories that had already begun in Ohio. One of the closers down, an Ohio
manufacturing friend of {:%olded the news to him. Naturally enough,
Mr. HANNA was indignant., he not been telling the wurlmadg mopla of
Ohio that industrial disaster would not come so long as he an Y
friends are keptin office? And here were Ohio m_gt;lmsot industry essly
bringing on industrial disaster in the verg middle of an Ohio campaign,
where so much ed upon fooling enongh of the people yet a little longer.
In his indignation Mr. HANNA turned upon his friend, and, not without some
bitterness of tone, ntly asked him: * co! 't you have waited un-
til after election? t you realize that I have some interest in Ohio myself

just now?" Mr. HAXKA is evidantlia. good deal of a confidence man in poli-
tics. But he was not discreet emuﬁioon this occasion to speak ens?'.

The result of this campaign in Ohio will determine absoiutely whether the
present condition of pms_ﬁen’cy is to continue or not. Did MARK HANNA eay
that? Are yousure? Will he guarantee that the conditions under which our
prosperity labors are to be abolished if he is beaten? For the prosperity was
all the trusts said it was,and more. The half was never told. Theland wal-
lowed in prosperity. Then the trusts put their conditionson it. HANNA has
& condition, for instance, that evertg one who rides on a street car in Clgve-
land must pay him toll for nse of the streets, Now, that is a condition that
will beremoved when Johnson wins. But the trusts have im conditions
of the tariff and other devices by which they get a quarter of the pros-
aeﬂty the country makes. ill that be eliminated when Johnson wins?

lory hallelujah! NNA islike the fellow who proposedtoa girl. “I'll bu:}
E[ou a washboard,” he said, “and you can have half what you make.”

ANNA’'S condition of gﬂroeper;ty is that the peog}e shall have all they make
after the trusts have had their rake-off. Boundless, except a limitof § a
day. The amount the workers may earn is boun ; the amount they may

et is the condition. And if he catches them murmuring, he is going to take

e washboard away.

“ CHRISTIAN" PLUTOCRACY.

It is reported of the younger Mr. Rockefeller that when some of his bible-

class members recently suggested that certain modern methods of getti
t fortunes could not be consistently practiced by Christians, he asked

e manner in which these men of their wealth did not count for
something to their advantage. This is the new doctrine of Christian plutoc-
racy. Most of the velvety cler en are preaching it. Not how you get
;‘our wealth, but what youn do it, is the test the{]a.re fond of applying.

he doctrine is not new. It was practiced long ago by Jonathan 'I?dy,r1 Six-
teen-String Jack, and Jack Sheppard. Perhaps the excellent Mr. Rockefel-
ler doesn’t know who these worthies were, being unfamiliar with low-bred
literature. Let him understand. then, that they were highwaymen, who
soothed their consciences for their un-Christian modes of getting wealth from
its owners by their Christian habits of bestowing it upon others,

[Editorial in Chicago Public, December 5, 1903.]
PROSPERITY! YES; FOR MONOPOLISTS,

This country is at the present moment in the midst of an industrial de-
pression. It has, in fact, never escaped that condition since McKinley's first
election, Monopolists have been prosperous,and bunco steerers on the plane
of high finance have beembnt the av man has not been
prosperous, If an independent man, he ma; ve dons more busi-
ness, but with little or no more profit, or maybe less. a hi man,he may
have had more work, but at little better or no better or even less wages.
And, independent business man or hired man, his living expenses have so
much increased that his net income has in most instances been reduced.
This, to be sure, is a kind of prosperity, but it is not a very healthy kind.
But even this malarial kind of pm]gen%has been g for months,
Bankers have long been aware of it. orkingmen are finding it out.
Farmers, those “easy marks" of the “confldence™ man—whether he runs
the Republican party or a three-card monte game—will not be long in 1%10-
rence of it. They may feel it before their newspapers tell them of it, but
some way or other they too will know.

Last summer the dividends of life-insurance companies had fallen off sig-
nificantly. For instance, we have before nus the hmtog of a ¥011cy of the
Berkshire, on which the maturity value of the dividen wasi 8in 1892 and
1898, rising to $19 in 1804 and 1895, and to $20 (the highest point) in 1901, but
falling to §17 in 1302, and down to §14 in 1908. The explanation of the com-
pany was that the decrease you have noted for 1902 and the present year is
prineipally on account of lower interest rates obtainable on investments.
All companies have during the m@ ten years been compelled to reduce div-
idends. The Berkshire was the to do so, the character of its investments
not affected until very recently by the depression in interest rates,
Yet the * confidence " opera were all thistime entermm.m.i their hopeful
dupes with *“a song and dance™ about good times * everywhere' and for
‘‘everybody,” and " if you are not getting the benefit it must be your own
fault.” Good times with ** on in interestrates " isa phenomenon not
unlike “ water, water everywhere, but not a dropto drink.” Itsabsurdityis
only intensified by the explanation of the harder times now upon us which
is made by the Engineering News of October 15. *The real key to the situa-
tion,” it sagely explains, * is that in the market for eapital demand has out-
run supply.” Think of it! * Depression in interest rates” caused by exces-
give demand for capitall The next thing we know these * confidence™ men
will be accounting for low wages with assurances thatlabor is scarce.

Two other editorials of Mr, Post, from the Public, those of
Janéliaxry 2 and January 9, I will append to my remarks as an ap-

ndix,
pe MODERN METHODS OF FLEECING THE PEOPLE.

One of the modern methods by which the few are enriched at
the expense of the many, a method which has been wonderfully
effective during the last four or five years, is the capitalization of
the great natural ore deposits and the flotation of companies whose
stock in verizl:rge part, by far the larger part, simply represents
the monopolization of these natural opportunities and the foister-
ing of this stock upon a credulous and excited public, who were
enamoured by the glamour of the eminent respectability of the
men who so kindly permitted the public to take these ‘‘securities
off their hands. . Henry George, jr., who is a most worthy
son of the century’s greatest philosopher (the philosopher who
would not rest content until he had discovered the canse of the
persistence of poverty amid advancing wealth), has, in the De-
cember and Jannary issues of Pearson's Magazine, clearly por-
trayed the method by which these modern financial magicians
turn * water ** into gold, and also shows how when the bubble is
pricked it is found that the *kings of finance’ who at the time
the company was formed through their accredited mouthpieces
declared that for a long period of years the business which they
had * combined ** and which they then offered toa gullible public
was assured of an uninterrupted and increasing harvest of profits
for many years, but having an inner knowledge, in fact the only
knowledge, for neither the poor deluded stockholders nor the pub-
lic ever received any information as to the real possessions of the
company, these financial magnates, controlling all the aveuues of
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information, so soon as they had unloaded their *‘ securities”’ nupon
the public permitted so much of the real facts to come out that
that public which had previously been so anxious to acquire the
securities were now frantic to get rid of them at any price. This
entirely suited these eminent gentlemen, as they could then buy in
the open market these ** securities”” for a mere song.

In the December Pearson’s, Mr. George presents some figures
which would indicate that these ‘* kings of finance ”’ had cleared up
the tidy sum of $37,000,000 on an investment of probably nothing!
He says:

1t should not be supposed that the little band of promoters arranged that
the Amalgamated Company should buy control of Anaconda at this figure.
They arranged themselves to forestall the Amalgamated Company and to
buy at this price. But they planned to buy in order to sell to the Amalga-
mﬁg c%:mpany, which they did at a handsome advance, presumably at

¥

The ‘band of promoters” whom Mr. George here refers to
were John D. and William Rockefeller, Henry H. Rogers, James
Stillman (president of the National City Bank, the kefeller
bank), Robert Bacon (then a partner of the firm of J. P. Morgan
& Co.), Roswell P. Flower, F. P, Olcott, etc. These constituted
the * themselves.”

That is to say, the 51 per cent of the Anaconda stock which, as promoters,
they arranged to acquire at about $29,000,000, or something more than §45 a
share, they arranged to sell to the ted Company for about $40,000,-
(mko: $62 a share. The price of §62 a share for Anaconda stock might have
looked to some like a * watering,” and might have given the whole Amal
mated project a supicious aspect had not Anaconda stock, immediately afi
this transfer was completed, suddenly shot up in the ﬂ(])]geq market to §0 a
There seemed go be no substantial cause for . and it proved
to be transitory, sinking rapidly back Cynical spectators summed up
the matter in the single word, ** manipulation.” ;

And what was tobe the gtnlmd s tof m;%lmt ads: deal? Ob?o ] Oié} tc%g

moters, as omotam-nE 0 uy con o company for $2,000,

m then shoﬁa 1l it to t.hemsehgas, as the Ama.‘lg&mn.ted Company, for
they wonld clear, as promoters, §11,000,000 by the operation.

er n.rra:;glng for this Anaconda pure the gmmotara arranged to

buy the majority of the stock of the Parrot Silver and Co; Company and

of the Henneasy Mercantile Company, both of Bu and the entire stock of

the Colorado Smelting and MmingFOom ny and of the Washoe Copper Com-

pany, of Butte; of the Big Black Foot Company, of Bonner, Mont.,
and of the Diamond Coal and Coke Company, of Diamondville, Wyo.

The Amalgamated Company was to expen& the remaining $20,000,000 in its
treasury for these companies, and, doubtless, the promoters received that
sum for them. But the promoters had by previous arrangement bought
them for much less. Indeed, the sum of their individual cafltnhmﬁon.s WAS
only $13,298,500. and their market value was far below par. It is doubtful if,
following Wall street usages, the Amalgamated promoters paid for thesesix
companies much more than half the sum at which they were g&ntﬂﬁz‘eﬂ.
8o, t?ereforﬁ, if the promoters bought these mm&nﬁeﬂ for §7,! and sold

000,000 on

them to the Amalgamated Company for §20,000,000, they cleared
the transaction.

The su d return to.the promoters up to this t for “putting
through ™ the Amalgamated consolidation would stand way:
On Anaconda stock, BDOUE - oo oe oo neae e $11, 000, 000
s 2 e S N S L cl— 13, 000, 000
On *inner-circle” R T e R P A e R R 15, 000, 000
B TON--E--—-EB ------------ S S g --- 58,000,000

ut as it was deemed necessary for the a o

and security to bave a pnb{ic 5 syndwn%  finally underwrite

the Amalgamated stock at §95 a share, the ** inner circle" prob-

ably arranged to give to outsiders an interest amounting per-

T P e e e L i ey R 2,000,000

Leaving as net profit to the “inner circle™ .o...occoaooo.. 87,000, 000

1t is the custom of promoters to work all these T&mﬂts out on (:Ezper before
they take a public step in a Slromotion project. e Standard Oil people are
careful financiers, so that they saw by this process a way to buy at publie
subseription more than half the stock of the Amalgamated Company at par
with money they were to obtain by * promoting” the consolidation.

In other wo! they were to get control of a §75, 000,000 copper consolida-
tion for not a penny of cost to themselves.

No Dick Turpin or Captain Kidd ever succeeded in transferring
from the pockets of others to their own so large a &roportion of
their victims’ wealth with so little squealing from their victims,
This is called ‘‘hante finance.” If the masters of this modern
method of fleecing the public will only graciously give a million
to found a university out of the $37,000,000 which this one little
operation nets them, then their newspapers call upon us all to
vigorously applaul their *‘ generosity.” I regret that space will
not permit me to insert the entire article on these ‘* Modern
It will no doubt be a revelation to the
victims, who perhaps deserve little sympathy, but is more im-
portant as showing the public the evils which always flow from
the conferring of *‘ special privileges;’’ for were it not for the
special privileges which these companies and which under
our present system bear almost no part of the burden of taxation
it would not be possible for the Rockefellers, Stillmans, Rogers,
et al. to scoop $37,000,000 or any other sum out of the public by
such means. It is not alone that investors—speculators, if you
will—are thus fleeced; but the whole eighty millions of people
pay tribute fo these men in the enhanced price which they are
thus enabled fo exact for this useful raw material—copper—
which the Creator of the universe placed in the hills of Montana
for the use of mankind, but which a few individuals are allowed
to monopolize, with the result I have indicated. :

methods of finance.”

GENERAL DICK AND JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN, I

The gentleman who represents the Nineteenth Ohio district,
General Dick, who was the chairman of the State committee in
the campaign in that State last year, occupied some sixty pages of
the REcorD a week ago to-day chiefly in extolling Joseph Cham-
berlain, who is endeavoring to make protection the twentieth-
century policy of Great Britain. How extensive is the pro
ganda that the protectionists in England are carrying on under
Mr, Chamberlain’s leadership is shown in the fact that.if we are
to credit the RECORD of January 5, the London Daily Telegraph
of December 10 must have been a bulky document indeed, as
immediately beneath the headline ‘‘ Protection is for the benefit
of the laboring men’’ it states that this remarkable document is
“‘ by the author of Imperial Reciprocity, and that it is condensed
from the Daily Telegraph of December 10, 1903.” As it occunies
over thirty-two pages of the RECORD, all in small type, it prob-
ably amounts to 90,000 words. How many, I wonder, before it
was ‘‘condensed?”’

For fear that this regular magazine of ammunition should not

be sufficient to convince us that * protection ’ is making great
headway in England, I find three other hes of Mr. Chamber-
lain copied from the London Daily Telegraph of October 6, 27,
and 28, Each of the first two occupy about six pages of the
REcorp; thethird, however, being, Iassume, a condensed speech,
occupies but three and a quarter pages of the RECORD, or some
10,000 words.

But even this did not seem to be sufficient to satisfy the omniv-
orous appetite for protection literature of the gentleman from the
Nineteenth Ohio gistrict‘ ag he has also incorporated another
speech of Mr. Chamberlain’s which appeared in the Scotsman, of
Edinburgh, under date of November 5, this occupying a little
over three pages of the REcorp. We also find what p ts to
be the views of the Scottish woolen trade, which appeared. as we
learn, in the Glasgow Herald of September 2. This occupies but
two pages of the RECORD. In order to enable us to digest so man
pages of closely printed matter, General Dick has kindly adde
ten of his own, so that we may assume that the demonstra-
tion for *‘ protection ” is now complete.

In answer to these 60 pages (about 150,000 words, I assume)
I merely offer in rebuttal two brief editorial paragraphs written
by Louis F. Post, editor of the Public, Chicago, whose wonderful
power of lucid dissection of the protection humbug, as well as all
other frauds and humbugs, I commend to my Republican friends.

PROTECTIONISTS' WHIRLIGIG LOGIC.
[Editorial in the Public, January 2, 1904.]

Protectionist ]oﬁic is of the whirligig order. Don’t we all remember how
the free-trade gold of Great Britain used to flood our shores in the interest
of free-trade politics? Bo said protectionists. It is the other way now in
England. Protectionists are claiming that British free trade is en-
couraged by protection gold from Germany. *‘ Now you see it and now you
don't,” is characteristic of protection logic and protection prosperity, as well
as of the more vulgar thim s

CHAMBERLAIN'S STRENGTH.
[From the Publie,]

The tection movement in Great Britain, which Chamberlain isleading
and 'our is follo , draws its streng)th from the fact that free import-
ing alone is not free e, Importing into England has been practically free
for two tions, but rﬁn_g_lglll:tt of England is met in all directions
with walls. Thus while British producers are obstructed in forei
markets, foreign producers freely enter British markets and undersell Brit-
ish ucers there. The British producers so aff thereupon appeal
loudly to the patriotic spirit, and forthwith those millions of Great Britain,
Ei&om Carlyle denominated as **mostly fools,” rush to the rescue of British

ustries.
Even one-sided free trade is better for the country that maintains it than

retaliatory tariffs can bly be. .

. This has been proved by the ience of Great Britain herself. London
is the market of the world. London isthe clearing house of the world. Lon-
don is the capital of the world. It is toward London that the wealth of the
world flows. All thisis use the English poliey of free trade has thrown
down the bars to the commerce of the world. Considered as a whole—as a
unit—the le of nglnnd have been enriched by free trade, one-sided
though it . Only when we come to investigate individual conditions
do we disclose British poverty—the poverty of England’s working

Awful, indeed, it is, though no worse than individual Eoverty in our own
highly-protected country. But the poverty of England is not attributable to

WHY ENGLAND'S WORKERS ARE NOT ENRICHED,
[From the Public.]

If free trade, which has enriched England as a r.m.tim:a has failed to enrich
her work:ir&apeople‘ it is not because free trade is prejudicial to labor; nor is
it because free trade of England is one sided, protection prevailing every-
where else. Itis becaunse the ‘is”ﬁ%‘;?é“ of free trade in England stops at the
seaports. Internal free trade own in Enﬁland. Instead of the bless-
ings of internal free trade she is cursed with the blight of landlordism, which
mnphmotlgm nism. This is the reason the riches that free trade has
brought so lavishly into England have not enriched her working classes.
They are grabbed by her protected leisure classes.

While on this subject I merely wish to add an interview from
the New York Evening Post of three days ago in which I analyzed
the result of two recent by-elections in London boroughs which

———
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have been widely claimed as proving a strong protection drift in
Great Britain:
[From the New York Evening Post, January 9, 1804.]

PISASTROUS TO THE VIOCTORS—REPRESENTATIVE BAKER'S ANALYSIS OF RE-
BULTS OF RECENT BY-ELECTIONS IN LONDON BOROUGHS.
WASHINGTON, January 9, 190k.

“The recent by-elections in Dulwich and Lewisham, both boroughs of
London, which have been so widely heralded as Chnmbar'l&in victories, turn
out on analysis to be victories of a sort disastrous to the victors,” remarked
Representative BAKER of Brooklyn, to-day.

“In the former borough the orunt.e in 1825 was 5,218, This was in-
creased to 5,819 on December 15, an rease of %&pﬂr cent. The Liberal
vote was, in 1865, 2,176, which was increased to 4, an increase of 101&:
cent. In the case of Lewisham the Tory vote in 1892—which was the
previous contested election in that constituency—was 5,309. This was in-
creased to 7,709, an increase of 45, cent, while the Liberal vote increased

40 5,087 an increase of T cent.

A nyone familiar with the constituencies—many being with less than 500
majority—can see that, if a change should take place at the general election

gportionate with that which has taken place in the case of these two sub-
urbs of London, the Liberals wonld ce ba returned to power. o far
from these two bye-elections indicating any great drift of popular feeling in
on,’ they indicate that the tish m‘pba have no present
free-trade policy institu Sir Robert Peel

intention of aband he f by
gixty years ago, and w even the great landlords of the United Kingdom
have gwn compelled to esce in. At the same time it must be admitted

T
there is no present in ion that the Liberal party intends to ¢ the
ros trade policy to1ts natural and logical conclusion 5o &5 to Incude fres
production.™

I am led to do this by the fact that the General, during the Ohio
campaign last fall, made me an issue in that State for twenty-four
hours, one of his daily 2,500-word manifestos being devoted to an
appeal to Tom L. Johnson not to adopt my single-tax views. To
be thus made the issue even for twenty-four hours in a campaign
in that State was very flattering, but was entirely undeserved, as
Tom L. Johnson became a single taxer some three or four years
before I accepted Mr. George’s phjloeoghy. In fact, during those
three or more years I was engaged in doing that which the Gen-
eral himself is now doing—{trying to *‘save ’’ society—being one of
those who then viewed with alarm what was represented as being
the possible great calamify to the city of New York that would
follow the election of Mr. George in hisfirst campaign for mayor
of New York in 1886.

Aninvestigation of the princilplea promulgated by Henry George
e T M Loty Tt he smcimad
8O roposing to property rights, the en en
into law of &e principles he ;grocat.ed was the only means by
which those who produced wealth conld be protected in its posses-
sion, I am hopeful that the General will at an early date him-
self thoronghly investigate this question of taxation, not permit
ting his mind to be warped by existing prejudices, but in a spirit
of determination to seek the truth wherever it may lead. If he
will do this, I have no doubt that he will become a supporter of
those fundamental principles which Mr. George stood for and
through which alone can *‘equal rights to all and special privi-
ileges to none ™ be secured.

THE CAUSE OF INVOLUNTARY POVERTY.

I would, Mr. Chairman, that I ecould put into burning langnage,
language that would arrest the attention of eva? Member of this
House and of the country, the causes of these deplorable condi-
tions, of which such incidents as these Cincinnati soup houses are
simply the more glaring manifestations. Experience has tanght
me, however, as it has taught everyone else who has attempted
beneath effects to discover the cause of the persistence of invol-
untary poverty despite the enormous increase in the capacity of
mankind to produce wealth, that so soon as one endeavors to
explain its cause he is almost invariably met with the answer:
Oh! you fellows are always trying to prove that every maladjust-
ment of society is due to one cause. It doesn’t matter, they say,
whether it is poverty, drunkenness, and vice, or whether it be the
possession of vast wealth: you ascribe all these things toland mo-
nopoly. The crowding of population into our large cities, the un-
hygienie conditions in which thousands live, the hard life of the
average farmer, particularly of the farmer's wife, who, living re-
mote from the cities, finds her life monotonous, barren of almost
all that gladdens; aye. even the contests between capital and la-
bor—all these, they say, you claim are traceable to one cause.

Priding themselves upon their practicality, they shrug their
shoulders and pass on, refusing to believe that so many different
manifestations of the maladjustments of society can be due to
one common cause, And yet it is not strange that these things
should have a common cause. That cause is ‘‘land hunger.””
To whoever will set himself to study the pri , fundamental

cause of any of these things; who will ask himself, for instance,
how it comes that the s ion of river navigation on the Ohio
for two or three weeks (which we are told is the reason why soup
houses have been opened in Cincinnati) results in hundreds, if not
thousands, being reduced to starvation; who will ask himself
why these men can not in forty-eight or fifty weeks earn enough
to enable them to feed themselves for fifty-two weeks; who will

ask himself why strong, able-bodied farm laborers, even in the
home of *‘ protection ” (Pennsylvania), only receive $5 a week for
eight months in the year and sometimes can not get work even
at that wage; who will ask himself why men will work in the
chemical factories, where in a few years they lose much of the
semblance of human beings (their teeth and nails rotting and fall-
ing out, losing their hair, and even their eyelashes), for a pittance
of $8 to $10 a week; who will ask himself why men fight for the
privilege of engaging in such hazardous occupations as coal min-
ing, where they daily take their lives in their hands, for a wage
that will not keegaman men in this House in cigars; who will
ask himself why tens of thousands of other men’s danghters are
driven every year in our large cities to sell themselves upon the
streets; whoever will seriously ask himself these guestions and
sets ont determined to find the answer, no matter what may have
been his previous prejudices—whoever will do this will, I say,
find that there is one common cause for these diseased and with-
ered limbs, for these drooping and dying branches upon the tree
of society.

The canse was epitomized (although quite unconsciously) by
the President of the United States, in a speech eighteen months
ago. I wish I could so present the matter to this House that it
would appear in the mind of Members as though arranged in the
deadly parallel column., The function of government, he says, is
to see  that the cards are not stacked.” If these are not mere
words, it means that the %opl&—all the people—should havea free
field; that favors should be granted to none. Well, let us see.

This is what he said:

Abont all we have a right to ex-
pect from the Government is that it
will see that thecardsare notstacked.

President Roosavelt, at Concord,
. H., August 25, 1802.)

The Republican party—the Govern-
ment—enacts laws which enrich the
steel trust and other favored pets,who
contribute liberally to its eampai
fund, recouping themselves by rg-
inqranh.nncedprlm to consumers.

hese cardsare* stacked " with his
potent approval.
o Distant tgre tt:gl x is forei-

y acquiredso uable “ special
privileges' can beconferredon groady
speculators. The“cardsarestacked”
against the helpless natives thus
rob’ as well as against masses
here whopay the costof the * benevo-
lent assimilation.”

Every grantof s%cl&lgrlvﬂegﬂ! to
arailroadisa “stacking of the cards”
inst the le who are charged
the traffic bear, regardless of
the cost of the service.

Every grant to a private co
fal Func.

fion to perform governmen

tions, whether it be to operate street
railways or to ly water, or
electric of the "

Jisa
against the le.

Eve chHﬁD llzorn in theslums finds
the cards* stacked,” being compelled
to yield an ever-increasing tribute for
the privilege of living on the land of
that city, so that the Astors may lux-
uriate in * onearned " wealth.

That the Concord h, so far as he who delivered it is con-
cerned, ended there, that it was mere words, that it has not and
will not be backed up by deeds, is graphically illustrated in an
editorial which appeared recently in one of the great Democratic
papers of this country, the owner of which is not here to-day, but
who is one of the most modest men on this side [laughter on the
Republican side], a paper which supports Democratic principles
unswervingly and unfalteringly at times, whose influenca is
not confined to the State in which it is published nor to the ad-
joining State—Iowa. I refer to the Omaha World-Herald.

I shall not take up the time of the House to ask the Clerk to
read the editorial, but I do hope when it appears in the RECORD
in due course my Republican friends will read it, so that they can
apgeciata the Doctor Jekyll and Mr. Hyde exhibition theé it
makes of the great exponent of strenuosity.

The editorial is entitled, ** Telling the truth and sticking to it."”

[World-Herald, Omaha, Nebr.. Bunday, December 27, 1808.]

Addressing Yale students, Reverend Doctor Rainsford said:

“Mr. Roosevelt has earned the thanks of this country for the good he has
done by his fearlessness in telling the truth. :

*The man who tells the truth and sticks to it does the most lasting good,
whether he tells that truth at the dinner table or in public.”

Did Mr. Roosevelt tell the truth when, in his Life of Thomas H. Benton
he agreed with political economists that protection *is vicious in theory and
harmful in practicet Then did he stick to it when he advocated a protect-
ive tariff wherein the duty should be ** more than' equal to thecost of wages
abroad and at home?

Did he tell the truth when he said that ngpnintmenta to office should be
based upon merit? Then did he stick to it when he appointed such spoilamen
as Payne and Clarkson to important offices under his Administration?

Did he tell the truth when, in his Cincinnati speech
the tariff did not foster trusts and asserted
trust ‘Iu not 11117 tariff duti?i“!' tl)égﬂh&it&ck to it when, in his mes-

1902, he admitted can produce monopoly
214 recommended the removal of the tariff on anthracite coal?
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Did he tell the truth when, in his speech at Ind., he admitted
that the tariff might need revision, and when in his message of December,
1802, he said it was important that a tariff ission be appointed? Did he

to it when he later adopted the “stand-pat™ policy and showed his
utter contempt for the tariff question by ignoring itin his latest message to

Congress?
]g‘?g he tell the truth when he rejected the little gift of a silken flag woven
the hands of a patriotic American girl on the und that the President
the United States should not receive gifts? Did he stick to it when he
aooaPtedfmaafn]lcost trains at the hands of railroad magnatest

Did he tell the truth when he removed from office the postmistress at

Greenwood, Del, on the ground that it was his duty to do so, because the
i was objectionable to Addicks’s Senator? Did he stick to it in

Bouth Carolina case when he appointed to office a not only
over the protests of both the South Carolina Senators, but over the protest
of an overwhelming majority of the patrons of the office? "

Did he tell the truth when in his Ranch Life and the Hunting Trail, he
said that the cowboys “ are much better fellows and more pleasant compan-
jons than small farmers or agricultural laborers; nor are the mechanics and
woskmen of the t cities to be mentioned in the same breath" Did he
gtick to it when Ea came to appeal for the votes of the small farmers, the

ltural laborers, and the mechanics and workmen of the t cities?

Did he tell the truth when in an article published in the Review of Re-
views, September, 1806, he said: “The men who object to what they style
*government by injunction’ are as respects th iples of gov-
ernment in hearty sympathy with their remote skinclad ancestors who lived
in &av% fo'u t one nno%:-r with ?nt?ne-h £ ] th
and w: rhinoceros. ey are interesting as ting ogical sur-
vival, bntythcy are dangerons whenever there is ihe least cﬁm of their
making the principles of this age-buried past living factors in om;{p::eaant
life. eﬁ are not in sympathy with men of minds and sound civie mo-
rality.” Did he stick to it when he took to his arms John Mitchell and other
representatives of labor unions and delivered to them preachments indicat-
ing that in his opinion, after all, they are entirely *in sympathy with men
of good minds and sound civic morality:"”

id he tell the truth when in February, 1900, speaking to Albert Shaw
editor of the Review of Reviews, he said that under no circumstances would
heaccept the nomination for the Vice-Presi , thus encouraging & number
of other Republicans to aspire to that position? Did he stick to it when he
marched down the aisle of Philadelphia's convention hall, ¢lad in sombrero
and high boots, and gave to the Vice-Presidential boom that was then

beinﬁ ted in his behalf?
D g tell the truth when in his of December, 1002, advocating
Cuban reciprocity, he said that “we should with d do our
nerous duty by the weak,” and that “the mmu lic of the north
gmﬂd make all her sister nations of the continent feel that, when-
ever they will permit it, we desire toshow onrselvesdisinterestedly and effec-
tively their nd.” Also, “noindependent nation in America need have the
%lghtest fear of

n from the United States. It behooves every one
maintain order within its own bordersand disel its just obligationsto
foreigners. When this is done, they can rest ass thnt.bethlg{stmn or
weak, they have nothing to dread from outside interference.” Did he stick
to it when he entered utgon his Panama filibusterin axped‘iﬁan,ignorhgour
Government's duty to the weaker Governmentof Colombia and pr ting
force of arms the Colombian Government from “main order
thin its own bordeg"
Did he tell the truth when he said that he would be unfit for the duties of
is high office if he did nutadhemt.othsg‘mﬁ%esof Abrabam Lincoln? Did
he stick to it when in his official actions he deliberately repudiated Lincoln's

principles?
Dldeuetellthetmth when he said that becanse of his conduct as a Repub-
lican official 8. Heath should be forcad to retire from the postof secre-

tary to the Republican national committes? Did he stick to it when, in the
presence of Mark Hanna's mandate that Heath should not be retired, he had
nothing more to say on the Heath retirement proposition?

Did he tell the truth when he said that men who faithfully serve the
Amermnpeu?leon land and on sea were entitled to know that their services
were appreciated? Did he stick to it when he charged Schley, the hero of
Bantiego Bay, with cowardice; insulted Dewey, the hero of Manila, and per-
mitted Miles to retire, after forty years of faithful service in the Army. with
nothing more than a formal and cold-blooded order, written by one of imes‘s

ited subordinates? ‘

Did he tell the truth when he said that men charged with serious offenses
sghould be required to explain or leave the public service! Did he stick to it
when, after having promoted General Wood above a large numberof officers
who had served a much longer period than Wood had, he upheld him and

i rewarding him, in spite of the fact that very serious accusa-
tions had made against him?
. Did he tell the truth when, in his famous speech at Minneapolis, while he
was Vice-President, he said that it might be n to “shackle cunning
in the future as in the we had shackled foree!" Did he stick to it when
he confined his shackling Erwam! to the cumbersome injunction proceeding
and avoided altogether the application of the criminal indictment or an
erB]:imation of why he failed to employ that formidable weapon?

d he tell the truth when, in his several es, he said that there were
good trusts and bad trusts? Did he stick to it when, like all other Republican
politicians, he dodged the demand that the * good " trusts be nam

Did he tell the truth when he said that “ words are good when backed by

and only so!™ Aside from his pulpit orations and his platform
speeches, have we any reason for sa that Mr. Roosevelt has stuck to it
by backing his words with deeds? the mntmr{. do we not now
from the representatives of powerful interests that object to Mr. Roosevelt's
nomination that the fear of what an uncertain and impetuous man might do
after his election, rather than the objection to mg‘hﬁng he actually has done,
prompts them to prefer some one other than Mr, elt as the ﬁapuhllm
nominee for President?

The continued reiteration of the prevalence of prosperity—that
there is labor for all at a *“ compensating wage ’—recalls to my
mind a poem written a year ago, when p ity was declared to
be universal. It was written at the time New York celebrated
her two hundred and fifty years of existence, by one of those bright,
alert, quick-witted men, the reporters of the metropolitan press,
whose favor is eagerly sought by even the most influential, as they
can make or nnmake *‘ statesmen,” their frown being more dreaded
than that of any woman. The author of this poem is one of the
brightest of New York’sreporters. Butheismore. Havingbeen

gned years ago to investigate an unusunally distressing case of
poverty, he was shocked and appalled at the oralizing and de-

basing conditions that prevailed over a considerable area on the
east side of New York. Further investigation compelled him to
the conclusion that the poverty which prevailed was involuntary,
due to canses beyond the power of these people to remove. He
became convinced that the cause was to be found in land monopoly,
and from that time has been one of that band of earnest, enthu-
siastic, self-sacrificing, ever-zealous propagandists who com

the Manhattan Sin%e Tax Club, who are working incessantly to
bring the people of New York, and particularly of the borough of
M ttan, also to realize the cause of involuntary poverty. Too
high tribute can not be paid to their unfaltering devotion to a
great cause—the cause for which Henry George gave his life. I
a}n proud of the friendship of William Everett Hicks, the author
& TWO HUNDRED FIFTY YEARS AGC,

[Poem written for New York City's celebration of its two hundred and fiftieth
anniversary, January 1, 1903.]

It wasn't g:;ﬂ like this, youn know,
fifty years &ﬁn

No steamships clove the splendid bay
From early morn till close of day;
No ;glaoes of trade reared high
Their cornices to kiss the sky;
No whizzing trains roared in the air;
No street cars flittered everywhere;
No mansions of the t defied

scorn for wealth and gilded pride; —
No charities then sought to show “,
There was no need for want and woe,
Two hundred fifty years ago.

They tell us life was very slow

Two hundred fifty years agu

It didn’t have the rush and speed

That we have come to think we need;

i.nd yet—and yet I sometimes feal
vague suggestion o'er me steal

That they had things to stir their pride

That now we find to us denied:

They had no slums of dark des

For sin and crime to flourish there;

No human beings faint for bread

Dropped in the city's high dead;
No souls found slll.{hsa - wal.‘ny;st'lfa
Sosada mack%ot 8
o e T e it
0! 3
pris{ms bad no murderers’ row,

Th
Two hundred fifty years ago.
—WiLriaAM EvEreTT HICKS.

WHY DOES NOT PROSPERITY EXIST?

Now, Mr. Chairman, why doesnot prosperity existin the United
States? [Laughter on the Republican side.] Prosperity never
will exist in the United Statesuntil a great economic reform takes
E]:ce. It is because on this side occasionally, I am sorry to say,

t more particularly and more fla tly, forty times as often,
on the other side of the House, you have voted away special priv-
ﬂeﬁm; yon have voted to give a few men the power to rob their
fellow-men; you have voted continuously year by year to give into
the hands of some men the power to tax other men. You Repub-
licans, by these laws, laws which grant special 1Eurivilegewa, create
monopoly; and these so-called good times which at the best are
Eoor or the toiler, for even at the best of times there are always

undreds of thousands of men out of employment—that condi-
tion will not and can not be altered until you strike at the root of
the evil, which is grounded in monopoly, and you can only uproot
this evil by abolishing every form of taxation which taxes labor,
which taxes accumulation, which taxes production, and put the
tax upon the monopolization of land in al? its various forms.

THE ENORMOUS LAND VALUES IN LARGE CITIES.

One of the great causes of the unequal diffusion of the benefits
of this boasted tﬁvrosperty can be found in some figures to which I
desire to call the attention of the House, which I have gleaned
at random from the official list of assessments made by the tax
comnissioners of the city of New York, and which is the basis
for the assessments levied in that city for 1904, as published in to-
day's New York papers. These figures relata to ten office build-
ings, the structures being ten or more years old; also ten other
such buildings of comparatively recent construction. Together
they embrace a score of the larger office buildings of that city.
Contrast two of these properties, both well known. One, the
Stock Exc , just completed—the value of the building is fixed
at §900,000, while the land is officially appraised at $3,800,000, or
four times as much as the building. The Mills Building, erected
some twenty years ago, is directly opposite on Broad street. The
land in this case is sﬁ};raised at $3,464,000, while the value of the
materials and the labor employed in its erection is put at $636,000,
% orll)e-ﬂfth thek:n\?alue :hrf)he ]ha.nd. h‘

other building known nghout the country is the Eqnui-
table Life Assurance Building, the land being appraised at
$8,365,000, while the value of that magnificent structure is put at

N

——
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$2,580,000, or only 80 per cent of the value of the site. The ap-
pended table embraces these twenty properties:

Buildings erected within ten years.

Value of | Value of

land. building,
BROVEE o i o h s p n o e S S $1,985,000 | $1,000,000
Fuller (Flatiron) ,500,000 | 1,200,000
Btock Exchange 8,800,000 900, 000
Washington...... 1,350,000 650, 000
Clearing House .. 868, 000 304, 000
Exchange Court . 2,085,000 | 1,025,000
Broad Exchange... 2, 180, 000 8, 020,000
Metropolitan Life 1,832,000 798,000
%peyer O e 490,000 180, 000
ean,Van Cortlandt & Co - 484,000 176,000
L e 16,072,000 | 9,543,000

These are the largest and most recently constructed office and
banking buildings in the city of New York, and yet only one of
them—the Broad Exchange—is worth more than the land, sev-
eral of them being worth less than half what the land is worth.

Buildings ten years old and over.

Value of | Value of
land. buil

g

Boreel
AJSTis B DR 00: c cneroononssnanmessmmanpuamnnmenmnes 1,625,

Bchermerhorn . ...ocooee.--

In the case of these ten buildings the land is therefore worth
four times as much as the buildings, while in the case of nine of
the leading theaters the disparity is even greater, as the land on
which they are situated is assessed six times as high as the thea-
ter buildings—the land at $7,900,000 and the structures at only

1.290,000.
: Sixteen of the leading hotels—excluding the Waldorf-Astoria,
where the building is worth twice as much as the site—are as-
sessed at $6,445,000, but the land on which they are built is assessed
at $20,805,000, more than three times the value of the structures.

But when we come to the palaces of the multimillionaires we
find an even greater disparity between the value of the land and
the palaces erected thereon. Scores of thousands of people, no
doubt, have paraded up and down Fifth avenue and viewed—from
the outside—these stately mansions. Not one of the buildings, it
will be noted, is assessed at less than $300,000—surely a comfortable
house, even for a multimillionaire—and yet these extremely costly
houses are valued by the assessor at less than 38 per cent of the
value which he places upon the land beneath them.

Value of | Value of
land. building.
$1, 770,000 ,000
1, 200, 000 800, 000
2,850,000 650, 000
1,175, 000 825, 000
1,160, 000 440,000
1,115, 000 885, 000
2,010,000 890, 000

775,000 875, 000
1,050, 000 800, 000
750, 000 400,000
18,855,000 | 5,065,000

The aggregate of the assessment of land values in the city of
New Yorﬁ is placed at $3,697,686,935, while the total value of the
structures of all descriptions is placed at $1,100,000,000, or about
23 per cent of the whole assessment. This, it must be remem-
bered, includes all of the small dwellings in the city, which in the
suburbs are worth usunally two to four times as much as the lots
upon which they are situated. If we take the borough of Man-
hattan alone, it will be seen that the land values are almost
$3,000,000,000, while the cost of all the structures, including all
the immense office buildings, large hotels, theaters, ete., is less
than $600,000,000.

These bear out and put the official stamp of approval on
what the single taxers have for years contended, viz, that the land
values of a populons community far exceed the aggregate of im-
provement values. These , adduced by unsentimental
assessors, supposedly based on full valuation of the property, are

eloquent in demonstrating how vast fortunes have been accumu-
lated and added to without effort on the part of their possessors.
Who will question that these enormous land values of the city of
New York, paralleled in minor degree in every town and city in
the country, are the result of communal growth, due to the peo-
ple congregating there, with the consequent competition for Ioca-
tions driving the value ever upward? These land values repre-
sent an enormous toll which the people must pay to the fortunate
Spe:cdulators who had the foresight and craft to anticipate future
needs.

The figures here cited give some hint of how g:ressing aquestion
we have to face, and, in my opinion, the day for settlement can
not long be postponed. The contention I make, Mr, Chairman,
is that justice requires that these values, concededly created by
all of the people, should be utilized for their common benefit and
not be longer permitted to enrich a favored few. Theonly rational,
practical way in which this can be done is through the taxing
power of the government, State or city. By taxing this value
into the public treasury we would relieve all forms of industry
from the burdens of taxation which now oppress and discourage
it, at the same time restoring to the people that which is their
own, because they have created it.

How great this burden is in the city of New York is indicated
when I state that competent authorities put the annual rental
value of the land there at not less than $225,000,000, of which to-
day very little finds its way into the city treasury, probably four-
fifths being absorbed by private individuals, thus enabling the
Astors and others to lnxuriate in unearned wealth.

Yet Isu even in the face of this demonstration our farmer
friends will continue to insist that a tax on land values only
would be a great hardship to them, whereas the fact is that, de-
ducting the value of the farmers’ houses, his outbuildings and
barns, his fencing and drainage, etc., the value of the land would
be extremely small, unless adjacent to a large town, in many
cases the cost of reproducing the buildings and other improve-
ments I have enumerated being greater than the total value of
the whole farm, No; so far from the farmer having his tax bur-
dens increased by the adoption of the single tax, they would be
very much reduced—certainly one-half, in many cases three-

uarters, and in some cases even more. It must be remembered
that the farmer has to sell his produce in a free-trade market,
while in the price of almost every article which he purchases (his
farm implements and cloth.in,iin particular) he is carrying the
‘‘ white man’s burden,” i. e., he is staggenﬁ along under a load
of indirect taxation which amounts to several hundred dollars a
year, Whereas if land values alone were taxed—unless, as I have
said, he lived immediately acglacent to a large town—he would be
called upon fo pay a ve? ight direct tax, while his present
heavy indirect taxes would be entirely done away with.

‘While the beneficial effect upon the workers in cities would, if
anything, be still greater, as they would notonly also be relieved
from the present onerous burden of indirect taxation, but ave-
nues of employment now closed would be opened to them, as it
would be no longel;froﬁtablo for anyone to withhold land from
use. The result would, therefore, be an enormous increase in the
demand for labor in all forms of productive enterprises. The
surplus labor market would bewipec{) out, and instead of two, aye,
ten men chasing after one job there would be competition among
employers for every man who desired to perform useful labor.
Then, indeed, it would be true to state *“ that there is work for
every man who desires to labor in this country at a ‘ compensat-
ing’ wage.” [Applause on the Democratic side.]

APPENDIX.
[The Public, Saturday, January 2, 1004.]

Many explanations of the terrible disaster at the Iroquois theater in Chi-
cago will be given by the newspapers and echoed by excited readers, and
much of their scolding of managersand architects and city officials will prob-
ably be deserved. Soitwould seem like * carr coals to Newcastle " forus
to give particularattention to any bf the causes for these over-late criticisms,

gt!lt ere is one explanation which is hn.rel¥ likely to be given through
the usual channels of criticism, and to that we invite a little common-sense
attention. We refer to theim bility of making an auditorium safe when
the builders are forced to w it in among other buildings, as the theater
builders in large cities are forced to do. This isan nxcglanatmn which lies
back of all others. This is a condition which makes such catastrophes inev-
itable, no matter what minor precautions may be taken.

Nosunch disaster could occur in the Mormon Tabernacle at Salt Lake City.

Because an abundance of exits onall sides open immediately into &
out doors.” There are no windings and turni leading into one narrow
v at the rear or one narrow doorway in the front. Let a fire break out
or an explosion occur in that structure, and unless the structure itself were
g;-oyed within three minutes, every person in it could reach a place of

Y-

Of course it may be impracticable to build theaters in cities out “in
the opend" as the Mormon Tabernacle is built; but it is not impracticable to
surround them with open alleys, so that numerous exits may make of all four
gides of the & clear way to the street when occasions of danger re-
%ﬁm‘ tects altogether to blame for not building theaters upon
t gf]sn, The Iroquois Theater, for instance, had to be built in the form of
built at all upon the chosen site, and one stem of the L was so narrow
ord only reasonable room for the regulation entrance. Moreover,




" 1s not be misunderstood.
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gites are so inordinal dear in locations appropriate for theaters that the
e necessary for ::].}I?ys would create a burden of cost so greatastobein
?&?r a formidable, if not impossible, commercial obstacle.

Therein lies the fundamental canse of such rs as that of the Iroquois
Theater. By enconragingminvastmenta in sites merely for the purpose of se-
curing the advantages of higher prices an abnormal scarcity of sites is pro-
duced and abnormal concentration results. Itis thisabnormal concentration,
more than anything else or all things else together, that makesof what ought
to be but an accident to a buﬂdmf a calamitons destruction of human life.
And this is a condition the fault of which lies at no particular man’s door.
The responsibility rests upon us all for our persistent and unreasonable igno-
rance of the natural laws of municipal development,

Puhblic sentiment in Chicago is being stirred to its depths by a “ citizens’ "
movement for thesuppression of crime. A large committee has been formed,
which is bespan with prominent names. Subcommittees have been

carved out of the larger committee, a princely fund is being collected by pop-
ular subscription, and through the local press a hue and cry is raised.

This is work. No community can exist inreasonable comfort—much
less ean it flonrish—where erime is rampant. Protection forlife, liberty,and
property is the first essential of civﬂizegalife' and none of these rights are se-
cure where crime holds sway. That crime does hold sway in Chicago is evi-
dent. It flourishes in many forms, from mere ** touching” and pocket pick-
ing all the way up, thmugh the various grades of hold up, houseb: ing,
an% city hall Pn?(\“ to the tentative traction ordinance now pending before
the city ('mmcri . Allare cri:m1 h?hﬂ;t tﬁtr m]ftl:e?tnd isin son:‘? way & menace to
the security of some one’s rig 0, ¥, or property.

The onlyyob%‘cc_ﬁon to the * citizens'” movement against crime in Ch.lc.nﬁ{:
is that it is not directed against crime and criminals on principle. It is di-
rected against only some kinds of erime and some grades of ] . Let

‘We do not criticise the movement and its patrons
for confining their present crusade toparticular crimes and particular classes.
Such criticism wonld be unjust and foolish. Very often it is necessary todo
only one thing at a time. is i true of rooting out crime. It
must be attacked in detail. The indictment that does lie against the pro-
jectors of this movement is not that they are assailing only the lower grades
of crime, but that they are not assailing crime, as crime, at all.

The movement is animated by no principle of hostility to crime in general.
It is only against certain spacies of crime that its pmﬁectors are excited and
valiant. e crime genus does not arouse their hostility. Some of them, in-
deed, are even vigilant to protect their own favorite species of this genus.
Boastful as they are about their crusade against mmehwhnt they are really
fighting is only the *other fellow’s game,” They are like the

ttle girl of
the oft-told but v })erﬁnant story who prayed, ** O Lord, make tha
Smith a good Htﬂ:gr , 80 that I may take BRI her playthings away from her
and she won't make any fuss about it."”

Let the generous doubter compare the attitude of these crime chasers to-
ward vulgar * t* and pistol hold-ups with their attitude toward the
“graft” and hold up of the Chicago City Railway, for instance, of which
some of them are expectant bene ies. Yet there is really no moral dif-
ference between the two kinds. The hold-uF man relieves you of your
pocket money and your watch at the point of a pistol. The traction com-
pany holds up the city officials with threats of unconscionable litigetion for
a prize of at least §200,000,000. Where are these virtuous crime chasers when
that kind of crime flourishes? Do they denounce crime then?! Surely it is

ertinent to call upon them, before they expand too much with a sense of
eir virtne, to consider what crime is before they begin to chase
and then to ask the guiltless among them to lead in the chase.

Let us repeat, however, that we are raising no objection tothe suppression
of vulgar forms of crime. By all meanseradicate them. But eradicate them
in the right spirit. Eradicate them, not because thg;hhappen to disturb you,
but because they are a species of the genus crime. us you cultivate & dis-
position to eradicate the whole genus, the species of your own household as
well az the species of the slums. Not only is this the right spirit, but it is the
only gpirit which can crown any movement against the T species of
crime with success. Crusades against all crime can abolish all crime, ste
by step, if intelligently and sincerely prosecuted; but crusades with one-si
motives, aginst the crimes of the lower classes of criminals only, can never

cceed. lo

st as tr upon the life, liberty, and property of the
massesare permitted nnm of law, solong willl.tt.yhe mAasses vulgar
criminals to defy the law.

‘When you commend your policemen for boasting of * violating the law in
order to enforce the law,” what are you to expect of men who suffer from
what seem to be unfair i tions? When the police forbid lawful
public meetings of the “lower classes," as they have recently done in Pater-
son, N. J., or break them up, as they did in Chicago prior to the anarchist
episode, what are you to expect of the **lower classes™ who are thus denied
on= of the most fundamental of rights?! When prisoners without influential
friends, arrested withont warrant and confined without legal snthorl:g;lare
tortured into making confessions (true or false, as may be) in utter defiance
of law, and this official criminality is publicly approved or condoned as nec-
essary to successful criminal chasing, what are you to ax;pectof the prisoners
and their friends as the{ begin to realize that the safe of the law,
nominally for the protection of all,are not for the protection of such as they?

These are but surface s tions. To go fully into even so much as a
bare enumeration of the various approved sgc:tes of crime that tend to pro-
duce the spacies that excite the ire and stimulate the civie enthusiasm of

our polite crime chaser would require much more space than we can spare.

t would taks us back to the traction or up and *
some of the wealthiest people of Chicago are coerci e city council’'s com-
mittee into approving, It would take us even beyond that. We should have
to point to the various other sources of unearned incomes of the respectable
gort, which are extorted under formsof law from the working forces of so-
ciety. There is a great measura of truth in the general feeling and common
s&mrl; among the proscribed criminals that “all * and t their pro-

is
bed practices are “in kind the same as those of the respectable gangs
who chase them, and in degree milder.” .

Until the present e against crime in Chicago vitalizes itself witha
better civic spirit, it will neither deserve nor command success. It can not
command even respect, except in the limited class out of which it springs,
while it represents nothing more than it seems to now. Not even a citizens'
committee for the snpgresa’.cn of crime can divide its allegiance and yet be
worthy of confidence. It can not be trusted to exterminate the vulgar crimes
of the poor while condoning the gilded tof the rich. Crime is crime, be
the criminal rich or poor, of high station or low, official servant or private
citizen. Nor is it any the less crime for having been legalized or having be-
come respectable. It consists essentially in depriving men of their natural
rights to their own life, their own liberty, and their own &rqparty. Do the
Chicago committee to this?! Then let them declare their purpose. Do
they purpose exterminating erime wherever and however it raises its head,
and whether it be sanctioned by law and custom or not? Or are they only
gporismen on & man hunt in the slums?

[The Public (box 687, Chicago, IIl.), SBaturday, January 9, 1904.]

Without receding from our principal contention of last week, relative to
the Iroguois Theater fire (p. 604), we are fi by subsequent developments
toa consideration of some of the secondary causesof that terrible catastrophe.

Laws designed for the security of life in Chi theaters and other struc-
tures appear to have been wantonly violated. For this the responsibilit
rests not only 1.1pm]11 g‘;heater btuﬂdéga a]:d n:ia Lgers t?l?d amh.lt‘e'lt_ec hﬂlt mtﬁ
even ater wei upon city o and with still grea t upon
the bngslifless class%m of gg—the same classes that are londint.hegr d.anl:&-
ciation of crimes of far less magnitude.

We shall explain our meaning in holding the business classes to this awful
responsibility. But one step at a time. First, as to the persons immediately
responsible for this partic calamity—the builders, architects, and mana-

r5 of the Iroguois Theater. Even the commonest precantions seem to have
E:en neglected. The asbestos curtain was badly hung and was inflammable
besides. Exit doors were either locked or rusted fast, and some of them
swung in such a way as to obstruct instead of facilitate safe egress. No au-
tomatic sprinklers were in place, and there was not a drop of water within
reach to extinguish fire. No fire a was available. Stairways met so as
tochurn the converging currents of escaping people like converging eurrents
of water. Fire escapes, so narrow at the top as to barely accommodate one
thin stream of panic-stricken people, were so adjusted to exits as to receive
different streams at different altitudes, and yet were no wider at the bottom
than at the top. But why enumerate? Had the theater been expressly con-
structed and eqtuai&)ped for wholesale and horrible slaughter, it could hardly
have been adapted to the purpose much bztter than it was. And many of its
tdg.nge}-ous 1%efe«:rt:a were in conscious and not improbably corrupt violation of

e safe WS.

But tgs particalar theater was not iar in those respects. Some Chi-
cago theaters ma{ be safer, but most of them are not, and some are even
more dangerous. It wasonly blind fate and not tgwmter negligence or turpi-"
tude that made the persons connected with the Iroquois Theater so espe
ci.glg and unenviably conspicuous at this time. Had fire occurred at al-

any other Chicago_theater during a performance, the calamity would
have been similar. And it wounld have come from similar causes—wanton
neglect of reasonable ]precantions, jaunty indifference to the rights of pa-
oAl Saaaants Ta Ol is Sartally a8 Towpcralbie for ho TEoGots
eatrical management in Chicago is morally as responsi or
disaster as are the s of that ill-fated theater.

Of the factsupon which this conclusion is based there is but little room for
dispute. The mayor has now closed all the theaters. His ordersare so strin-
gent that he will not allow even the ground floors to be occupied by audiences.

he necessity is so great that he is as adamant to all anes]a,th 'h his ac-
tion deprives thousands of emp!o({ment. He will not allow anuyuﬁmu.ter to
until it has installed safety devices in strict conformity with the law,
is seems more like a panic spasm than wise administration, since the result
could be accomplished without much risk by requiring each theater to con-
form to the law within a reasonable time on pain of being closed in case of
neglect, But it testifies most convincingly to the dangerous and lawless con-
digons that have heretofore been 'perpléfuated with imdggcnity.

On the top of this testimony comes an astounding disclosure. It SpeATs
that the building department reported in detail the unsafe condition of the
Chicago theaters as much as two months ago, and that the facts in this re-
port have been pmtimilﬂ rded by the building department, the
mayor, and the city council. How is it possible wholly to exonerate any of

these authoritiest

That brings us to the rﬁoml‘bﬂi of the business classes, which, we re-
peat, is the weightiest of ‘Why did the bunilding department merely re-
port the universal violation of safety laws by the theatersof Chicago instead
of also proceeding at once to secure compliance with those laws?

Because the head of that de?artmant was afraid of arousing the hostility
of the business classes by what he thought, and with reason, they would re-

as a finicky interference with business interests. And not the theatrical
usiness classes alone. mind you, but the business classes in general; for not
only might business in general have healsﬁrw_ejud.wialiy affected by enforeing
the laws against theaters, but office buildings, churches, stores, and so on,
are sinners like the theaters. Why did the mayor merely refer this damning
report to the city council, lnateas of also proceeding—more considerately
than he is doing now, but prom&t‘lwd energetically—to secure compliance
with the safety laws? Because , feared the business classes of the city.
As he now says, he would have been mobbed had he taken that course at that
time. And so, probably, he would have been; and by a broadeloth mob at
%hat;h Hi: could not have relied upon any busin: sentiment of respect
or the law,

Again, why did the city council merely toss the report over to a committee,
and why did the comm;:{tee merely refer it to a printer, and indifferently
await the printer’s pleasure—why all this piddling over violations of laws so
vital to the security of human life? The same reason. The city council, too,
was afraid of the business classes.

8o we may trace responsibility for the Imﬁuois catastrophe back from the
Iroquois managers to the managers generally, whose derelictions the{hfol-
lowed; and back from the managers to the officials, who winked at these
derelictions; and back of the officials to the business cimeﬂ. whose deadened
conscience has latterly become so characteristic of American businsss men.

Among these classes right and wrong have ceased to be distingnishable
except momentarily as the distinction ma{ hapFen to be nseful for selfish
ends, while respect for law is something which, though the “lower classes"
are said toowe it to society, the by 2885 ¢ szem to owe to nobody when-
ever t.he&are te]lg;eed upon its inconvenience or unprofitableness to them-
selves. With spirit %‘;‘_evalent. it is certain that any official who had un-
dertaken to enforce the fire laws prior to the Iroquois disaster wounld have
run counter to a businessclass sentiment, reenfo: by local advertising me-
diums, which would qrobahly have ended his career in B}mblitiﬁfe

y met t

Officials are culpable, of course, for not having brav: hat obstacle;
but the culpability of those who created the obstacle is far the ter of
the two. e of the manifest lessons of the Ircquois calamit; the im-

portance of revitalizing public ocf)inion with a conscience capable of -
guishing right from wrong and disposed impartially to respect laws for the
right regnlation of social life. This lesson needs to ge learned not merely b
labor strikers and hold-up men, as your modern pharisee thinks, but it
needed by the business :Euss most of all. Nor is it applicable to Chicago

alone.

Incidentally, the vice of free passes is brilliantly illuminated by disclosures
regarding the froquois Theater fire. It was by this means that minor officials
were bribed to be good-natured about infractionsof the law that haveproved
8o disastrous. For instance, an inspector reported the Iroquois as *0. K.”
only a few minutes before the andience bezan a terrible struggle for lifein
this lawlessly equipped theater lawlessly packed with human beings. It is
just that sort of inspection, just that sort of official oversight, t free
passes encourage. And the free evil is not confined to theaters nor to
minor officials. How many members of the Chicago city council are not in
possession of railroad passes? How often does the mayor travel without a
passt How many judges in Chicago reject the proffered passes of railroads

L]
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anhosa interasts they may have to sit in judgment? How many
g here are without passes? That these  courtesies " do not effect the
bribery of officials with reference to large matters is doubtless true
Corrupt officials do not sell themselves so cheap. Butitm'beyond dispute
that passes do secure small favors, compensa “ courtesies "—such, for
instance, as the * 0. K“d;&mfsmhﬂoxga thahwi‘l;otriﬂ.es,trzﬂes
which, however, may preci calamities. free not imp
tnspeemwunclhnen. lesishmw why do Eﬁ;
egular o

E?-.hliic servants with whom t.he'y have official relations? for their
The *O. K."’~ing of th:mc uois ‘I'heatar j‘nstbel'm'e i b

Ii.:gg]ic Puwthgm law breakers.

P o themmaynotknowh?is'hﬂbeﬂ.h‘utthe
M or knows
o e e s Cifet o T this CRoaggo: dlky o

c:l] on the 4th tg Dunn:
W'he‘rm e receipt of gratuities, such as h'eemorﬂcketshvm
%w other publie utilities or places of amusement by city
lpg:&ulntm ci:E da!s. mmm is clearly detrimental to the free

"Reaolved, 'l‘hat tt is the mmss eouncil that the asking for orre-
ceipt of any free pass, ticket, or special favor from railroads or places of
mn}geement be m‘:w and be it further i e a

" Tha asking or accepting such favors be made a groun
for disq eation from mv office or employmen

“Rmﬂued‘ That thel diciary committee of this council be requested to
rmg this resolution into full foree and effect.”

And ihi.s argmcmnghg be obliged to report that the **reform™
Ch.ﬁngta ¥,

officials

Dunn’s excellent resolution in committee,

PnsidantBonmvalt‘nspedllm toCongmmisnnum interes
for a Presidential message; and, m ng, naceasarily so beca lllgéoft.haﬁ
of its detail nnd the sub

ort its argument, ita mhstam:e g'heboiled

down to Tweed’ W]utm ou ing to do about it?”
And sure enongh, w mwe ut. it? If we concede that
the ri arnmenm :s the President exclusively

Esohte whu-huaprwedentmbyl’mﬁldent Cleveland, nothing re-

mninawdo or in that case Panama is not only an tndependemnshon,hut
it is one whose mmmmgty,it Becr Hay is right in his theory as to
iy covenants “'ru with thal.un “we mboundby old Granada

L‘to defend. No mat

en.can le may wish, no mat-
t.Oons-rem nght. have been :!
ble recognition

disposed to the Presidunt‘s irre-

new nation is ennclnai then remains

Oomgreas to do hut to attend to details. The dent himself will have

d.one t.l;e vital thing without so much as **By your leave, Messrs. Cong
mn

ress-
this basis that Mr. Roosevelt virtually dema f(}un%remtha
itﬁllinﬁudemlsafﬂwhmmspone whichhsol his own unbridled will
has inau ted He has ymmfe himself an absolute monarch as to
this mos portant matter, for does he not sa
“'rheonzy nestionmw]’nforeusisthat the ratification of the trea
for it is to be remembered that a failure to ratify the treatywﬂl not
what has been done, will not restore Panama to Colombia, and will not alter
ouohlisntmwhepthatmnm mthelsthmusmdmpmentany
outside wer from menacing this
he not “repeat that the uasﬂon actually before this Govern-
'ment is not that of the ition of k’nmmn asan mdegndnnt republic.
That is already an acco! fact. The question, and only question,
iuwhetha'rormtwashal build an isthmian canal?™
& those two admonitions out of his special mma a.nd nothing but a
gesformmmaundthehmmscnnﬂ route remains. But there is power
admonitions. They are Rooseveltian for Tweed's less polished but

nnt mom deflant p ke R
in%nipe an_accomplish
t.hetn BMr, Booeavalt. It was by his orders, as his mes-

is recognition of the seceding State, regardless of g8, that
this State became a sovereign power, which we are bound by trea E,‘“‘Md'
i.ngtot,haﬂnythmrytha 5% wvenmtrunswiththﬂ s rotect
from the paren gowar Bo Mr. Roose vtrtua]lyuntotheﬁeunta “You
might as well ratify the treaty, for I hava already done evar;'ﬂ:mg and
whether you like it or not, w)mt are you going to do about it
Obviously only one of two th The Presiden
tional a‘nthor‘i't?rtopnt(}msressintomchaholo can be con
case a treaty with Panama be confirmed whether the power
likes it or not. The only alternative is to attack this evil at the roots, by con-
testing the authority of the President to foree his own will upon the country
in a manner invol . 88 the recognition of new nations does, far-reaching

uestions of treaty o tions, of national ]mnor and even of war. If the
%rwden reu:ﬁgﬁanaﬂ’ammis ﬂgﬂ ns:m,hehnsm-
tually nsurped war-making authority: fm' in t

case his I‘Bon%g
the necessity of mk.‘h:g war npon Colombia lom-
allegiance.

imposes upon
bia attempis to hold Panama to its repudiated

COMPARISON OF COST OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT IN CLEVELAND AND
CINCINNATI—CINCINNATI'S IRRESPONSIBLE “BOARD PLAN"—CLEVE-
LAND'S RESPONSIBLE “FEDERAL PLAN"—INDORSED BY CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE—PER CAPITA EXPENDITURE IN CINCINNATI 50 PER CENT
GREATER THAN IN CLEVELAND.

letter of Carl H. Nau, public accoun! to Governor m T.
[Open pu 2 tant, Myror

CLEVELAND, OHIO, January 11, 1905.
Hon. MYRoX T. HERRICK, Columbus, Ohio.

DEAR Sir: I take the liberty of addressing you in behalf of myselt and
my fellow-citizens in order to Lbetore you certain hc and ﬂgn.raa w h
mybensetult.oyouinnuwot gislation which will be

esent general assembly, and in which yo rh'tuao.t ur
w%beslfoe:ertui!acmy’ yu,by YD!
both in

or ‘t.wo yaars past the Cleveland federal of governmen

and school affairs, has been sul t tic attacks by in-
mt.arasts other parts of the State, and a Mbieumgtste mﬂalae andn mlaleas.lna
information has been put into the public mind.

You, as one of Cleveland's first citizens, must feel the injustice that has
been done our e:ity The Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, of which you are
& member, bas, wi t dissenting voice, declared that the federal plan of
municipal and nnhool rnment in Cleveland isadmirable. Itis tobehoped
that any changes that the general assembly may make in the present munic-

ipal code will tend along the lines of the federal plan, and that the new State
school code may follow the general lines of the time-tried and efficient fed-
eral plan now in operation in Cleveland.
1t is repeatedly asserted that the ** board plan ™ of Cincinnati has furnished
& more economical tion of the city’s affairs than the of Cleve-
hndmdusmhgimlﬁhno!govmmmtunderwhich 've respon-
sibility was centralized. belief has been fostered by no less an authority
than your predecessor in office. Ontheoontmry census reports and other
authorities show that the government of Cincinnati was grossly extra
when compared with that of Claveh.nd..'bn £ when thatu:rat.aof Clavel
was pointed to in comparison with the one in Cincinnati, and the ti
gbe aho:m tor‘b:gowei; ;.Panthnfilof (‘Ie;'tatlind 12:11 w?saupposed toha&setﬂed.
@ question of the relative excellence e plan of government or efficienc,
G T e d
s true e rate o nna er, and for some years has
lower, than that of Cleveland. How this eould be true, and it also counld
be true, that the ex of operation of the city of Cincinnati was 50
cent greater per eapita than that of Cleveland has always been considera
of a mystery. this matter is carefully examined ceaaeatuheamrs—
tery, and the government ot Cincinnati is shnwn to be grossl
when compared with thatof Cleveland, and the p‘urpose of letterr
call attention to the misrepresentations upon which the above rehefis

fo
of the two cities. The follow-

Let us first examine the operating expenses o
ing figures are not taken from hiased authority, but are the ﬂgm'm made
the State burean of inspection under the uniform municipal b{
passed by the last session of the legislature. The pulﬂictt.iun of re

cording to the schedules is burean, under this orm ne-
counting act, mhitwéfmwthezatﬁmmmnamw of like
things with like things in the the two cities.

Excluding capital mﬁmd e.iﬂ:uar city, or the payment of debt, and
excluding expenditures for educational or county pw&.:m aeostott‘ -
ating the city of Cleveland for the year IWm 675.53, while in :| m—
cinnati it was $5.261,6:5.01. This expense was divided among the vari
items of cost which go to make up the wﬁ,asperther

wingtnble
Cleveland. | Cincinnati.
ernme: el
d;tm-.sm nt—Ounnc[l,_ eu_-]:émam. au-
tions; Ehvm . justice, lndnt,harconrta {i:lmlnd-
ing in eland the tax school). o .| §172,147.48 $176,243.68
e b e nai nee
Fire and police t telephone (included above for 3 iR
s v 13,514.22
Sanitary....... = 65, 461. 924,
g:];.ru ........................................... 103,007.98 | ..o .
mspecﬁ.on (including smoke inspection)...|.............. 25,204.10
Total protection, life, health, property......_| 1,211,500.88 | 1,121,008.58
Public service, general advertising.......ccoecoo|  14,92.67 | 82,190.57
Hospital infirmary, aw....-----.-..---_.........H. 150, 740, 04 252,168. 53
.......................................... 9,050. 00 6,678, 00
Workhoana, reform, free employment ... -l 60,39420 5 000, 54

Total charity and correction........

Enxm?erinz (including smoke inspector in Cleve-

£3,208. 35 28, 924. 68

129, 865,97 207, 283. 57

Em o 56| 00

69, 400.00 aﬁjmim

aen EES

BTS00 | oeias

8OUS _ .. 7.55 8,922.70

Total public ways.. - 837,550.90 918, 040.99
Waterworks .....ccccaeee 264,602, 76 00T, 283, 46
Morkets B | 17, BT
e — | BEE o=
Cemeaterios . . B A7) 1 .___-.?‘....:..
Miscellaneous items not classified ... .........____.| 24,842.51 41,601.53
ket e e T18,750.97 | 1,867,841.58
Grand total operating expenses. ..............| 8,684,675.53 | 5,261,675.01
Taking the entire operating expenses of the two cities, therefore, and
spportionmg it eap.ﬂn upon the basis of the census of 1000, it shows the

maintenance of {fm government of Cleveland to have cost its citizens $0.656
per capita, while that of Cincinnati cost §16.15 per capita.

In order to make a perfectly fair comparison, huwever. 1%. ought to be said
that the city of Cincinnati renders some services an r orms some fune-
tions which the city of Cleveland does not perform. wise does the city
of Cleveland render to its citizens services which are mt rendered by the
governmnntcf the city of Cincinnati. The t item of expense incurred

y the city of (}incm.u.nti.whichitwnnld not be fair to consider in a com-
pariscn between the expenses of the two cities, is the amount of interest
which the cit{l?f Cincinnati pays on the bundu issued by the city of Cmcln-
nati H-ﬂrcts t owns {k‘nown ns cinnati
Bouthem) Th:asmotmtamthei roflﬁ:ﬂtoil 108,

Likeywise does the city of Cincinnati maintain anmatdtutiou for children,
known as the Hom Refuge " at a cost of 635.71. Cleveland now ren-
dersa of o?;:‘l':‘ cost of this institution will

be the ax

yet been Incurred in the year 1902. It will

cigduet this also from the total operating expemse of Cincinna

$4,459.89, which Cincinnati spent for maintensnm of docks and wharves wiﬁ

make a total of 3],1"'2,310 w, whic.h, for pu it will be fair

to deduct from the opem own bmra‘ in order

to compare the expenses athingswithﬁkethingsinthotwucl es,
Upon the o‘thar hmad. Cleveland performs some services which do not
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enter into the expenses of operating the city of Cincinnati, among which
are the following:
Removing Maght 80M - . o eee oo e o cnep e $17,697. 70
‘Work done for private parties 44, 060, 99
(Cost of w is borne by private parties in connection with
the repair of streetx&;ham openings are made in the streets,
and instead of permitting private to redplnce the street in
the condition in which it was found, Cleveland undertakes to do .
this work itself asa matter of precaution against the improper
rformance of this work, and collects the cost from private in-
Hfﬁdmls. This cost, however, has into the above total ex-
pensa, and hence should be here ) .
In this year the city maintained a quarantine against a smallpox
epldemic costing - - e e e e
(Cincinnati having no similar expense this year.)
Cleveland has a magnificent Itv:rk gystem, and the excess cost for
rks in Cleveland Amounts t0 e oo e
cﬁm& has a multitude of expensive bridges, which Cincinmati
does not have, 3&" therefore it would be proper, for purposes of

163, 607. 26

67,120.51

comparison, to deduct the difference between the cost of mainte-
nance of bri in Cincinnati and Cleveland,amounting to...... 68,330.60
Cleveland spends on rivers and harbors. ... . cceceemescocccnanaaaa 27,120, 51
(An expense the city of Cincinnati does not have.)

It cost the city of Cleveland for the care of its cemeteries (Cincin-
nati has no public cemeteries) ... ccecee casnancsnanesnmamsnn csuee 214117

into account, therefore, only the above items of expense, where
MMMMJI very apparent and considerable service not

Cl
the government of Cincinnati, amounting in total to $420443.28 and de-
gyncﬂng?hem from the total nses of operation for the city of Cleveland,
and we arrive at a cost of similar service performed by each city, which in
Cleveland amounts to $3,261.232.25 and in Cincinnati to $,089 , OT G per
capita in Cleveland of $8.55 and in Cincinnati of $12.55.
above table shows the division of this expense as exhibited by the
schedulesof the State inspection bureau. ] 5
I would inl attention to some of the glaring differences in the cost
of rendering services in Cincinnati as compared with Cleveland. The

cost of operatinﬁha Cincinnati waterworks was $607,238.46, while in Cleve-
land it was $264,802.76. The gy rolls of Cincinnati waterworks alone amount
to one and one-half times the cost of the entire expense of the Cleveland
waterworkd, while Cleveland pumps 40 per cent more water than Cincinnati
and has 50 per cent more consumers. The average cost of raising 1,000,000
gallons of water 1 foot, which is the ized unit of comparison at water-
wisspmm stations, was 7.15 cents in Cincinnati, while in Cleveland it
‘was 2.6 cents,

To maintain its hospitals and infirmaries it mstctnammﬁmillg.ﬂ or
ana capita cost of the ‘gapalntion of these institutions of , whila
in bﬂeve the cost was £150,740.04, or §182 per capita of institution popula-

So much for a comparison of the expenses of the two cities. It hasbeena
mystery to some people how Cincinnati could, in view of the gross extrava-

nce of its government, nevertheless have a lower tax rate than Cleveland.
ﬁ.is ceases to be & mystery when this question isanalyzed. The taxes levied
in 1901 were the funds raised to pay the above expenses, and in that year the
tax rates in the two cities were as follows:

Cincin-| Cleve-

nati. | land.

13.78 | 1145

4.58 8.10

B

3.8 3.5

2.8 2.8

M s, R e A el 282 2.7

It will be noticed that the lower tax rate of Cincinnati is entirely ac-
eounted for by the small levy for educational urﬁee, and that the levy for
municipal the out of which the above expenses were paid,
was higher in Cincinnati for this year than in Cleveland. In addition, Cin-

~ cinnafi bad a _duplicate sl%ql‘)‘un gﬁmtsrthnn Cleveland, go that_this leyy
) e

raised in Cincinnati $2.914, the levy in Cleveland raised from the
taxpayers ow,mm But to this may be added (to be entirely fair
9}[‘3:.’!5.76 rai in Cleveland from its sewer-district taxes, making a tot
raised from general property taxes of all kinds §2,468,853.39, or a per capita
in Cincinnati of $3.94 and in Cleveland of $6.46.

It may also be noted that included in above lev
0.99 cent, to bear out city’s share of cost ol’gmv’mg. W
issued bonds to pay its share of the cost of paving.

In addition to this inereased income for municipal purpeses from general
property taxes, the city of Cincinnati hus other taxes and income from other
sources which the city of Cleveland doesnot have, Inthis year it raised over
§100,000 from varions licenses, which income Cleveland not have. It
raised £190,000 of income from its street railroad 1
of over ,000 from the lease of its steam railroad, being [
tween the rent of $1,210,000 per and the interest on the bonds n.ﬁamst
this property, amounting since July, 1902, to only $306,000 per year. ence
the city of Cincinnati has an income other g\men.l property taxes of
nearly $700,000 which the city of Cleveland does not have.

Mnuch has been said, however, about Cincinnati tax rates having been re-
duced and Cleveland’s tax rate having been increased. The tax rate in 1008
for the expenses of 1904 in Cincinnati, for muni urposes, is 11.80, and in
Cleveland 13.04. The reduction of the Cincinnati rate was made possible by
the refunding of certain bonds t its steam railroad from 7.3 per cent to
3.5 per cent, these bonds maturing in 1902 and being refunded at the lower
rate. Thisenabled the city to reduce its levy for sinking fund and interest

urposes from 4.996 to 2.748—a greater difference than the reduction in the
city Ieg. This may be an argument for municipal ownership, and be a case
where Cleveland can learn a g&on from Cincinnati, but it does not indicate

for ci urposes was
them?fgtcmcmmﬁ

mEreducﬁtm in the cost of the oge‘mﬁnm s of the city of Cincinnati.
pon the other hand, Cleyeland's rate has been increased, but the increase
in the levy in Cleveland for interest and sinking fund (due to vast public im-
provements here made, and to recent questions about the le of our
charter,'cansing low preminms on bonds sold) the levies made necessary
by the withdrawal of certain revenues from the city for State {ne-

nsion funds), measures

cessitating a direct lovy for fire, police, and sanita:
the increase in the Cleveland levy. Itistruethat latter revenue was also
taken from the city of Cineinnati; but Cincinnati made but a small levy for
its pension funds as compared with Cleveland, evidently preferring to sell
]‘wng: to take care of current expenses from these n ra than
buy them from currént revenues raised by taxa thus into the

future the problem of providing for the increased pensions necessaryas time
.

Z0es 0!
The above analysis therefore shows that on a com n of operating ex-
penses of the two cities Cincinnati, under its so-ﬁe‘??‘bms rule™ board
plan form afgovemmentioosu 50 per cent mmm ta than Cleveland,
under the so-called federa Lﬁ:hn, costaitscitizens, being eminen
fair and excluding from the expenses of each city those very apparent an
unusual curred in the one which were not incurred in the other.
In making comparison the benefit of the doubt has always been given
to Cincinnati, and anyone acquainted with the two cities can easily out
instances where the service rendered in Cleveland is mﬂz’hsupermr to that
rendered in Cincinnati, although, in this comparison, unleﬁ ose entirely dif-
ferent and considerable expenses for functions ormed in the one city not
performed in the other at all have been eliminated from the totals in i
a wmmxmu of t of similar service rendered. .

It also shows that even on the comparison of tax rates in the two eities
{even after excl entirely from eonsideration the considerable revenue

indirect taxes and other sources which ti raises and the

from Cincinna i higher
duplicate of G!{]m'nmﬁ) Cleveland has the advantage in that not only the

money ut even the rate on general property taxes for m 1
purposes was higher in Cir ti than in Glemhnﬂ.,nndcmcinmtiobums
an ad in a com; of rates only when taking into consideration

vantage parison
the much lower rate levied for educational purposes.

In conclusion I will say that I write this open letter to you in a spirit of
loyalty to Cleveland and to pure, and efficient public service, and
I place these facts and figures in your hands solely as a voluntary contribu-
tion, the fruit of long study, which may aid youn in the performance of your

multitnde of duties and arm to defend the schools and the good name
not only of our own city, but schools of the whole State.
Respectfully,
CARL H. NAw.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I think I have fifteen min-
utes remaining on this side of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has twenty
minutes remaining.

Mr, LIVINGSTON. I yield fifteen minutes of that to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES].

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. i . I desire tocall the
attentionof the honorable committee to what isknownasa ** clean-
money bill” (H. B. 5068), which I introduced in Congress Novem-
ber 27, 1903, The provisions, in brief, of that bill are these: That
all national banks, and all other banks that are national deposi-
tories, are required—not simply allowed or privileged, but are re-
quired—to send all dirty currency and mutilated gper money
issued by the Government of the United States to the Treasurer
of the United States for the of having it reissued in clean
bills, th;a cost of transportation ways to be paid by the Gov-
ernment.

The bill permits individuals, corporations, and money establish-
ments of all sorts to enjoy this privilege. The law at present
compels the sender of the money to pay the transportation, which
is so hiih as to be practically prohibitory, except in the great
cities, where the people can in person take their dirty money to
the subtreasuries, of which there are but eight or nine in the
United States and only one in the South—New Orleans—and get
it exchanged for clean bills,

I will give instances of the necessity for a law of this kind.
Some months a man was in the Potomac River.
Unfortunately, the body remained in the river about four months.
In the clothing of the deceased money was found. Some one took
this money to the Treasury ent, and it was reissued in
clean money; but before that was done the Department had to
disinfect the money and later disinfect the office.

Another case I recall. A box of money was broughtby a Gov-
ernment undertaker from Cuba and carried to the office.
I do not know who the man was, but I was so informed of this
fact several times, and, indeed, solate asthis 1ncrning by Treas
officials, That money was reissued. It was money which lg
been taken from the bodies of soldiers.

I do not know what became of the money which was reissued,
but the money taken there in the box was so foul, so reeking as
it were in microbes and micrococei, and all other sorf of germs
that breed disease, that the Department had to fumigate it with
great particularity before they would undertake to destroy and
reissue the money. After this was done they had to fumigate
the machinery and fomigate the office.

Only yesterday or the day before some one brought to the
Treasury some of this fonl money and the same thing occurred.
The odor drove everybody out of the office until it was thoronghly
fumigated. I speak of the odor, to say nothing of the microbes
and disease-breeding condition of the money itself.

These are cases which have occurred in the Treasury of the
United States in Washi . This bill as a sanitary measure
will be invaluable and timely. Near the Treasury or a subtreas-

the people can and do go in person and get new money for
gﬁwithoub expense. But away out in the country, out West, in
the Southwest, and in the West until you strike the gold belt, in
the extreme East, and, in fact, in the Northeastern States, the
have to send it to the Treasury or subtrea.sug, if it is sent at ﬂ{
but they pay from 60 to 75 cents per each thousand dollars—an
exorbitant rate.

If you can send it by ** Government rate,” it is 60 cents a thou-
sand each way from the city of Nashville, my home. It is 20
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ganta on the main line of the express company in certain sec-
ons,

‘The regulations as of March 23, 1900, as shown by Department
Circular No. 32, Treasurer's Office, No. 69, handed me by Treas-
urer Roberts a few days.ago, I will insert here, as follows:

X.—EXPRESS CHARGES,

25, The Government contract with the United States Express Compan
for the transportation of moneys and securites extends toall points accessible
through established express lines ed by continnous railway communica-
tion in all the States and Territories of the United States, excepting Alaska,
Arizona, California, Idaho, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, um‘?ﬁv ashing-
ton, but does not embrace sea, river, or stage transportation of any kind.

2. The contract rates for the transportation of all kinds of paper cur-
rency to or from Washington are:

Between Washington and points in the territory of the United States Ex-
press Company and reached by it, 20 cents é)er §1,000 or fractional part thereof
over $300; sums of §00 or fractional part t amof. 10 cents.

Betweosn Washington and points in the territory of another express com-
ny, exceptin S;)ints in Texas, Arkansas, orado, Kansas, Nebraska,
ontana, Nort kota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and the Indian and Okla-
homa Territories, 60 cents §1,000 or fractional part thereof over $500; sums
of or fractional part Dl‘eﬂt 40 cents.
tween Washington and pomts in Colorado, Kansas, and Nebraska, 75
cents ger $1,000 or fractional part thereof over §00; sums of $§500 or fractional
part thereof, 50 cents.

Between Washington and points in Texas, Arkansas, Montana, North
Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and the Indian and Oklahoma Territori
§1 per £1,000 or fractional part thereof over $500; sums of $500 or rractiane.:i
mﬁ‘%}mr‘mmﬁgﬂmm' paid by the G t, at contract rates

. ¢l are y the Government, at contract ra on
stqndardm;l??er dollars, in sums or multiples of ${0, on subsidiary silver
coin in sums of §00 or more, and on minor coin, sent by the Treasurer or
assistant treasurers, in sums or multiples of $20, and on national-bank notes
gent to the Treasurer for redemption in sums or multiples of 8500,

28. On United States notes, Treasury notes of 1590, gold certificates, or sil-
ver certificates sent for redemption or exchange, or any kind of lawful money
sent for credit of the 5 per cent ption fund, and on national-bank notes
sent for redemption in other amounts than multiples of 500 the charges, if
not prepaid, are deducted from the proceeds at contract rates.

29. On United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, gold certificates, or sil-
ver certificates returned for United States cur'renc{ or national-bank notes
redeemed or exchanged the cha are deducted at contract rates.

30. On gold coin, standard silver dollars, subsi gilver coin, and minor coin
sent for exchange or redemption the ch must be prepaid by the sender.

8l. On ers of funds from national-bank depositaries, under letters
of instruction, the charges must be paid by the depositaries,

32. Express charges can not be prepaid at Government contract rates.
The Treasury has no control over rates exacted when the charges are pre-
paid, or for transportation outside of the territorial limits of the contract.

3. No charge is made for the amount of express charges inclosed with a
remittance when separately noted on the wrapper. Packages should always
be marked with the exact amount of the contents,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I insert here some further rules
on the subject. We can profitably read them all:
Y1I.—REDEMPTION AND EXCHANGE OF PAPER CURRENCY,

11. United States notes, Treasury notes of 1800, and gold certificates are re-
deemable in gold coin, and silver certificates in silver dollars, by the Treas-
urer and assistant treasurers. National-bank notes are redeemable in law-

ful money of the United States by the Treasurer, but not by the assistant
TS,

treasurers.,

United States notes, Treasury notes of llﬂi{ 1d certificates, and silver
certificates, nunfit for circulation, when not mutilated so that less than three-
fifths of the original proportionsremains, may be ;{reaentad to the Treasurer
or any tant treasurer for exchange, at face value, for now United States
papercurrency. Fraetional currency notes are redeemable in lawful money.

. United States notes, Treasury notes of 1800, fractional currency no

gold certificates, gilver certificates, and national-bank notes, when mutila
80 that less than three-fif but clearly more than two-fifths, of the original
oportions remains, are eemable by the Treasurer only, at one-half the
?;:'a value of the whole note or certificate. ents not clearly more than
tw&ﬂﬂhﬂhalljg not redeemed, unless accompanied by the evidence required in

TAZTAD!
palg.gli‘mgmenta less than three-fifths are redeemed at the face value of the
whole note when accompanied bgnan affidavit of the owner or other persons
having knowledge of the facts that the missing portions have bheen totally
destroyed. The affidavit must state the canse and manner of the mutilation.
and must be sworn and subseribed to before an officer qualified to administer
oathe, who must affix his official seal thereto, and the character of the afiant
must b2 certified to be by such officer or some one having an official seal.

Signatures by mark (X) must be witnessed by two persons who can .

Treasurer will exercise

and who must give their places of residence.

such diseretion under this tion as may eeem to him needful to protect
tha Un;:.ie& States from fraud. Fragments not redeemable are rejected and
returned.

Pu;ﬁr currunc{ which has been totally destroyed can not be re-
deemed. The Department does not furnish blank forms for affidavits,
VIIL—RETURNS FOR PAPER CURRENCY.

14. For remittances received under the Government contract:

For remittances from a place where there is no subtmsur{l returns will
be made in new United States paper currency by express. at the expense of
the consignee, at Government contract rates; or in subsidiary silver coin, in
sums of £20 or more, at the expense of the Government for transportation.

For remittances from a place where there is a snbu'essm;yil returns will
be made in new United States paper currency by express, at the expense of
the consignee, at Government contract rates; or, subject to the convenience
of the Treasury, in the T} r's transfer checks on the subtreasury in
* the place whence the remittance is received.

Nru; exchange for remittancesof currency to the Treasurer for redemption
under the Government contract will be furnished either by transfer checks
or shipments of currency.

VIIL—REDEMPTION OR EXCHANGE OF SILVER AND MINOR COIN.

15. Subsidary silver coin and coins of copper, bronze, or r-nickel may
be presented in sums or multiples of §20, assorted by deno tions in sepa-
rate packages, to the Treasurer or an nt treasurer for redemption or
exchange into lawful money, and standard silver dollars for exchange into
gilver cmmd eates only. W‘gen forwarded by express, the charges should be
prega.l 4

18 Depositors of subsid

gilver coin will obtain (ﬂicker returns and aid
the rtment in retiring the old issues from circulation if they will pre-
pent coins of the old designs and the new in separate packages,

17. No foreign, mutilated, or defaced silver coins,or coins to which
or any other substance has been attached as an advertisement, or m;;aﬁp:;
other élur'po_se. will be received. Reduction by natural abrasion is not con-
sidered mutilation.

18. Minor coin that is so defaced as not to be readily identified. or that is
Stamped, berity b fwistod Oat of Shape, OF OLherwise LaiperTect: bt showiag

ped, bent, or out o; , or other im: ‘ect, but showin

no material loss of metal, will be re&:;med. e €

IX.—TRANSMISSION TO THE TREASURER.

19. United States notes, Treasury notes of 1800, gold certificates, silver cer-
tificates, and national-bank notes should be mam‘.m in sepamtete:’émitm.m.
The notes should be assorted by denominations and inclosed in papar stra
not more than 100 notes to each strap; and the straps should be marked w?taﬁ
the amount of their contents. Not more than 8,000 notes should Le put in one

package.

20. gen inventory, giving the amount of each denomination of notes, the
total amount in the package, the address of the 1pa.rt sending, and the dispo-
sition to be made of the proceeds, should be inc usedy with each package, and
a letter of advice sent hy mail. A compliance with the foregoing regnﬁ‘ﬁons
will insure prompt returns for remittances.

21. The package, if it be sent by express. should be sealed up in stont r
and addressed to the * Treasurer o?the United Stat: Was’l):ingwn, : (’f”
The wrapper should be plainly marked with the owner's name and address,

the amount and kind of currency inclosed, and, if the sender desires the ben-
efitof the Government contract, with the words “under Government contract
with the United States Express Company from the nearest point of transfer,”

22, When.ggld silver, or minor coin is shipped for eredit of the’ percent
redemption fund or as & transfer of funds, it should be so stated on the ship-
P S R 0 08t b et

. It is the duty o ] s ister free of charge all letterson
which the poatagar{lu een fully prepaid, addressed to the Treasurer, contain-
ing eurrency of the United States for redemption. It is recommended that
all such letters be registered as a protection against loss,

24. Remittances o mcneg; by mail should be addressed to the “ Treasurer
of the United States, W gton, D, C. Buch remittances and returns
therefor by mail are invariably at the risk of the owners. All communica-
tions to the Treasurer in regard to &aekngea lostin the mail are referred for
investigation to the chief post-office inspector, Post-Office Department,
:gasMngwm D. C., to whom any subsequent inquiry on the subject should

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is not your worst trouble in regard
to the one-dollar notes, the two-dollar notes, and the five-dollar
notes—not the larger bills? Is not the difficulty in regard to the
smaller bills?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No. The trouble is the great cost
of transportation which the sender has to pay to get the money
mtl.:s and returned. Neither the people nor banks will pay these
rates. ]

Mr. HILL of _Connecticut. I was going to explain why the
trouble occurs in regard to the smaller bills particularly. It is
owing to a mistake in the language of the law, which limited the
amount of bank notes of the denomination of §5. The five-dollar
notes are printed on separate plates from the tens and twenties,
and the banks have declined to issue the five-dollar notes in the
amounts required, so that where we ought to have at present
$140,000,000 of these bank notes we have only about sixty million.
Now, it has been very difficult for the Treasury Department to
suﬁp]ithe demand for the $1 and $2 silver certificates.

_If the gentleman’s bill went into effect it would not relieve the
situation verymuch. The trouble is in the inability of the Treas-
ury Department to supply a sufficient quantity of small bills. I
called npon the Treasury n]ii:ﬁamnent a few days ago for a state-
ment of the amount of s bills which it had been unable to
furnish to its correspondents——

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I yielded to the gentleman with
pleasutjmre; but Ido not like the gentleman to oceupy so much of
m e.

. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will present his
proposition in another form he may reach the difficulty,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, let me proceed.

Mr. MACON. Did not my friend say a moment ago that he
v[si‘:?s g]ﬁag‘Lt(; be interrupted by the gentleman from Connecticut

T.

Mr. G- of Tennessee. Yes; but not to take all my time,
which is very limited. I am glad that the gentleman fromn Con-
necticut interrupted me, but I am going to show he is entirely
wrong. Here is some dirty money that came in this morning to
the Treasury Department for redemption, and I wish gentlemen
would look at it.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will take it. [Laughter.]

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right; here it is. I never saw
a statesman from the Nutmeg State that would not take money.
[Laughter.] It will be observed that here is some old and somse
new money. There are two one and two five and two ten dollar
bills—a dirty and a clean one of each denomination. The dirty
bills, you see, have worn out and had to be sent to the Treasury for
reissnance—at the sender'sexpense. You see these bills stink and
are revolting.

Now, Mr, Chairman, the trouble is thus stated, as Mr. Roberts,
the Treasurer, tells me, and I am satisfied that he approves the
policy of this bill. So do the people and press. The Bankers’
Association of Tennessee favorsit. I ask the committee to look at:
this huge bundle of letters addressed to me indorsing this bill.

They are from bankers of Tennessee and some from Indiana.
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Many Members of the House have had similar letters about this
bill. I have not time to read them, but will insert them here:

TaE INDIANA BANKERS' ASSOCIATION,

Indianapolis, December 22, 1903.
Hon, J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Srr: We were very much pleased to receive a communication from
the secretary of the Tenneassee Bankers' Association regarding your clean-
money bill (House bill 5068).

‘Wesincerely hope that you will be able to pass the same through Con
as we regard it a splendid measure. We have written to our Representative
in Congress, Hon. f ESSE OVERSTREET, and urged him to support the measure.
It will certainly be a great boon to western bankers to have nice clean money
;.';1;: é?sir patrons instead of the dirty rags which we are now compelled to
8

Wishing the bill success, we remain, yours, very truly,
e % ANDREW SMITH, Secrefary.

NASAVILLE TRUST COMPANY,

Nashville, Tenn., December 2, 1903,
Hon. Jorx WESLEY GAINES, M. C,,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR S1r: I have seen through the papers something of your introducing
& bill the object of which was to Ei:ve e le who live in the interior
towns the benefit of having new and clean b ed Ii{ the Government in
place of the mutilated an ﬂlth{lhills that we, especially in this part of the
country, have to contend so much with.

Have just received from you this a. m. copy of the bill which yon have in-
troduced, and I trust that you will use every effort to see that same is passed,
as it will be of very great benefit to everybody in your district, and Iam sure
that the bankers and everyone else who handles money will be deeply in-
debted to you if successful, and whether so or not I can assure you that we
will a?p‘reclnte your efforts in this matter,

Again thanking you for looking after our wants, I am,

Yours, very truly,
o g % Jos. H. THOMPSON, President,

FirsT NATIONAL BANE,
Nashville, Tenn., December 2, 1903.
Hon. J. W. GAINES,
Washington, D. C.

My DEAR MR. GAINES: Iam in receipt of a copy of the bill recently intro-
duced by you, providing for the redemtion of mufilated United States notes.

You pleasa accept ?ﬁs&am for remem me in mailing out

0

these hills, and my congra ns upon the effort you are making in that
jirection, which I am sure eve&hank man as well as every citizen who isa
b‘eqaent’h&ndier of currency appreciate,

Yours, truly, F. O. WaArTs, President.
THOMAS W. WRENNE & Co., BANKERS ANXD BROKERS,
No. L07 Union street, Nashville, Tenn., December 2, 1903,

Hon. JoEN WESLEY GAINES, M. C,,
Washington, D. C,

DEAR Sir: We are to-day in receipt of the copy of the bill introduced by
you to further provide for the redemption of mutilated United States notes
and to maintain the cleanliness of the circulation, and thank you for favor-

ing us with a copy.

mgl‘ha proposed measure should be passed without a dissenting vote. It is
full of merit, and aside from its many other advan as a Federal sanitary
measure the act wounld be second only to the National Board of Health in the
excellence of the results obtained therefrom.

In this connection we desire to call your attention to the fact that north
of the Ohio River new, clean tElpcar currency is kept in constant circulation,
while generally over the South we have about the most ragged, worn, frayed,
and unsanitary ngapor cumﬁ and the greawsb quantity of silyer money
that can be found in the United States. By all means endeavor to have the
e m\ﬁgdbie%?wﬁhﬂ . trul

es, We are, yours ¥s
T. W. WRENKE, President.

THE AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK,
Nashviile, Tenn., December 8, 1903,
Hon. Jory WESLEY GAIN :

ES, -
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

My DEAR 81R: We want to congratulate you; also ress our thanks for
thewis% i:ﬁemnre which you have offered in Congress in the name of a * clean-
money s

We certainly think that the people of this country, if it should ever be-
come & law, will rise up and call you * blessed.”

Trusting it may soon become a law, we remain,

LR N. P. LESUEUR, Cashier.

THE MERCHANTS' NATIONAL BANK
OF THE CITY OF NASHVILLE,
Nashville, Tenn., December 10, 1908,
Hon. JouN W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.

DeAR Srr: We write to thank you nally for introducing the bill for

the pnrgosa of securing clean money for the interior. Every banker in the
United States understands the advan of this bill.
With best wishes, yours, very ¥,

E. A. LixpsEeyY, Cashier.

Tuﬁg FOURTH NATIONAL BANK,

ashville, Tenn., December 10, 1903,
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: We have seen notice of the introduction by you of House bill
No. known as the *‘clean-money bill,” and wish to express our hearty
indorsement of the measure.

‘We are in full accord with your ideas on the subject, being convinced that
something should be done to relieve the interior of the necessity of using
paper money which is unfit for circulation, Oﬁmany in view of the fact that
such results can now be gained only at considerable cost on the part of the
sender to Washington of mutilated money.

XXXVIIT—13

Asiswell known, currency which has become very much soiled by handling
jsa constant menace to health, and something certainly should be done along
the lines you have taken up. :

My recollection is that your bill contemplates handling the currency by
express at the expense of the Government. Could it not be done at less ex-
pense if the money were carried by the United States registered mail, insured?
There are several companies in the United States thoramihly solvent
whose business it is to insure currency, bonds,and other valuables sent by
registered mail, and the cost is much less than for the same service by the
express companies. 4

merely mention this as a suggestion, though doubtless it has already oc-

curred to you.
Ver; truly, J. T. HowELL, Cashier.

CiTY SAVINGS BANK, OF NASHVILLE,
Nashville, Tean., December 10, 1903,
JOHN WESLEY GAINES, Esq., Washington, D. C.

My DEAR S1r: We are heartily in sympathy with your new bill to giveus
clean currency in the South.

Please accept our best wishes for your success therein, and let us add, too,
our h t.h.uﬁt: rirlcm. may spend a merry &S,
ery ¥

EDGAR MAGNESS, Cashier.

NasaviLLe HostErYy MILLs COMPANY,
Nashville, Tenn., December 30, 1908,
Hon. JoEN WESLEY GAINES,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: We wish to express our unqualified indorsement of your bill
introduced into the present Congress for the purposge of securing some im-
provement in the cleanliness of our circulating currency.

‘We think and believe that the bill would be approved by all of the other
manufacturers of the United States if the matter was brought to their atten-
tion. We also believe that contagion is more often tr: tted by means of
filthy currency than any other way.

‘We beg to remain, yours, mg mspectfallg,
ASEVILLE HostEry MILLS COMPANY,
J. A, BIsHOP, Secretary.

NATIONAL BANKK OF FRANELIN,
Franklin, Tenn., December 15, 1903,
Hon. J. WESLEY (GAINES, ;

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DEeAR S1R: My attention has been called to House bill No. 568, introduced
by you on November 27 last, and, joining heartily in the tp‘u contained
therein, I wish to congratulate you on being the author of so important and
beneficial & measure to the interests of not only the banks, but the citizens of
this country who are so remote from the metropolis as to be denied the ad-
vantages the more favored sections of our country have heretofore enjoyed
atno to them other than that in which we all bear our part.

Trusting the bill will become a law, and thereby advance your presant
high %)sitmn in the hearts of your constitnency, I am,

e

ry truly, ete. -
; J. L. PARKES, Cashier.

FIRST NATIONAL BANK,
Fayetteville, Tenn., December 17, 1503.
Hon, Jouy WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D, C.

DeAR StR: It is my pleasure to write you, say that the bill lately intro-
duced in Congress by yourself known as the “‘clean-money bill,” {ﬂ.ﬂ my
hearty approval, and I have written the Hon, JAMES D. RICHARDSON, the
Representative of this, the Fifth nal district, expressing & hope
that he would give it his suilport.

W you success, I am, yours, truly, J. R. FEENEY, Cashier.

Us‘lg?: ﬁux Am} Tnuage Co:gux‘r.
attanooga, Tenn., December 17, 1903,
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: We are heartily in favor of your bill, No. 5053, known as the
“clean-money bill,” and t:msg that you may secure its passage.
Very truly, yours,
F. F. 8M1TH, Cashier,

o BAX{I:. 03'-' Bmup‘gtr Cobgrm,
aryville, Tenn. cember 17, 1903,
Hon. JoER W. GAINES, ;
Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: We are heartily in favor of your * clean-money bill* and h
it will be passed without de)ng. 2 % 5 o

. 'We have writien our Representative, the Hon. HENRY R. GIBsox, asking
his sugport of the measure.

ours, very truly, BAXNK or BLoUxT COUNTY.

JX0. M. CLARK, Cashier,

_—

FIRST NATIONAL BANE,
Tullahoma, Tean, December 18, 1908,
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. :
DEAR S1rR: We are heartily in accord with you on your House bill No.
5068, ktnown as the ;clq:llln-mogg}' bti]?'“ ;{nd t1}1@01)@: ‘t?h(:)a(t’-. you wgl ba able to se-
cure its ,and will say the other Mem 3
ool inm. We m}: e Ts80 ngress have been writ-
Yours, truly, F. A, RAnT, President.,
THE GREENFIELD BANK,
Greenfield, Tenn., December 19, 1503.
Hon. J. W. GAINES, M. C., Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: Please pardon us for presuming to write you, but we do so to
express our thanks to you for introducing in the House No. 5068, or what
is termed the * clean-money bill.”

We beg to say that we heartily approve the measure and trust you will ba
abletoﬁq;hkieitahw. il be

ng youcontinued success, we beg to remain, yours, very truly,
R. L. C?oomnr.lgashicr:
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TEE Bm oF Gmmn:o.
Gainesboro, Tenn. 11, 1908.
Hon. Jors W. GA1Nes, Washington, D. C.

Dxm Sm: Ymn- bill known as the clean money hitl, No. 5068, wohwﬁly
mn ‘haabletomramenr of the same
% i

J. A. WILLTAMS,
Cashier Bank of Gainesboro.

RIPLEY BAFEK,

Ripley, Tenn., December 11, 1903,
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.
B1Rr: Our attention has been directed to House bill No. 5068, and known as

the “clean-money bill," and we want to commend g very highly for your
eours% and hope you will be able to push it through right away.
ours, truly,

C. B. BARBEE, Cashier,

BANE OF GORDONSVILL

Tenn., . 11, 1908.
Hon. Josx W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.
DEAR Brr: ‘We notice that you have introdunced a bill known as the *“clean-

money hill.!
Wythink the passage of such a bill will be to the interest of all classes
with but little expense to any.
Respectfully, WM. GWALTREY.

MEeLTON'S BANK,

Gassaway, Tenn., December 12, 1903,
Hon. Mr. GAISES, Washington, D. C.

DeAr Srr: In to & bill introduced November
Eknown as House bill No. 5068, as moneyhﬂl.lthlnk t wonld be a gran

%Sto have nice and elean currency, as some of our currency is very sorry
that is now in circulation

I now ask oumdonnymmmmrmstbemufmidbﬂl

Yours, truly,
JoHEN H. MELTON
Cashier Mellon's Bank, Gassaway, Cannon County, Tenn.

ProPLE'S BANK OF MILAN,
Milan, Tenn., December 10, 1908
Hon. J. W. GAINEs, M. C., Washington, D. C.

DEAR S1n: I feel that I express the fee of all bankers when I say that
weare very much gratified at the bill 33-3.1 ve meanﬁ{hgntruiumd to get
clean new currency for all banks, and h them for the people.

I bave just wriiten our Reoresentative, RIcE A. PIERCE, asking his
help in this matter. If you will urge this bill with usual energy we can
mtmwhyitshouldmb become & law. It seems to us that in this progres-

eive it m & public necessity.
m.ahes, ours, very trul
Wi iR IR HARRISON, Cashier.

,THE BANK OF MONTEREY,

W %0 Haﬂa‘ey Tenn., December 10, 1903,
Hon. Joux mnam:s,
MMMD"‘D C.

My DEAR S1: 1 take pleasure in indorsing the measure you have intro-
doeed in the Houss of Representatives known as * the clean-money hill."

Tam consmmedtosylthinkth!naneoftlmmtmnjmr{ measures ever
introduced, as well as a measure that will take out of circulation all the rags
mwcircuhﬁngsaamudmmofexchamamowﬂmpwplsa!thlnhegmﬂr
est country on earth, I h {wnmtahhmmdmmmwhy
the bill should not carry without opposi

Yours, very truly, O. H. AXDERSON, Cashier.

2 BANK OF WATERTOWN,
Watertown, Tenn., December 10, 1903.
Hon. JoEN WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C. =
DeAR Str: It is with great Eﬂmm-ethat we notice House bill No. 5068,
known as the “clean- maney bill,” which has been introduced by you, and we
take this opportunity of hfyinﬁou of our & tion of remem-
brance of us as bankers having to handle so much nasty, filthy, di money.
‘We sincerely hope it will and will be under many obligations to you
for ‘gmn' efforts in our be
do most heartily indorse the bill and do gincerely thank you for the
introdunection of same.
With best wishes and a ho; that we may at some time do something for
you for your efforts in our Iam, -
Yours, truly, J. N. Youxe, Cashier.

—

Tae EXOXVILLE BANKING COMPANY,
Knozville, Tenn., December 10, 1003.
Hon. JoEN W. GAINES, Waahfngton, D.C
&é‘){uﬁa Sim: 1 ) tulate yci: ghns ti].lne té;t.it::‘t:.4i'|1c:1:lcun of House bill
clean-mo e bankers or appreciate especiall
orm tnfzr?thecmdiﬁm the currmthatwemmmpelledtg

We have been very mmh handicapped under the existing law since it
to keep the ourmnc{h mnub]e shape, while
8

of treasuries and
subtreasuries have enjoyed it. We trust mwﬂl have no trouble in

tting the matter through, and we believe every fair- Representa-
and Senator will cooperate with you in the same.

Yo very
i W. H. Goss, President.

iz

THE BANK OF CHATTANOOGA,
C’kartanooga, Tenn., December 10, 1303,
Hon. Jorx Wnn.n Gmm. Washington, D.

DEAR Sir: W u have intradneed a “elean-currency™ hill into
Onn.gmss.andwaamg to know ngoummhngaueﬂorthoreliave
the pu th old germ collectors a ou.rnn%whicn is now in
drcnlaﬂon, it would be a great satisfaction to us to know that the bill
ey by FRANK A. NELSON, Cashier,

FrsT NATIONAL BANK,
South Pittsburg, Tenn., December 10,
Hon.J. W. GAIxES, Washington, D, C.

DEAR S1R: I write tothank _‘ynu for the introduction of your bill in Con
known as “clean-money bill, hope you may be successful in having it
paszed, as the expense of kaeping decent bills in circulation ought to be at
t.he expense of the General Government.

I heartily approve of yourcoursamd think all others that understand it

will do the same,
Yours, &ruly, T. G. GARRETT, President,
BANE OF MARTIN,

Maitin, Tenn., 10, 1303,
Hon. JoEN WESLEY GA1NEs, M. C,,
W(uhngfon D.C.
DEAR B1R: Inote with pleasure that you have introduced in Congress a
“clean-money bill.” I trust that youn w¥ll succeed in getting this measure

Most respectfully, T. J. TAYLOR, Cashier,

THE NATIONAL BANK OF Hcﬂmm,r:,
McMinnville, Tenn., December 10, 1903
Hon. J. WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C.
Dx.ui. Srr: We notice the introduction of your “clean-money bill" in
Wg-rem. November 27, 1903, and wish to say that we heartily approve same.
ehavemstwri Mr. Moox to do all he can for Wﬂaﬂdw
5 % hi.ll.a.ndhope on will have no trouble in p ng its passage,

may become a law.
ery truly yours, H. R. WALLING, Cashier.

THE BANK OF Pmsnm.
Petersburg, Tenn., December 10, 1903,
Hon. JoEN WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C.
DEAR BiRr: Thisis toinform you we r:arinmly approve of the "clm -money
ﬂl."andlamwritingour(}o Ermth ect in to-day's mail.
It seems to me tha is eerhinly d&sirable and neceaa&ry and is

above ‘]:.rry prajud.‘loes. a.:ﬂ I certainly trust %ns. i

THE BANE oF VIOLA,
Viola, Tenn., December 10, 1503.
Hon.J. W. GA1xEs, M. C.

DeAR 8tr: I wish to assure you of my approval of bill No. 5063 and to urge
upon the necessity of the passage of same,
ours, truly, A. J. BREWER, Cashier.

PEOPLE'S NATIONAL Burx,
MeMinnville, Tenn., December 10, 1503
Hon. Jx0. W. GArxes, M. C.

Washington, D. C.
' DEAR SR We note with pride and glmura that you have taken the in-
itiative in the matter of “clean mone(v and have introduced a bill in Con-

E-esatoremedytheevﬂandﬁ“ﬁdn the ﬂ.lthy.ragxad money now in use
the coun

The banking frate generally and handlers of money will be under
I.ns%ng obl;wgaﬁtlons to you if_you uté::n_mt&.ar sncg:astnl ulzhm
e are writing our Member, s commend the proposed
lation as most meritorious. e a i
Yours, truly, FrANK CoOLVILLE, Cashier.

THE PEOPLE'S BANK,
Sparta, Tean., December 11, 1903,

Hon. Joux W.GA
Wmmm.pc

DEAR S1R: We heartily indorse the bill introduced in Congress
Novsmbecr 27, identified as bill No. 5068, and known as the "clenn—lgom

Itmstyouwﬂlhawnodiﬂlcultymsecuringitnpamga

Yours,
T. K. WiLLIAMS, Cashier,
THE FARMERS AND MERCHANTS' BANK,
Henderson, Tenn., i,
Hon. J. W. GA

TNES,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DEeAR SiR: Asa banker and citizen ot'l‘amuml:mthwtﬂ approve
otyourbﬂllnownastha“dmn- bill,” t:mstthatynimybe
able to have the bill enacted into la

The ﬂltby rags t.]mt wa have to handle a8 money in the interior are a dis-

to decency, and I am sure that not only your constituency, but the

citingas of the entire State heartily approve the measureand will appreciate
your efforts in the matter.

Yours, truly, R. E. McKINXEY.

THE HOLSTON NATIONAL BANK OF KNOXVILLE,
Knozville, Tenn., December 11, 1903,
Hon. JoEN W. GAINES,

House of Repnmtattvu Washington, D. C.

DEAR S1k: We wish to indorse the House bill No. 5088, known as the

“clean money ** which was introduced by you on November 27, 1903,
It seems to us that this bill ought to be strictly upon its own mer-
its, and wa‘l:;:f)e you will not lose an oppo: ty to get it passed into a law.
ting our Rapr&eenh.tive. the Hon. HENRY R. G1BsON, to-day,

nrg:h:%_ usahisbeat in securing the passage of this bill.
ery trul

JoserH P. GAUT, President.

BeEnroRD CoUNTY BANK,

Wartrace, Tenn., December 11, 1903,
Hon. J. W. GArxes, Washington, D. C.
mmummmmmtmmtwmeﬂ in
ing to secure House bill No. 5068, known as the *clean-mon bill“em.ch-to{i
into law. We trust thatyouwﬂlbamccemtnltnthis.fwwa lieve the law
would be of great benefit to our section.
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Have written to Mr, J. D. RICHARDSON, our Representative in Congress,
soliclt%zﬁ}l:ls support for your measure,

best wishes, I am, yours, raspect!ullyﬁ S B Uz

Tue BANK oF PARSONS,
Parsons, Tenn., December 11, 1903,

Hon. Joax W. GAixEs, M. C., Washington, D. C.
DEAR SirR: We hope you will be successful in getting your * clean-money

bill" through the House, and have asked Mr, S1Ms to kindly ald you in push-
ing the matter through.
Very truly, L. H. BURKE, President.

L. A, RAINs, Cashier.

= ProrLE's BANE,
Smithville, Tenn., December 11, 1903,

Hon. Jouy WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C.

DEAR SIR: We desire to make known to yon our hearty approval of the
billintroduced by you in Congress known as House bill No. &‘ or *clean-
money bill,"” and earnestly ask you to do all in your power to secure its pas-

sgont truly

i g - . ProprLEe's BANE.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have lost a strong letter from
the bank of Goodlettsyille, Tenn.

Mr. Chairman, peoplein the country districts, people away from
subtreasuries (as a gentleman in the Treasury Department said
to me this morning), the people away out on the hills or cities
anywhere—away from the subtreasuries of the United States—
are obliged to continue transacting business with this revolting
and horrible money because of the rates they must pay to get
their money sent to and returned from the Treasury of the
United States.

Think of our people handling and circulating money found on
the bodies of dead peog}e. Think of that money going into circu-
lation and spreading disease. Then again, the money into
the pockets of the negroes and whites of the South, where the
weather is hot. .

Then think, too, of the sources of contamination which this
money passes through when used by the laborers in our mines
and manufactories and by the laborers in the cornfields and in
the woods, where much of the business of the country is pros-
ecuted.

This money is stuck into their nasty, sweaty clothes. This
money which they carry in their pockets carries disease-breeding
germs. The physicians of Philadelphia, Pa., so declared recently,
after a searching and scientific investigation, and it holds to
TEeason.

It goes to and returns from far Cuba, Porto Rico, the Philip-
pines, and to miserable and unfortunate Panama, and we still
use it, soaked with disease germs.

The paying tellers in the banks of my city tell me that they
have to use an antiseptic wash constantly in order to protect
their hands and their eyes from becoming diseased by the han-
dling of this dirty money.

There is no question in the world but what this is a proper bill.

It does nothing except to compel the national banks, at the ex-
pense of the Government, an
national depositors to send in to the Treasury of the United States
this money packed up in a certain way in accordance with the

resent regulations o? the Department. When it comes here the
&ovemment pays the transportation and reissues the clean money
and destroys the dirty money.

The national banks are now relugtred to do that, but the charge
for the tran tion is so great that it is practically not required
of them. The dirty national-bank notes are in circulation, the
dirty silver certificates that do the principal money work of this
country are in circulation, the dirty backs and gold certifi-
cates are in circulation, and the in the country prefer the
metallic money because cleaner.

They will take clean silver money, because not so liable to carry
disease. Now, behold for a moment the amount of dirty and dis-
ease-carrying money that there is in the country! I have here
some si)ecimens of money that should be immediately destroyed,
as England destroys her notes after once i and receiv-
ingzthem' She never allows a bill to go out a second time.

ow let us get down to the moral obligation of this matter and
to the duty that is imposed upon the American Congress. Con-
gress has the right to coin money, to regulate the value thereof,
and of foreign coin. That power belongs to the great sovereign
of this coun It belongs to no private individual.

It is the duty of the Government to issue that money and main-
tain it in its integrity. It is the duty of the national banks to
issue their paper money, and the law requires them to deposit so
much money for the reissuance of those notes. How about the
other r-Eaper money? Whose business is it? The people do not
issue that money or any money.

The Government issues it. The Government helps to it.
It takes it to Cuba, it takes it to the Philippines, it takes it to
Panama, I am sorry to say, and all around the world, It takes

to allow other banks that are | tl

it to a t many dirty places, and yet the Government wears
out and befouls this money and turns it over to the people to put
their hands on and to put into their pockets, to breed and carry
disease wherever the American flag floats.

It isthe duty of the Government to see that this money is clean.
It is not the duty of an individual. Before the adoption of our
Constitation, away back in the colonial days in the early history
of our country, there were private individuals who had the right
and who did coin money. It was their business to keep it exactly
as they coined it, but we surrendered these money rights to the
Government by the people of the United States when we framed
our Constitution.

The coining and emitting of money is a governmental function, »
so that it is perfectly right and proper under the circumstances,
and it is the duty of the Government to furnish the Feﬂple clean
money and keep it clean. When the Government helps to befonl
our money it certainly has a moral duty, and we ought to muke
it a legal duty upon the Government of the United States, to
keep that money as clean a8 it was when it was first emitted.

Now, for Heaven’'s sake, look at this money. I hold up a bill
that I got from the Treasury this morning. I now hold up an-
other that I got where it was being redeemed this morning. I
will hold up a new ten-dollar bill that I received this morning
from the Treasury Department.

Now, look at that. That came, I might say, from ‘ Dayton,
Ohio,” showing that at least sometimes from the great and good
State of Ohio, that I am glad to say is to be Democratic next year,
ﬂ‘lcfm does come this unclean thing. [Applause on the Democratic
side,

'I'h]e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to place in the REcorb the letters to which I alluded a
while ago,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan-
imous consent to extend in the RECORD his remarks by inserting
the letters to which he refers, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. I wish' I counld put a picture of
these dirty bills in the RECORD also. [Laughter.]

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. BINGHAM, Will the Chair inform me how much time
remains to this side?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
BingHAM] has twenty-six utes remaining and the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr, LiviNasToN] five minutes.

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. Hiii] ten minutes,

Mr. of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, there is a good deal
to be said in behalf of the %r;podtion which the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] just brorght before the House,
There is no question about the fact that much of the paper money
of the country is ﬂ:vti]]]f and vile and ought to be redeemed. The
trouble, however, will not be overcome by the bill which the gen-
eman from Tennessee has introduced. At least, that is my

opinion.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Does the gentleman think the banks
ouglg}t to pay for having this clean money transported for reissu-
ance?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I know of no more reason why the
Government of the United States should transport moneys than
it should trans%oﬁ't the overcoats of gentlemen or the potatoes of
the country. e trouble is under the system of redemption
which we have, so far as the national banks are concerned.

A study of the system of rede:gtion will convince the gentle-
man that it takes two years to redeem the circulation of the na-
tional banks, so that the bills will remain outstanding for at least
a yedr, Istarted to say to the gentleman that he will find the
greater portion of the trouble is with the small money, the one,
two, and five dollar bills,

The mistake in regard to the five-dollar bills was that the act of
March 14, 1900, provided that one-third of the circulation shall be
limited tofive-dollar notes. Many of the small banks which have
since organized, wishing to save the e:ipenso of one of the two
plates from which the notes are printed, have declined to issue
any five-dollar notes. Hence the five-dollar note is kept in circu-
lation far beyond the time in which it should be taken up.

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think it is
right to charge that little bank, or whether it is a rich individual
or a big bank, 60 cents a thousand for sending dirty money back
here and having it reissued? :

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The express charge for sending it
back is nothing compared with the interest that the banks will
lose for the time the money is out of their possession when it
goes to the Treasury Department for redemption and return,

If the gentleman will stop for a moment and think, he will find
that it is not the express charge, but it is the loss of interest on
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the money from the time that they send it away until they get it

back again.
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This may not work a very %l;fkt
injury to a bank in New York City, but it might injure a
in the smaller places, far removed from subtreasuries or the
Treasury.

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. 'We do not have any trouble about
dirty money in New England, because we are right accessible to
the subtreasury, where it can be exchanged at any time, and it is
the loss of time and not the cost of transportation charges that
makes this trouble.

Then there is another thing, and it is the inability of the Treas-

. ury Department to furnish ones and twos.

1 called upon the Treasury Department a few days ago to fur-
nish me the amount of money, of ones, twos, and fives, silver cer-
tificates and bank notes, that they were unable to furnish during
the months of November and December in response to their calls.

Treasurer Roberts has given me a letter, which I propose to
ase in another place, showing that during the month of Novem-
ber they were unable to fill their orders for ones, twos, and fives
by 30 per cent of the entire amount called for, and for the month of
December by 39 per cent, and the aggregate of the money which
they were asked to furnish and unable to furnish during this
month was §18,000,000.

Now, that practically means a retention in circunlation in the re-
motest parts of the conntry of eighteen millions of small money
which onght fo have been canceled and destroyed.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not my friend want to see
clean money used in the country?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 1do. I proposeto give the Treas-
ury Department, in a bill which is now before the Committee on
Banking and Currency, unlimited authority to issue this money,
both greenbacks and silver currency, in any denominations that
the people call for.

Mr. (EAIN ES of Tennessee. Who pays the transportation?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The man who wants the circulation.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think it the duty of the
citizen to give the Government clean money?

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. It is not the Government’s but the
bank’s duty to keep the clean money. If the gentleman will look
at the question for a moment, he will see that the trouble isin the
persons being kept out of the use of the money more than the cost
of transportation.

Now, then, so far as the banks are concerned, we must get down
to the system of redemption, and when you shall have your re-
demption agencies in a commercial center, in the city of New
York, instead of in the city of Washington, where no business
transaction is carried on, you will find great relief.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman know the
law is now that the Government shall issue new money for all
this dirty money that the people may send in?

Mr. L of Connecticut. If they are able to do it—

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly; but the people are not
able to pay 60 or 75 cents per $1,000 for sending it to be reissued.

Mr. HIKL of Connecticut. In case the Government was called
upon to do it little relief would be given, because the law is re-
strictive and ought to be repealed and changed.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We had a law in 1881 or 1882 or
thereabout whereby we appropriated about $50,000 one year
and the next year $40,000 to provide for this dirty money, but it
dropped out of the appropriation bill, and hence I introduced it
in this bill. If you have a better one, I will vote for it.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I simply wish to add that the gen-
tleman is working with a right purpose, but in the wrong way,
and he will have a great deal better result than now if he will—

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The difference between the gen-
tleman and myself is that he wants the people to pay 60 or 75
cents a thousand for keeping the Government’s own money clean,
and I believe that the Government ought to do it.

Mr, STANLEY, I believe the gentleman objects to Mr.
G A1NES’s bill on the ground that the banks hold this dirty money
rather than lose the use, or interest, which is the same thing, they
would gain by keeping it in their banks.

Mr. of Connecticut. To some extent.
Treasons.

Mr. STANLEY. Thisisthe question I want to ask: Does not
the law require all your national banks, and I believe all other
banks, to keep a certain per cent—15 per cent—on hand of the
amount of money that they have to loan?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Fifteen per cent in country banks
and 25 per cent in others.

Mr. STANLEY., That this amount must be kept on deposit.
I mean that this old dirty money is not sent to the ’Bf-ea.sury, but
is kept in the hands of the bank on account of this law which

uires them to keep a certain amount on deposit?
t. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all; a certain proportion

There are other

gmst be cash in their vaults. The trouble is in another direc-
on—

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where isthe tronble—in the ques-
tion of the le having to bear the burden of the transportation? -

Mr. HILL of Connecticut, I think it has very little bearing
on it— !

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. I think if the gentleman will go
into the matter as far as I have he will find that the troubleis in
the minds of the people and not the banks,

The bankers in Nashville said they could not and would not
pay the 60 or 75 cents a thousand both ways to have the Govern-
ment send them clean money for the transaction of the business
of the Government and of L'Ee people; that it was not their busi-
ness or their duty to do so.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no more requests for time on this
side, and therefore I will ask for the reading of the bill.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows: S

Office of the Vice-President: For secretm;y to the Vice-President, E,‘..’m;
gg‘l;‘,%mnsar. $1,440; telegraph operator, §1,500; telegraph page, $500; in all,

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania a question. Why is it that an appro-

iation is made here for employees in the office of the Vice-

esident for one year, when presumably there are no employees
in the office of the Vice-President at the present time, because it
is vacant? :

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say that the appropriation for the
next fiscal year is identical with that of the current year. These
clerks are now employed in that office. The presiding officer of
the Senate, although a Senator, acts as Vice- ident and has
the use of these subordinate officers, and this force will continue
for the next year.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
lows:

Under Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds: For chief en-
gineer, $1,700; three assistant engineers, at §1,200 each; six conductors of ele-
vators, at §1,100 each, who shall be under the supervision and direction of the
Superintendent of the C’Efﬁfl Building and Grounds; laborer, $5%); six fire-
men, at > 200; laborer, $1,000; four laborers, at $720 each;
three cabinetmakers, who be skilled in their trade, oneat £1.200and two
at 3900 each; and for the following for service in old library goriion of the
Gﬁpétﬁlm Two attendants, at §1,200 each, and two watchmen, at $%00 each; in
all, .

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this para-
graph in line 16, page 13, by striking out the word “six*’ and in-
serting the word ‘*seven,’’ o that it will read ‘‘seven conductors
of elevators.” I do that, Mr, Chairman, for the reason that there
ought to be—

Mr. BINGHAM. I will reserve the point of order.

Mr. HEPBURN. For the reason that there ought to be an ad-
ditional conductor. The conductors that we have now are most
efficient men, but as soon as the House adjourns they adjourn.
They are always adjourned on holidays and on Sundays.

Now, there are a good many Members of this House, and a
good many officers of this House, whose duties require them to be
here, and who are here on these holidays and on Sundays, and at
times after the House has adjonrned. I am one of those. I
know that on very many occasions, very many, I have to climb
these stairs. :

I do not want to do it, and I think that it is only right and
proper that an elevator should be run on these occasions, and I
ask the %ntleman from Pennsylvania not to make the point of
order, which I would have to concede if he does, but to let the
House vote on this proposition.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Let me suggest to the gen-
tleman if it wonld not be well, if that is the purpose, to put it in
his motion, because I am afraid that if we had the exira con-
ductor he might adjourn with the others.

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought of that, but I thought also that
the Clerk of the Hounse, or some person having control of the em-

loyees, after this discussion would require that some one person

here at all times when there are Members or officers of the
House here.

Mr. PALMER. Why can not you require one of the present
conductors to be here at those times?

Mr. HEPBURN. We could, but it wounld make difficulty and
add to their labors.

Mr, BINGHAM. I will say, as I understand the proposition,
there are six conductors now.

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; and eight on the Senate side.

Mr. BINGHAM. They are annual clerks, or messengers, or
whatever you may call them. They receive $1,100 annually, and
a large portion of their time is not used. It seems to me, as they
are under the control of the Superintendent of the Capitol, their
hours can be fixed to obviate this amendment.

Their compensation is large; their employment is only for




1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

677

about twelve or fourteen months in the two years, continuounsly.
I feel that the number of conductors is large enough now and
that their compensation is ample.

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania sees fit
to make the point of order, I shall have to submit to if.

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order because I feel that
in the line of employment these conductors receive a large com-
pensation for the services they render, and that the disposition of
their hours can be arranged by the Superintendent of the Capitol
80 as to obviate any objection.

Mr. SCOTT. Does not the gentleman think that the distribu-
tion can be arranged to such an extent now with the employees
that we now have as to meet the suggestion made by the gentle-
man from Iowa? Certainly, all of us who have duties that occupy
us here until 5 o’clock and later have frequently been put to great
inconvenience on account of the absence of conductors, and I see
no reason why they should desert their posts at any hour that
the House may adjourn. ;

Mr. HEPBURN. Would the gentleman from Pennsylvania be
willing to modify the language so as to require the service of one
of these men or the operation of one elevator at all times up to 6
o’clock in the evening and on holidays and Sundays?

Mr, BINGHAM. %Ve will arrange it so that it will be accept-
able to the gentleman. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to pass this paragraph and go back fo it later to change the ver-
biage to that extent.

Mr, HEMENWAY. And for that sole purpose?

Mr. BINGHAM. For that sole purpose.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen asks unanimous consent
that this paragraph may be passed and returned to for the pur-

stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is there ob-
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The Clerk read as follows: <

Stenographers to committees: For three stenographers to committees, at
$5,000 each; assistant stenographer to committees, $3,500; assistant stenogra-
pher to committees, §1,600; in all, £20,100.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following commit-
tee amendment, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 20, line 18, strike out the words “thirty-five hundred" and insert
in lien thereof the words * five thousand;” and in line 20 strike out the words

“twenty thousand one hundred" and insert in liem thereof the words
“twenty-one thousand six hundred."”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman a question in regard to this matter. How are stenogra-
phers to committees paid?

Mr. BINGHAM. ere are nostenographers to committeesin
the sense of committee stenographers.

Mr. HEPBURN. Baut there are stenographers who serve com-
mittees.

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the character of this appointment.

Mr, HEPBURN. Then there are other stenographers than
those three or those six?

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman mean those here?

Mr. HEPBURN. Those that are named in this bill.

Mr. BINGHAM. They are paid as provided for in this bill,
$5,000 each.

Mr. HEPBURN. The official reporters are, butI am speaking
of those gentlemen who from time to time serve committees
when there are hearings.

Mr. BINGHAM. Thoseare the stenographers indicated in this
paragraph that we are now upon.

Mr. PBURN. I ask for this reason: The other day the
committee over which I preside had the services of a stenogra-

her., He was present at one session. We were in session one
our and ten minutes, so I am told by the clerk of the committee.

He presented to me a bill, which he desired me to approve, of
$43 for his services on that occasion. I declined to certify it. He
told me that under the rule they were paid, as I understood him,
outof the contingent fund at a rate that justified that charge of §43.

Mr. HEMENWAY., Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the
gentleman that I am more familiar with this matter than is the
gentleman in charge of the bill. 'We were short and have been
short for the last two years on committee stenographers, and
there have been two provided for in this bill, as reported from
the Committee on Accounts.

Different committees of the House require the services of a
stenographer, and the corps that we have had here was not large
enough, so some had to be employed, and when they were em-
ployed they were paid as the gentleman suggests. All of their
acconnts have to pass the Committee on Accounts.

Now, the Committee on Appropriations ascertained that last

year we paid out a great deal more money than we ought to have
paid out for the services of stenographers called in just tempora-
rily, and we concluded that it was better and safer for us to in-
crease this force of stenographers, so that all of the committees of
the House might have the services of an official stenographer and
not have to pick up some one from outside,

Mr. HEPBURN}.) I am not criticising that. I approve of that
method, but what I wanted to know is whether there is such a
number now provided for in this bill as will do away with this
temporary employment at these extravagant figures.

Mr. HEMEMY. ‘We hope so.

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the theory of the increased number.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that that will
not do away with it on all occasions. It is impossible now to get
a stenographer for any of the committees that do not regularly
have stenographers. -

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, it is very evident that there are times
when we will have to call in an extra stenographer, but we have
business enough continuously to keep at work the two extra ste-
nographers that are pift on now. As the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations I would say that I have continuous
trouble, because the chairmen of other committees, who are

nally entitled to a stenographer, complain that the committee
of which I am the chairman takes up too much of the time of the
official stenographers.

The present Speaker of the House has had that trouble. The
committees of the House are entitled to have official stenographers
to take hearings when they want them taken, and the Members
of the House are entitled to have the hearings reported when
they desire it, and it is for the benefit of the House.

Now, I have no doubt that even with this addition we shall oc-
casionally have to call in an extra man to do committee report-
ing work. For instance, when the Committees on Elections are
at work they may often require stenographers—

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. HEMENWAY. And may at certain times require them
continuously. But those committees are only at work a short
time, and it would not pay to have an official man on hand at all
times to meet such calls.

Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me tomake thissuggestion: Is it not
practicable to so arrange the terms of this bill that the six stenog-
raphers now provided for at $5,000 a year, and who, I tmdersta.ng,
render com tively little service for that large sum, may, when
not engaged in taking the debates of the House, serve as stenog-
raphers for the committees?

r. HEMENWAY. They do it now when called upon, as they
very often are.

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not know that.

Mr, MANN. Will the chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations inform us by what process we can call upon them?

Mr. HEMENWAY. By simply sending down word that youn
E‘.ﬁt a stenographer, and if they have one there they will send

Mr, MANN. Is the gentleman speaking of the official reporters
of the House? -

Mr. HEMENWAY. The official reporters aid in getting out
the work after the committee stenographers take it down; it
would take all the time of the committee stenographers to do
this work if they did not have such help.

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to make a suggestion. Take the
morning hours, At that time the stenographers of the House, if I
understand the matter, are not engagecfisay up to 12 o'clock.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Sometimes not.

Mr, HEPBURN. Those hours of the morning are when the
committees are most frequently in need of stenographers. Now,
I want to know whether, without impertinence, I can make a req-
uisition upon those stenographers for services in my committee
in the morning, if necessary?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should think so; but if there is any
doubt about it, I certainly should have no objection to putting
such a provision in this bill.

Mr. HEPBURN. Then let this be passed over for the present.

Mr. BARTLETT. Allow me to say a word to the gentleman
from Jowa [Mr. HEpEURN]. Provision was made by a resolution
reported from the Committee on Accounts at this session of Con-
%Tem for an additional stenographer to the five of the regular

orce and an additional stenographer for the exclusive purpose of
doing extra work before the committees, at a salary of $3,500.
From my investigation of the matter before the Committee on
Accounts I did not think that was an improper increase of force.
I thought that probably this assistance was necessary. But the
gentleman from Iowa ought now at least to be able to get his
comnittee reporting done because of the reporting and adoption
of that resolution; and provision for the officer contemplated by
that resolution is now embraced in this legislative bill—a stenog-
rapher in addition to the regular force of the House, at $5,000 a
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year, and also an assistant reporter to aid in the committee work,
as will be found provided for in the next paragraph of this bill.

As a member of the Committes on Accounts, one of the objects
which I had in view in voting for and advocating the resolution
reported by that committee and adopted by the House was to aid
the gentlemen who require the services of stenographers in work
before the committees—in securing the services of an additional
stenographer when they needed one.

It was shown that last year we paid out, in addition to the sal-
aries of the regular force, nearly $56.000 for extra stenographic
work for committees. We believed that with thisaddition to the
force of committee reporters we had furnished to the committees
of the House the necessary provision in this respect. I did not
know but that the gentleman from Iowa had overlooked this fact.

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee this question: Who has the right toemploy stenographers
at the rate of $43 an hour, and how is that charge made u%.‘

Mr. HEMENWAY. All those accounts are passed on by the
Committee on Accounts.

Mr. PALMER. That does not answer iny question. Who has
the right to employ a stenographer at the rate of $43 an hour?

Mr. HEMENWAY., Noone. I have just explained that no
account of that kind can ke paid without being approved by the

Committeeon Accounts. That committee the amount
that shall be paid per hour.
Mr. PALMER. But I understood it to be stated here that that

amount had been paid.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman who referred to that mat-
ter simply stated that some one suggested to him that that sum
had got to be paid.

Mr. PAL No; he brought in a bill, and said he was en-
titled to 843 for the honr’s work.

Mr. HEPBURN. About an hour and ten minutes.

Mr. HEMENWAY. As I understand, the gentleman from
Towa did not certify that he was entitled fo that.

Mr. PALMER. He did not certify to the bill. He refused to
certify to it.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know of any such pay ever hav-
ing been granted to anyone, I su that if the gentleman
will investigate he will find that no one has ever been paid such
a sum hour for his services.

Mr. PALMER. Who has the right to call in these extra ste-
nographers?

Mr. HEMENWAY. They areemployed by the different chair-
men of committees, and then the Committee on Accounts deter-
mines whether or not they shall be paid for their services.

Mr. PALMER. When anybody wants a stenographer he has
the right to hire him, and if he can get the bill through the Com-
mittee on Accounts that is all right.

Mr. HEMENWAY. If he can.

Mr. PALMER. And he generally can.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh,no; I t.gmk if the gentleman will in-
vestigate he will find that the Committee on Accounts have per-
formed their duties with a great deal of care.

Mr, MANN. I think I can satisfy the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania as to the procedure. 3

Mr. PALMER. I did not ask the gentleman from Illinois,

Mr, MANN. I have just been up against the method of pro-
cedure in an endeavor to get a stenographer for the Committee
on Elections. I am informed by the official committee stenog-
raphers that when they have no stenographer who is available,

the official stenographers to committees being engaged, they
send an outside stenographer to the committee and certify sub-
sequently that they were all engaged. The outside stenographer
charges the same fees to the House of Representatives that he
would to John Jones—no more and no less. He brings in his bill
when his transcript of the hearing is prepared, and that bill is
presented to the chairman of the committee, who makes a proper
certificate, and then it is passed upon by the Committee on Ac-
counts. -

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am obliged to the gentleman for the

clear statement he has made.
. MANN. It is the ordinary lure of any business man.

Mr. PALMER. Did you ever hear of John Jones having fo
pay $43 for an hour and ten minutes’ work?

r. MANN. The gentleman has been one of the most eminent
B e v Wlavias 1y e ook
e i sten ic work is it wri ou

thMg. PAEIIER. But itamnot cost so much as that.

Mr, MANN., If the genht%gnan has never paid nny%

r's bill that yzed , then I am very much asto 2
phl?(r HEMEl\ﬂgﬂAr%1 I want to ask if the gentleman ever had

to pay $43 an hour?
B SATMER. No; that iswhyT am amazed at the statement

of th tleman Iowa.
Mr?ﬁex.NN I am informed that the regular rate charged by ! to offer

shorthand reporters in the city of Washington is 25 cents
folio, and that is what the Government is in the habit of paying
when other stenographers besides the regular force of committee
Btenogramm emploged.

The C MAN. The question is on the amendment.

Mr. BINGHAN. I think Ican cover the difficulty of the gen-
tleman from Iowa. I offer this amendment:

On e 20, line 11, after the word * each,” insert * whoshall also, when so
requ:l:?;f perform duties as stenographers to committees.”

I ask for the adoption of that amendment.

«Mr. HEPBURN. It ought to be after the word *‘ dollars,” I

think, in the next line, so as to include the assistant official re-

rter

porter.

Mr. HEMENWAY, Theassistantofficial reporteris a reporter
to committees.

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment first offered lghthe gentle-
man from Pennsylvania has not yet been adopted. e question
is on the adoption of that amendment.

The amendment was to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment
just offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: .

On page 20, in line 11, after the word * each," insert * who shall also, when
80 Teq perform duties as stenographers to committees.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows: .

Increase of Library of Congress: For purchase of books for the Library,
and for ht, commissions, a i -

7 ﬁ&ﬁg&m%@dﬂmﬂmtb&m

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman
in ¢ of the bill if the amount provided for the purchase of
new books for the Library of Congresa is the entire amount asked
for in the estimate? |

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwonld state to the gentleman that we gave
the Librarian the current law, giving him for the next year the
same as he has had for this,

The Clerk read as follows:

For fuel, lights, repairs, and miscellaneous suppdlie& electric snﬂinataam

apparatus, reference books, stationery, and all ineidental expenses in con:
ng%on with the custody, care, and mHntamanoe of said building and grounds,

$32.500.
incl
For furniture, ‘ %spnrﬂﬁons, screens, shelving, and electrical work

Mr, HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman
having the bill in charge a question, if he pleases,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. BINGHAM. I will listen to the gentleman.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman state to the committee
the total cost of the Library of Congress?

Mr. BINGHAM. When the gentleman speaks of the total cost
he includes not only the Library proper, I presume, but the main-
tenance of the building, together with the publication fund.

Mr. HEPBURN. Everything connected with it. -

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state, taking the estimate for this
&ﬂzlgagltéhe basis, because I have the fignres here, it amounts to

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the annual cost of this Library.

Mr. BINGHAM. Twenty-five thousand dollars included here
in one item which the committee has omitted. In other words,
I can state to the tleman it will cost about $800,000.

Mr. HEPBURN. Everything for the Library. How much of
it, if the gentleman pleases, is devoted to the purchase of hooks?

MlI'J. EINGHAM. Ninety thousand dollars is recommended in
this bill.

Mr,. HEPBURN. So that there is over $700,000 annnally paid
to maintain that building and to provide for the distribution and
use of the books.

Mr. BINGHAM. For the gentleman’s information I wonld
state that the amount carried on the sundry civil bill is $180,000
for printing and binding.

r. HEPBURN. Yes.

Mr. BINGHAM, That has been gradually increasing.

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman from lvania is mis-
taken about that.

Mr. HEPBURN. Exclusive of the $300,000. The gentleman’s
statement is that $300,000 in round numbers is recommended in
wﬁ:hﬂéﬁ?and“i& No; that is the total f brary

3 HAM. No; ist expense of the Li 2
Does that cover the point of the gentleman’s inquiry?
Now, before I conclude I will ask the privilege of going back
to-morrow to this paragraph at the conclusion of ﬂgl: Li
items, in order that a gentleman whois not present, but who went
away because not feeling very strong, may have an opportunity
an amendment. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
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RicHARDSON] has an amendment which he desires to submit, and
desires at the same time to make some remarks.
1f thers is no objection on the part of the House, I will ask
leam to recur to that paragraph, which is the concluding para-
in order that he may submit his amendment.

Il]:ne CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pe: lvania asks
unanimous consent that the committee return to this paragraph
to-morrow for the purpose of offering an amendment, Is there
objection?

Mr, BINGHAM. I reserve the point of order, which the gen-
fleman understands.

Mr. HEPBURN, If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will
permit another inguiry—

The CHAIRD Is there objection to the requestof the gen-
tleman from Penn.sylvanm’ The Chair hears none.

Mr. HEPBURN. How many employees are there required to
care for the Library—the total number?

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman of course means the Library
force, as well as their salaries?

lir HEPBURN. Yes;all.

Mr. BINGHAM. The number of salaries,

Mr. HEPBURN. . Four hundred and twenty-elght and the
amount of salaries?
* Mr. BINGHAM. Five hundred and eighty-seven thousand
six hundred and forty-five dollars is the sum total of the appro-

priation.

The Clerk read as follows:

BOTANIC GARDEN,

For superintendent, §1,800.

Mr. MA.NEI Imovetostrﬁeuutthnhstworfn h(:!m;lhd]ghe
to inquire, e gentleman in charge e
how vigoronsly he wonld oppose an amendment increasing the
sﬂggryof the superintendent of the Botanic Gardens from §1,800
to $2,0007

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman—

Mr. MANN. I recognize it is subject to the point of order.

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwould statetothe gentleman that the bene-
ficiary has pever requested your committee to make the increase.

Mr. MANN. ebeneﬂmaryhasnever ‘requested the chair-
man and his committee to make the increase—

Mr. BINGHAM. And he has lived many years contented and
happy at this salary.

Mr. MANN (continuing). He is a man who never requests
anything from anybody, and that is one reason why it would be
proper to increase his salary. Further, he is one of the most
ermment men in his profession in this country or in any other

untry.

I suppose there is no man in the country who has stood on so
high a plane in botanical matters as Mr. Smith, who does not live
for himself, but lives for the Botanical Garden and the memory
of BobbyBurns, and it seems to me that for all that he does heis
one man who ought to have a slight increase in salary as a recog-
nition of his wi i

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the pointof order against the propo-
sition.

Mr. MANN. ThenI willnotpressit. The gentleman waskind
enough last year not to insist npon the pomt of order, °

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerion

The Clerk read as follows:

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION.

For three Commissioners, at $3,500 em:h chief examiner, $3,000; secretary,
€2 .250; assistant chief examiner, 2500; law clerk, £2,000; two chiefs of divi.
sion, at §2,000 each; eight clerks of ¢lass 4; thirteen clerks of class 8: sixteen
clerks of class 2 thirty-two clerks of c!aasl twemty clerks, at §1,000 each;
ten clerks, at §000 each.. eight clerks, at eﬁ?&t ; ONe mMessenger; en%;mer,

or

$840; two flremen; two watchmen; one em:dnctm-
ers; and three messenger boys, at s:m each; in all, 164,

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to a,ak the gentleman
who has charge of the bill if this paragraph that has just been
read covers all the expenses of the Civil Service Commission for
employments?

. BINGHAM. So far as we can legislate;

Mr. HEPBURN. Are there not details from other Deparl:ments

serving now under the Civil Service Commission?

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman doubtless knows under the | pa
organic act of the Civil Service Commission they have the right |

Yo ask the Departments to detail them such clerks as they may
’desire and need for their work.

One year ago, in this bill, we took up that question and gave
the Civil Service Commission every clerk additional to their then
force that they required, with the distinet understanding that all
the detailed men then on duty with the Civil Service Commission
should be returned to the respective Departments. That, we were
informed, has been duly carried out, and we gave the Commission
current law for this hna of work.

Now, to go a little further with the gentleman’s inquiry. In

the great cities there are boards of examiners, and I can besf
illustrate that by my own city, where they have a committee to
make the examinations, I will say, for clerks in the post-office,
customs, and carrier force for the Office Department. They
have on that board one official and clerk paid on the roll of the
m’?‘thomﬁgmﬂso gecretary on that board paid on the roll of

ey have a on on the roll of one
of the thladelphia offices. They are detm}m to do this work for
the Commission in examinations, and theido nothing as to work
mthecustomhoum,ornothmgasto work in the post-office.

The other members of that committee are detailed, one from
the mint, one from the post-office, and one from the custom-
house, 1 think. , however, do other work intheir respective
lines of employment. I do not know, but I presume that that

Iine of ion runs to all the large cities of the conntry.
Of that we have no exhibit in this bill, and no knowl as to
what extent that is carried. Ihavadmfbedanmq donot

know whether it has been sent, but I have made in mry—I have

forgotten the ver now—uhngt&le(}lvﬂSemce Commission
tosendmsahstof several examining boardsoutside of Wash-
n, where the members of the are carried on the rolls
of post-offices or custom-houses or other Government of-
ﬁoea and their compensation. I will send that if it has not been

Mr HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, I have seen
a list of where civil-service examinations were to be had,
a large list—a mumber of cities, I think seven or elgh’o—mthe
Statainwhmhl live. There are boards, I understand, in each
one of those places. Can the gentleman give the committee any
information as tothe garmananoe of these boards, whether they
R BINGHAM T arm disposs

BING. I am disposed to think in the smaller com-
munities they do as they did until recently in cities like Philadel-
phia and other large cities—other services.

Mr. HEPBURN. Now,can the gentlemangive to the commit-
tee any idea of the number of persons who are absorbed from
other branches of service by this Civil Service Commission—

Mr. BINGHAM. ThatI could not say.

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). , And under their control for a
greater or less period of time, in addition to the force you allow
them directly?

Mr. BINGHAM. The force we allow them is wholly here.
They send from this office occasionally—it comes in their travel-
ing expenses, and wholly so, $3,500 allowed in this bill—to the
various sections of the country their examiners or such officials
as will organize these boards.

A few years ago all of these boards came from the subordinate
force of the various Departments of the Government, as located
in the respective cities where they had their examining board.
To what extent their recent order has gone I can not state, or in
a reliable way, the amount of money, but I know thatin my city,
which is the third largest, they have a board detailed; but as to
the rest I have no information.

Should I get the information, which I have stated to the gen-
tleman I will ask for, I'will %Lve it to him, of conrse, with pleasure.

Mr. HEPBURN. It will ﬁst T8 be too late for my purpose,
‘Will the gentleinan estimate of the cost of this fad
and foible we call t cw11 service to the Government of the
United States as it is now organized and being conducted and
illustrated?

Mr. BINGHAM. Ican give the gentleman only the items as
they are in this bill, together, of course, with all that runs to
their rentals and matters of that kind.

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman think it will cost as
much as a half a million doila.rs'-'

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh.n

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 wa:nt to say to the gentleman from lowa
that in his State perhaps they have seven or eight boards, and it
may be a dozen. A board is constituted of United States oﬁcmls
detailed to make these examinations. The same is true in my
State and in other States.

Mr. HEPBURN. They are adding to the cost of thisservice

while engaged in making these examinations serving upon
these boards, and swelling the aggregate amount that we are
ing for t.his amusement.
. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman that this bhill
carries §172,750. 'What the sum total will be of the details car-
ried on custom rolls and post-office rolls, and perhaps on other
rolls in other ] cities, I can not tell.

Mr. HEPB . Has the gentleman any estimate or any idea
that he could give to the committee of the pecuniary benefit to
the United States resulting from the existence of the Civil Service
Commission? La.ughter?

Mr. BING: If the gentleman will permit me, I will say
that in 1883, when the civil-service bill was before the House to
be enacted into law, I voted for the legislation.

|
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Mr. HEPBURN. I will state that I was oneof the same hope-
ful idiots. [Laughter.]

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me further say that joining him six or
seven years ago, when the question was under general discussion,
I made the unqualified statement, and I have no gualification to
make to that statement to-day, that it was clearly declared in the
limited debate in the House that the civilservice inits operation
would reach 10,000 subordinate clerks of the Government.

I further stated that the act literally, as then understood, as well
as th&ir]pirit of thelegislation, had been long since departed from,
and I the opportunity to-day to cast my vote I would cast it
against the civil service as it now exists. [Applause.]

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,every timethatI have a vision
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania he grows nupon my admira-
tion. Ff.au hter and applause.] Now, if the gentleman will
permit me, I wonld like to move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out
this paragraph. Mr. Chairman, I know that no result will fol-
e adoption of this motion.

I know that the bill will come back to ns with it reinserted.
I know that we would have to pay these salaries, but I believe it
is the deliberate judgment of every Member of this House, save
perhaps a score, that we are wasting the public money and that
we are in pursuit of a phantom when we attempt to improve the
civil service through the instrumentality of that which we call
the Civil Service Commission. [Applause.}

I believe it to be the judgment, the deliberate judgment, of
every man who has given serious attention to it, who is really fa-
miliar with the legislation and the operation of this scheme of so-
called improvement, I believe it is their judgment that as we
have civil service it is a failare. .

In these twenty I shall have to enlarge it so as to include the
amiable gentleman from Massachusetts, that gentleman who
has been so assiduous for the last six or eight years in preventing,
under the rules, the House from acting upon the question. The
Committee on Civil Service Reform has never dared to come to
this House with any proposition that by amendment or otherwise
could give the House an opportunity to express itself upon this
question.

It is utterly impossible to dqit, and there is no other way in
which we can express our condemnation of this fad and this folly
other than in voting it out, knowing that it will come back; but
I hope the House will have the cour;ge to do it.

For, with the ntmost respect to the gentlemen now before
me, I have no hesitation in saying that it is their timidity—I was
about to say cowardice—their timidity, their deference to a sup-
posed existing dpmblic opinion, that prevents them from asserting
themselves and wiping out this frand upon the public.

I perhaps ought not to use so harsh a word as that, but youn
will remember, Mr., Chairman, that it is in the mouth of all of
these reformers that we who do not follow them in their pursnit
of this will-o’-the-wisp are ‘‘spoilsmen;” that we are trying to

t back to the ‘‘ spoils ” system; that we have an ulterior purpose

view,and they alone are the purists who-would redeem the
public service from all the evils that it has undergone or suffered
since civilization began. :

I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that if there is a “‘spoils ™’
system, a system thus to be reprobated by harsh words, it is a so-
called civil service—'* merit system ''—that we have now, with
its expenditures of the public money from which no good result
comes,

I have lived here in this capital under both the systems—the
so-called spoils system of twenty years ago and the so-called merit
system of to-day—and I would invite a comparison of those em-
ployees who were appointed twenty yearsago and those that
crept through the intricacies of civil service into the public sery-
ice now. [A i}nuse.] o

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the
gentleman yielded more time.

Mr. CLARK. I would like to have the gentleman yielded more
time, I think thatis the best speech he has made since he has
been here, [Laughter.]

Mr. HEPB
Missouri to vote with me.

Mr. CLAREK. You bet I will.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, there is no better illustra-
tion of the truthfulness and correctness of the statement made by
my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. HEpBURN] than is con-
tained in a letter from the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General
giving an account of the alleged frauds in the Post-Office De-

partment. -
Will the gentleman yield to a

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
question?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Then I shall expect my honored friend from '

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman name one of
the persons mentioned in that who are guilty of corruption?

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know who they are or whether they
are guilty. Ido not say they are guilty. Some of them are now
being tried and their guilt will be determined by the courts. I
say that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General—

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, name Machen.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, Machen was a Democrat,
appointed—not under the civil service.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; he was appointed under
the civil service and kept there under the civil service.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He never went through under
civil-service rules at all. -

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, yes; he did.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, have I the floor or have I
not the floor? [Laughter.]

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has the floor. '

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know the political faith of the va-
rious men in the Post-Office Department who have been indicted
for frauds in that Department, some of them by the courts and a
number of them by this communication I hold in my hand from
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. Thereisalist of them,
covering some two pages of the memorandum of the President;
attached to this report, thirty-five in number; and out of that
number all of them except four were appointed and entered the
Government service under a Republican Administration.

I did not arise for the purpose of discussing the politics of these
officials who are charged with a violation of the law, but I desire
at this time to call the attention of this House and of the country
to the conduct and actions of the Civil Service Commission in
permitting a man to be appointed as a chief of the division of
supplies in the Post-Office Department, and in turning out a
man who was then under the civil-service law, and with their
action in allowing to be appointed, in an irre T way, contrary
to law and the civil-service rules, a man who is charged with
having violated and defrauded the Government and, it is alleged,
who was appointed for the t£:1:u~poae of giving him control of the
division of sggpliea during the letting of contracts. I refer to the
case contained in the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-
General, of Michael W. Lonuis, chief of division of supplies.

Here is what Mr. Bristow says with reference toit and how the
civil-service law was violated, and how that violation was not
only permitted but winked at by the Civil Service Commission;
how 1516:3 papers which showed it and were of record in the office
of the Cwife Service Commission disappeared from the files of
that commission when inguiry was instituted seeking to bring
out the fact as to the manner of his appointment. Mr. Burwell
had been appointed in 1896 and was then the chief of the division,
No complaints were made against him, but his resignation was
demanded and he was forced out. The following is the portion
of that report to which I have reference:

APPOINTMENT OF MICHAEL W. LOUIS.

It has been stated that Louis’s appointment was made in an irregular way
for the purpose of giving him control of the division of ssg‘}:pl:es during the
letting of contracts for fiscal year beginning July 1, 1887,

Mr. W. A. Burwell was appointed su ntendent of this division on Feb-
ruary 4, 1886, The position is within the classified service, and it does not
appear that any complaints were ever filed against him. On April 15, 1807,
he was requ to resign by the First Assistant Postmaster-General, but
was not acc of inefficiency or misconduct. He submitted his resi
tion, to take effect in thirty days (Exkibit A-1), and was given leave of ab-
sence for that period.

In relation to the appointment of Louis, I beg to submit the following let-
ter (Exhibit A-2):

In your
Su{ject
PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION,
Washington, D. C., April 17, 1897.

lease refer to initials.
er,

POSTMASTER, Kansas City, Mo,

Sir: Certain exjgeﬂritcies have arisen which make it necessary to employ an
expert in the Post-Office De ent for a short period. As the Department
has no appropriation available for this purpose, 1 have decided to create the
position of cashier in the Kansas Cu:ly ce, at a salary of §.,000 par annum,
effective this date, Saturday, April 17, 1897.

You will therefore carry upon [E]mr roster Mr. Michael W. Louis as cashier
of your office, at a salary of §2, gr annum, Mr. Louis to be assigned to
work in this Department under m{ﬁ rection until otherwise advised.

You will forward on the 1st and 15th of each month a check to Mr. Louis to
cover his semimonthly salary, accompanied by a voucher which will be re-
turned to you for file with your pay roll in lieu of his signature upon same,

To prov:deshor the position your clerk hire allowance has been increased

to-day to $90,541
li'gryrsspecti‘ully.
(Signed) PERRY 8. HEATH,

. First Assistant Postmaster-General,
COL—ECF]
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In your reply please refer to initials and number. A, 8. 140.
Bubject: Appointment of Michael W. Louis.

PoST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-(3 ENERAL,
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION,
Washington, D, C., April 17, 1897.

Personal,
HoumER REED, i
Postmaster, Kansas City, Mo.

S1r: As the appointment of Mr. Michael W, Louis has been fully explained
to the members of the Civil Service Commission, it will not be necessary for
you to make a report of the appointment to the Civil Service Commission.

Very respectfully,
(Signed) PeRrRY 8. HEATH,
COL.] First Assistant Postmaster-General.

On the same day that Louis was appointed cashier in the Kansas City
office he was assigned as acting rintendent of the division of supplies in
the Department at Washington, D. C. He never visited Kansas and
?;\'ar performed any work of any character in connection with the

t-office.

Loui?had been installed as acting superintendent the First Assist-
ant Postmaster-General requested that the ition of superintendent be ex-
cepted from the classified service, but the Civil SBervice Commission refused
to recommend such exception. They did, however, consent to give a special
examination for that position.

This examination was held in July, and Louis was allowed a rating of 50
points because of his alleged experience, he having then been in charge of
the division about three months. The examination papers can not now be
found, having disappeared from the flles of the Civil Service Commission
(Exhibit Aﬂ'fl?. As a result of the special rating, Louis received the highest
fmde of any of those examined and was given a permanent appointment.

n the meantime, however, he had been in charge of the division of supplies
gince April 17 and had erformed all of the duties of superintendent.

This nnusual p: nmppmntment of Louis as cashier of the Ean-
sas City post-office and his te ment as acting superintendent of
the division of supplies gives color to the allegation that there was some
cial interest in having Louis placed in charge of that division before the let-

ing of contracts, advertised for May 6. It would have been much more cred-
ita le,atlaa.fhf;rLOujstohnvecoma into possession of the ofﬂoeina.rafu-
mnM ni;hxg ere dotgsﬁ ne(ﬁ:“appe:‘rogo ve bggg Egy%oregi;is}

necessity for a change of supertntnendant._ ]

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, this report says that the First Assist-
ant Postmaster-General appointed an officer as cashier of the
Kansas City (Mo.) post-office and by the direction of the First
Assistant Postmaster-General he was carried upon the rolls of
that post-office, though he never did one particle of work in con-
nection with that post-office.

In compliance with the request that was made the Civil Service
Commission permitted him to be appointed. When he came to
stand his examination, having been appointed and having been in
charge of this office only three months, after he had been installed
as superintendent, what did they do? The Civil Service Commis-
sion were asked that he be excepted from the classified service.

This the Civil Service Commission refused to recommend, but
they did, however, consent to give a special examination for that

ition. Thisexamination was held, and he wasallowed 50 points

ecause of his alleged experience, he having been in charge of the

division about three months, and by reason of this special rating
he was given a permanent appointment,

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr, Chairman, I ask five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that he may have five minutes more. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BINGHAM. I wasabout to move that the committee rise,
as it is after 5 o’clock. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire
to go on to-night? :

Mr. BARTLETT. I will suit the pleasure of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania, whatever that is.

Mr. BINGHAM. I think there are a number of gentlemen
who desire to be heard on this paragraph, and if the gentleman
will yield I will make a motion that the committee rise.

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly, I will yield. I will inquire of

.the chairman whether I shall have the floor when the committee
resnmes its sitting?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will have the floor.

Mr. BINGHAM. Imove that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to, :

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TAWNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 9840, the leg-
islative appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon.

SNOW AND ICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, by direction of
the Committee on Appropriations, I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
mous consent for the consideration of a bill which the Clerk will

(=l

report.
The bill (H. R. 9866) making appropriations for clearing the

Potomac River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the
District of Columbia was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are hereby appropriated, pay-
able fromany monaBg the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and &m
the revenues of the District of Columbia, in equal parts, namely:

For clearing the Potomac River of ice wi the District of Columbia,

S&%& cleaning snow and ice from cross walks and gutters under the act ap-
proved March 2, 1885, §5,000.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the request is to consider
the bill in the House as in Committee of the ole?

The SPEAKER. Yes; that is therequest. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered tobe en and read a third time; and
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota, a motion to recon-
sider the last vote was laid on the table.

GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY (LIMITED), OF CANADA.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States:
To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit a report by the Acting Secretary of State, with the accompany-
ing-papers, in r to the application of the British embassy in behalf of
Messrs. Gordon, Ironsides & Company (Limited), of Canada, for reim-
bursement of §7,626.08, which they allege the United States customs authori-
t‘.eg im{_ﬁgpex‘ly exacted df them in November, 1902, as duties on certain sheap
and cattle,

In view of the facts as recited by the Acting Secretary of State and shown
in the correspondence, I recommend that provision be made for the company’s

reimbursement.
THEODORE ROOSEVELT,
WaiTE HOUSE, January 12, 1904,

The message and accompanying documents were referred to
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

BUST OF WASHINGTON BY DAVID D'ANGERS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States:
To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary of State, with in-
closure from the ambassador of the French Republic. relative to the desire
of eertain French citizens to present to this Government a reproduction of
the bust of Washmglfon by David d'Angers, which the donors wish to have
g el s t this gift by joint resoluti d that

recomme m accep s v joint resolution an
suitable provision be mam its ceremonial installation. .
THEODORE ROOBEVELT.

WarTE HOUSE, January 12, 1904,

The message and accompanying documents were réferred to
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed.

CHANGES OF REFERENCE.

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Comerce was discharged from the further consideration of
the bill (H. R. 9323) to amend so much of an act approved March
3, 1903, as authorized the erection and completion of new build-
ings for the accommodation of the United States Naval Hospital,
Washington, D. C., as concerns the location thereof, and the
same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce was discharged from further consideration of
the bill (H. R. 2536) to suppress and prevent unfair and dishonest
competition in trade, and the same was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. StePHENS of Texas, by unanimous consent, obtained leave
of absence indefinitely, on account of a death in his family.

And then, on motion of Mr. BiNgHAM (at 5 o'clock and 15 min- .
utes p. m.), the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
?ii:lations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as

ollows:

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting a list
of judgments rendered against the Government by the circunit and
district courts of the United States—to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed. '

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an
estimate of appropriation for construction of an army general
hogpti(':gl—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be
prinfed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the courtin the case of
Nathan H. Cloyes v. The United States—to the Committee on
War Claims, and ordered to be printed.
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REPORTS OF CO ON SP'UBLIC BILLS AND

MMITTEES
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows:

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6293) to revise
and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States. re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
gt]’ﬂo. %2”5); which said bill and report were referred to the House

endar,

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9597) anthorizing the
Secretary of State to reimburse the Compagnie Francaise des
Cables Télégraphiques for expenses incurred in repairing its
cables and property which were cut and damaged by forces of the
United States in Cuba during the Spanish-American war, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 202); which said bill and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular
Affairs, to which was referred H. C. Res. 26, reported in lien
thereof a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the transportation
of Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2904); which said joint resolution and re-
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

. Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2529) to set apart
certain lands in the Territory of Arizona as a public g&rk, to be

known as the Petrified Forest National Park, reported the same

with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 296); which said
bill and were referred to the of the Whole

House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GREGG, from the Committes on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8326) to authorize the
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for
the payment of all claims presented on behalf of churches, schools,
libraries, hospitals, and establishments conducted for the benefit
of churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the occn-
pation and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property of
various kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, or
destroyed by the United States or its Army during the civil war,
or for its benefit in any way, reported the same with amendment.
accompanied by a rt (No. 282); which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on War
Claims, to which was referred the bill of ithe House (H. R. 7287)
to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama Railroad Company to
construct and maintain a bridge across the Tombighee River be-
tween the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, Ala., in section 7,
township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephens meridian, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 283); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the House Calenday.

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1824) authorizing
the recorder of the General Land Office to issue certified copies of
patents, records, books, and papers, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 284); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTI, 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. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 833)
for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United States Revenue-
Cutter Service (retired), re;;?rted the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 226); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S.744) grant-
ing an increase of pemsion to Stephen Gascoigne, reported the
game without amendment, acco;l;}mnied by a (No. 227);
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 (8. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson,

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
0. %2:3; which said bill and report were referred to the Private

en .
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the

bill of the Senate (S.930) granting an increase of pension to
Ferdinand Wiedemann, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No, 229); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4365) granting a
pension to Barney L. Brookins, reporied the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 230); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar,

r. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1543) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William W.-Jackson, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a (No. 231);
which said bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 547) granting an in-
creaseof pension to Irving W. Coombs, rted the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 232); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7 ;zb)egmnﬁng an
increase of pension to William H. Howard, repo: the same
with amendment, acoompanied bya re (No. 233); which said
bill and re%t were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 471) granting an in-
crease of pension to Silas Meserve, re the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 234); which said bi‘l
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 134) granting a
pension to Wilhelmina Miller, reported the same withamendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 235); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr., FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1491) granting an
increase of pension to James A. Hoover, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 236); which said
bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 929) granting an
increase of pension to Charles Stermer, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 237); which said bill
and re were referred to the Private Calendar.

- He , from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pension to
James P. Johnson, the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a (No, 238); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1334) granting a
pension to Amy C. Bosworthy, reported the same with amendment;,
accompanied by a report (No. 239); which said 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 Senate (8. 182) granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles F. Holt, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 240); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4457) %nntmg
an increase of pension to Mary E. Meldrum, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 241); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 1526) granting an
increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 242); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4015) granting a
pension to Minnie Gusler, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 248); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1420) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Paquin, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 244);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1335) granting an in-
crease of pension to Calvin Daws, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 245); which said bill
and mgon‘. were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3815) granting
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an increase of pension to Hester E. Mooney, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 246); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S.1437) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Clarence E. Bullard, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 247);
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 (8. 959) granting an increase of pension to An-
drew C. Ranard, reported the same without amendment. accompa-

* nied by a report (No. 248); 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. 4276) granting an increase of pension to
H. E. Burritt, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No.249); which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on«Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1259) granting an
increase of pension to John M. Stanyan, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 250); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bhill of the Senate (S. 1402) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William Paul, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 251); which
said bill and 1t were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LU @G, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3037) granting a
pension to William Bieber, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a rt (No. 252); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 814) granting a pen-
gion to Maext.ihi)y Thayer, repl%rteg 3'bht; ai.lmg mt.gm‘;fn amegdment,
accompani a report (No. 253); which said bill and report
were referred to the lgl?ivate Calenc)lar. o

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1487) grant-
ing an increase of pension to D. T. Drake, the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 254); which said 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. 2183) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Joseph A, Soule, reported the same

. with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 255); which said
bill and were referred to t{a Private Calendar.

Mr. L SAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1497) granting
an increase of pension to Dana Cook, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 256); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 821) granting an in-
crease of pension to W. Neil Dennison, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 257); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5199) granting a
pension to Tracy M. Johnson, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 258); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 847) granting an in-
crease of pension to John L. Beveridge, repo the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 259); 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. 2028) ting
an increase of pension to John G. Fairchild, rted the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 260); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr, BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 865) granting an
increase of pension to Charles C. Chase, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 261); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 798) granting anin-
crease of gglsion to James A. Templeton, re the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 262); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 589) grant-

ing an increase of pension to George W. McMullen, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 263);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 8187) granting
an increase of pension to George Jeffrey, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No., 264); which said biil
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. §98) granting an in-
crease of pension to John B. Carter, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 285); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 681) granting an
increase of pension to Ella P. Kerstetter. reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 266); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4114) grantingan
increase of pension to Robert Carns, reported the same with*
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 267); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4251) granting
an increase of pension to Joseph Hinkle, re the same with
amendment, accom ed by a report (No. 268); which said bill
and rmere Te to the Private Calendar.

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 587) ting an
increase of pension to Anson P, Williamson, xegm’ﬂa same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 269); which
said bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 484) granting a pen-
sion to Nancy 8. Marsh, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. Wo‘gz;uwhich said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 565) granting an
increase of pension to James E. Barnard, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 271); which said
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 Hounse (H. R. 2111) granting a
pension to Henry D. Tousley, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 272); 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, 478) granting an increass of pension to Olive
J. Bailey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 273); 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. 478) granting an increase of pension to
Byron D. Babcock, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 274); 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. 4325) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Amer Sills, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 275); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3208) granting a
pension to Mary E. Pennock, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 276); 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. 6038) granting
an increase of pension to John Shafer, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 277); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6701) granting
an increase of pension to John A. Reeds, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 278); which said bill
and 1t were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5634) granting
an increase of pension to Robert L. Miles, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 279); 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. 1316) granting an
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increase of pension to George W. Day, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 280); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3032) granting
an increase of pension to William Pittenger, reported the same
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 281); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8743) for the relief of
Thomas W. Higgins, reported the same with amendment, accom-

panied by a report (No. 285); which said bill and report were re- | Afia

ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4944) for the relief of
Sarah A. Clapp, reported the same without amendment, accom-
¥anied by areport (No. 286); which said bill and report were re-

erred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1009) for the relief of
JIsaac Davenport and others, citizens of Virginia. reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 287);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1696) for the relief of
the Methodist Church South, at Newhaven, Ky., reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 288); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9261) for the relief of
Gallatly, Hankey & Co., reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 289); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8411) for the relief of John
A, Meroney, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 200); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr, DENNY, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8748) for the relief of
Serenus Kilbourne, reported the same withount amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No.291); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9548) for the allowance
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883,
and commonly known as the Bowman Act, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 293); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House H. R. 2305, reported in lieu thereof
a bill (H. R. 9675) for the relief of the legal representatives of
Joseph H. Maddox, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 295):
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, committees were discharged from
the consideration of billsof the following titles; which were there-
upon referred as follows: ,

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting aaﬁenmon'to Mary Huff and her
five children—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. :

A bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to Corinne
Tolman—Committee on Invalid Pension discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 7826) granting an increase of
Jackson—Committee on Invalid Pensions
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 9458) granting an increase of pension to Martha A.
.Harper—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions. ;

A bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Michael J. Landy—
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions. _

A bill (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H.
Reed—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

nsion to Wiley H.
ischarged, and re-

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as

follows: 5 3
By Mr, HULL: A bill (H. R. 9635) to consolidate the duties of

certain staff departments of the Army, and for other purposes—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 9636) authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lires through
Indian lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.
~ By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 9637) to provide for the
improvement of the road between Baxter Springs, Kans., and the
Baxter Springs (Kans.) National Cemetery—to the Committee
on Military Affairs. 7

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 9638) to adjust the rank and
pay of certain officers of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval
irs. -
Also, a bill (H. R. 9630) to purchase a painting of the several
ships of the United States Navy, known as the ** Squadron of Evo-
lution *’ and entitled *‘ Peace ’—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act granting
to the Keokuk and Hamilton Water Power Company right to con-
stroct and maintain a dam, and so forth, approved February 8,
1900—to the Commitfee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 9641) to increasse and fix the
compensation of the appraisers of merchandise at the port of New
York, State of New York—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 9642) to provide for
the contest of elections in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Com-
mittee on the Territories. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 9643) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act
duly enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, to au-
thorize and provide for the maintenance and supply of fuel and
illuminating gas and its by-products in Honolulu—to the Com-
mittee on the Territories.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9644) to provide for the purchase of a site
and the erection of a public building thereon at Honolulu, island
of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 9645) providing for the construction of a
vessel of the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be sta-
tioned with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9646) to provide for the purchase of a site
and the erection of a g:bh‘c building thereon at Hilo, island of
Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

y Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9647) to provide a
site and erect a public building at Troy, Ala.—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9648) to amend the first section of an act
providing that the circuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial
circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said
court annually in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Ala-
bama, approved January 30, 1803—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9649) to provide a site and erect a public
building at Greenville, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build-
i and Grounds.

y Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9650) for
the improvement of New River, North Carolina—to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9651) to amend
an act entitled ‘““An act for the relief of certain settlers on the
public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees,

urchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of public
nds’'—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9652) to establish in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Burean of
Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the improve-
ment of such highways—to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 9653) to appoint an addi-
tional district judge for the northern judicial district of Califor-
nia—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 9654) to provide for site and
%ublic building at Meadville, Pa.—to the Committee on Public

nildings and Grounds.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9655) to
authorize and direct the Secretary of War to canse a survey to be
made of Big Swift Creck, Craven County, N. C.—to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 9636) for the erection of a
Federal building for the United States courts at Texarkana, Tex.—
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9657) for a topographic and geologic survey
of the iron-ore region of northeast Texas—to the Committee on
Mines and Mining.

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 9638) to provide for the with-
drawal, free of duty under bond. for incorporated institutions
established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or
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literary purposes, of articles and materials exhibited at the Louisi-
ana Purchase Exposition—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 9659) to divide the State of
California into three judicial districts—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 9660) for the construction of a
lock and dam in the Ohio River, below mouth of Big Sandy
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 9661) to authorize the
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase an additional site for pub-
lic building at Georgetown, S. C.—to the Commiftee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9662) to establish four permanent
military camp grounds, in the vicinity of Fort Sam Houston, Tex.;
Camp Douglas, Wis.; in the Conewago Valley, Pennsylvania, and
at or near Nacimiento Ranch, California—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9663) to provide
for an additional judge of the district court of the United States
fordthe eastern district of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By M? CROFT: "A bill (H. R. 9664) to provide for the erection
of a public building at the city of Aiken,S, C.—to the Committee
on Pnblic Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9665) to provide for the erection of a public
building at the city of Beaufort, S. C.—to the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 9666) to provide allot-
ments to Indians on White Earth Reservation, in Minnesota—to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9667) to amend chapter 109, approved Jan-
uary 80, 1897, relating to the saleof intoxicating drinks to Indians,
providing penalties tgerefor, and for other purposes—to the Com-

_mittee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9668) to
provide suitable medals for the officers and crew of the United
it;tga vessel of war Kearsarge—to the Committee on Naval

airs.

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 9669) to prevent the adultera-
tion of blue grass, orchard grass, and clover seed—to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. '

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9670) for the extension of
Wyoming avenue to Twenty-third street west—to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 9671) for the erection of a Federal
jail at Little Rock, Arlk.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 9672) to amend section 5480,
?e;llsed Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the

ndiciary.

By M?REID: A bill (H. R. 9673) to provide for a macadam-
ized approach and roadway to the national cemetery at Little
Reck, Atk., and fora suitable wall or iron fence around said ceme-
tery, and other improvements therein—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. )

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 9674) authorizing the ap-
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to inquire into the past
and present condition of the American merchant marine, espe-
cially into its relation to promotion of the commerce and increase
of the foreign trade of the United States—to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 9676) to confirm alease made
by the Seneca Nation of New York Indians for mining purposes—
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. CURTIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 76) authorizing
the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for a life-
size statue of Gen. Henry Leavenworth, at Leavenworth, Kans.—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) for the
resurvey of the waterway between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreve-

rt, La., and for ascertainment of probable cost of digging out

alls below Little Pass and of improving channel from mouth of
Little Pass to stream proper below the falls—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. MINOR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 78) authorizing
and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey and exam-
ination to be made of the harbor at Oconto, Wis.. with a view
to securing a depth of 18 feet of water, and the necessity for pro-
viding an interior basin at the month of the river—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War
Claims: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the transportation
of Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return—to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. LOUD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 30) author-

izing the Secretary of War to canse survey to be made near Rogers
City, Presque Isle County, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res.
29) providing for survey of Little River, South Carolina—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. HARDWICK: A resolution (H. Res. 135) calling on the
Secretary of War for certain information—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEENERSON: A resolution (H. Res. 136) reguniring
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to report on a system of
labor insurance—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 137)
defining the word *‘ days’ when leave to print is granted by the
House—to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr, HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 138) providing for
an annual clerk to the Committee on the Territories—to the Com-
mittee on Accounts.

By Mr. KALANTIANAOLE: Memorial of the legislature of the
Territory of Hawaii, asking for the amendment of section 44 of
the act to provide a government for said Territory—to the Com-
mittee on the Territories.

Also, memorial of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii,
asking legislation for the deepening of Honolulu Harbor—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

~ Also, memorial of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii,
against legislation for retransporting of lepers to the island of
Molokai—to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, memorial from the legislature of Hawaii, asking for state-
hood—to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, memorial of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii,
asking for appropriation of $250,000 for benefit of department of
cducation in the said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of

tfihﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OUOWS:

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H. R.
9675) for the relief of the legal representatives of Joseph H. Mad-
dox, deceased, in lien of H. R. 2305—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9677) granting an increase of
pension to Samuel Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9678) granting an increase of pension to
Enoch French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5679) granting an increase of pension toJohn
W. Gaston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. '

Also, a bill (H. R. 9680) granting an increase of pension to Gil-
bert L. Eberhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9681) granting an increase of pension fo
George Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9682) granting
an increass of pension to Philip Loney—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to
Henry Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to
Anna L. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9385) granting an increase of pension to
John B. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 9686) granting an increase of pension to C. H,
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9687) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander S. Hempstead and giving him the rank of major from
July 30, 1864—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a hill (H. R. 9688) granting an increase of pension to A. C.
Pindell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also. a bill (H. R. 9680) for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell,
First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BAN : A bill (H. R. 9620) to carry into effect
the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of
Hardin P. Cochrane, Louisa Cochrane, and William &. Coch-
rane—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9601) for the relief of Thomas J. Naungher,
jr.. administrator of Thomas J. Naugher, deceased—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to James
O'Hagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

_Also. a bill (H. R. 9693) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam W. Wharton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9694) granting an increase of pension to
Mark N, Luce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pen-

sicrﬁyt.o Frank M. 5; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9696) granting an increase of pension to
Henry 8. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9697) granting an increase of pension to | Cla

Reuben Nightingale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 90698) granting a pension to John
J. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9699) granting a pension to W. J, Cleveland—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 9700) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R.9701) granting an increase of pension to T. B.
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9702) granting an increase of pension to Pat-
rick H. Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9703) granting an increase of
pension to Charles E. Tipton—fo the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9704) to authorize the President to appoint
Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke to the grade of Lientenant-General in
the United States Army and place him on the retired list—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 9705) to correct the muster
of Alvin F. Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

B{ Mr. BISHOP: A Lill (H. R. 9706) granting an honorable
discharge to John P, Webber—to the Committee on Military Af-

Also, a bill (H. R. 9707) granting a pension to Sarah A. Camp-
bell—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 9708) for the relief of the

field, of Fairmont, Marion County, W, Va.—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. 5

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 9732) for the relief of Ade-
laide E. Grant and Alice Adelaide Grant—to the Committee on

ims.
By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9733) granting an increase of
pension to Milo W, Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9734) granting an increase of pension to
Harrizon C. Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EMERICH: A bill (H. R. 9735) granting an increase of
pension to Harry Bachrach—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9736) to remove the charge of desertion
against Patrick Cassidy—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9737) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Electa E. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 8738) granting a pension to
Rebecca Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Wors-
ter—to the Committee on Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 9740) granting an increase of pension to
William W. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9741) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah E. Dale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 9742) for the re-
lief of John H. Fralick—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9743) to remove the charge of desertion from
the mihﬁtary record of Gilbert Moore—to the Committee on Mili-

AlTs. |

Also, a bill (H. R. 974!) granting an honorable discharge to

Charles J. Chatfield, jr.; deceased—to the Committee on Mﬂgjatary

heirs and legal representatives of those civilian employees of the | AfF

Government who were killed by the explosion of gunpowder and
18-inch shell at the United States naval magazine, Iona Island,
New York—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BURKE: A hill (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to
Louis De Witt—to the Commitiee on Pensions.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9710) granting an in-
Pcrease of pension to Henry Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 9711) for the relief of
H Arnold—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9712) granting an increase of
pension to Daniel Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9713) granting an increase of pension to
James W. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R, 9714) to ggy $110 attorney’s fces to A. Y.
Trogdon, of Paris, I11.—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 9715) %nm g a pension to
Mary Gembe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 9716) for the relief of Charles
E. ner & Co.—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R.9717) granting an increase of

nsion to Frederick R. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions,

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of Patrick
Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.9719) granting an increase of pension to Ellen
Darling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9720) granting a pension to Nehemiah
Gunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9721) granting a pension to Ashbell G. F.
Janes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, & bill (H. R. 9722) granting a pension to Robert Ken-
nish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 9723) to correct the military record of James
M. Brown—to the Committee on Mili Affairs.

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9724) ting an increase
:if pension to William O. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9725) granting an increase of pension to Al-
lison M. Munn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9726) granting a pension
to John McEliece—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9727) granting a pension to Palmetto Dod-
gon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 9728) to extend for ten years
from May 1, 1905, United States patent No. 381972, granted to
George W. Tooker—to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 9729) ting an increase of

sion_to Frank W. Fretwell—to the gmmtbee on Invalid

ons.
Also, a bill (H. R. 9780) granting a pension to Adam Minear—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions

Also, a bill (H. R. 9731) for the relief of Thornton A. Merri-

Aalrs.
. By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 9745) granting an in-
crease of pension to Ida J. Peixotto—to the Committee on Pen-

sions.

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9746)
James F. Mace—to the Committee on Inv.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9747)
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9748) gmtmg an increase of sion to
William A. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9749) for the relief of D. C. Cunningham—
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9750) to correct the military record of James
A. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 1

Also,a bill (H. R. 9751) to correct the military record of Thomas
McKee—to the Committes on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9752) for the relief of
Thomas E. Streeter—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah J. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 9754) for the relief of the First
Baptist Church, of Springfield, Mo.—to the Committee on War
Claims. ¢

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9755) granting an increase
of pension to N. B. Meade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9756) granting an increase of pension to Jesse
T. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, abill (H. R. 9757) granting an increase of pension to James
M. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9758) for the relief of the heirs of George
McGhehey for services rendered as mail contractor—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9759) for the relief of James H. Elgin—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bhill (H. R. 9760) granting a pension to
Mary Jane Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R, 9761) ting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam Nolan—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 9762) for the relief of Daniel F.
Shirk—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9763)
sion to Geor

Also, a bi
Geo

B
R.

nting a pensicn to
id Pensions.
ting a pension to Thomas L, Hol-

ting anincrease of pen-
Beckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
(H. R. 9764) granting an increase of pension to
Wi Ha%to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens.
. HOP. S: A bill (H. R. 9765) placing the name of J.
, of Salyersville, Ky., on the muster rolls of the United
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9766) grantingan increase of pension to John
J. McCoy;-ﬂfio(tém m;ttea OE Inivalid Pe‘naim}s. s

Also, a bi i . nting a pension to r Wheeler—
to the Committee on InvalairaaPens%ons. il

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 9768) granting anincrease of pen-
sion to Samuel E, Cormany—to the Committee on Invalid gesn-
sions, -
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9769) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Pershing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9770) for
the relief of the heirs of William Hunt, deceased—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9771) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Weaver—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9772) granting an increase of pension to Z. T.
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9773) granting an increase of pension to
Absolom Shiltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a’ bill (H. R. 9774) granting an increase of pension to
James M. Prince—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9775) granting an increase of

ion to Anna 8. Christopherson—to the Committee on Invalid

ons.

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Michael
B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonus non of John S. Ryan,
gi'ﬁfm’ or to his legal representative—to the Committee on War

1118,

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9777) granting
to the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, for park pur-
poses, certain portions of the Government reserve in said city—
to the Cemmittee on the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9778) granting a pension to Lauriston W.
Adkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 9779) granting an increase of
{:)ensi.on to Louisa Jane Simon—to the Committee on Invalid

€ns10ns, o

Also, a bill (H. R. 9780) for the relief of Robert Galbreath—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9781) for the relief of Silas Maggard—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 9782) to correct the military
record of L. L. Bedell, alias Latero Degroat—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension o Hugh
H. Poe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9784) granting an increase of pension to
Ransom B. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 9785) granting an increase of
pension to Philip Bessor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9786) granting an increase of pension to John
B. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 9787) granting an increase of

pension to William Bargy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9788) granting an increase of pension to | Cla

George W. Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. |

Also, a bill (H. R. 9789) granting an increase of pension to
Charles M. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 9790) granting a pension to Ada
L. nter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. |

Also, a bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Clay-
pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H: R. 9792) granting g pension to
Fanny Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 9793) toremove the charge

Also, a bill (H, R. 9804) granting an increase of pension to John
B. Oren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9805) granting an increase of pension to
Susan E. Armitage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 9808) to quiet the titles of certain lands in
the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of Eli
Ayers, deceased—to the Committee on Indian-Affairs,

y Mr. METCALF: Abill (H.R.9807) granting an increase of
pension to Hugh S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9808) for the relief of laborersand mechanics
injured, and the families of those killed, while employed at navy-
yards or naval stations, through negligence on the gart of other

rsons in the service of the United States—to the Committee on

aval Affairs.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9509) granting an in-
crease of pension to James E. Speake—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R, 9810) nting an increase of pension to
Martin V. B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9811) granting a pension to Felix Hendrick-
son—to the Committee on Invalid %‘ensiona.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9812) to increase ths

ngion of Henry N. McLane—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 9813) granting an increase of
pension to William Lukens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
Blons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9814) granting an increase of pension to
Ephraim M. Boltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9815) granting an increase of pension to
Ephraim O. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9816) granting an increase of pension to John
A. Walter—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9817) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9818) granting a pension to Lucetta C. Graf-
fins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Silas W. Rank—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 9820) granting an in-
(i)reaqe of pension to Vint Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions,

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 9321) for the relief of the
estate of William Johnson, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9822) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin
Bolton, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War

ims.
Also, a bill (H. R. 9823) to pension William R. Miller—to the
2 lwuel?ﬂﬁﬁpe%m%g«t) grantin William H

Also, a bi B a pension to Willi ayes—
£ £hi Casiitins on Favalld Pensions. 5

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9825) to
anthorize the President to appoint John J. Washburn assistant
quartermaster with rank of captain and to place him on the
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 9826) granting an increase of
pension to George H. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

of desertion against Edwin F. Vinton—to the Committee on Mili- | sions

Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. §794) granting an increase of pension to Rob-
ert F. MeCurdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr, LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 9795) for the relief of Jacob
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 98796) ting an increase
oPt pension to William Berkley—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 9797) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Thomas Langridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9798) granting an increase of pension to
Isaac W. Sherman—to thg Committgee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 9799) to remove charge of
desertion from military record of John Dorsey—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9800) to}my.'fames Caniff $5,000 for personal
injuries received in service of the United States—to the it-
tee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9801) granting a pension to Jane McNeil—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 9802) granting an increase
%f pension to Edwin K. Lamson—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9803) granting an increase of ion to
George Hutchings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By.Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9827) to carry into effect the
findings-of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Wil-
liam Viers Bouic, administrator of the estate of Elijah Thompson,

.deceased—to the Committee on War Claims

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9828) to remove the
charg: of desertion from the military record of Allen Nelson—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9829) granting an increase of pension to
Stephen J. Saddler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 9830) for the relief of the Metho-
dist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksville, Johnson County,
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9831) for the relief of certain Arkansas sol-
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R.9832) granting an increase of
pension to Edwin M. Alden—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
B10ns.

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R.9833) granting a pension to Adda
Tubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 9834) granting an increase of

ion to Elizabeth McL. Haughey—to the Committee on Inva-
'dnpeﬁmshm A Dbill (H. R. 9835) to pension Maggie E
: ; R n e E.
FltA . t:ncllgﬁt? ch%' Gommﬂsaﬁ ittee on Invalid Pr:mmi(.u:u;i1 i
s0, a bi 5 ) granting a sion to Henry T.
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pernmpu?is
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9837) to remove the charge of desertion
against Archibald Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9838) granting an
increase of pension to Charles H. Jasper—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9839) granting an increase of pension to J. A.
Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9840) granting a pension to Enoch Kessin-
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9841) granting a pension to Lloyd Clark—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a Bill (H. R. 9342) for the relief of David L. Terry—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9843) for the relief of James
Clark Smith—to the Committee on Claims:

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 9844) granting an
lncreafe of pension to James H. Parks—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 9845) granting a pension to
Celia Spitsnale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R, 9846) granting a pension to
Mary Kirk—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 9847) granting an in-
crease of pension to Julia Adele Bainbridge-Hoff—to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 9848) granting a pension to
Rebecca J. H. Rupe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9849) granting a pension to Martha J.
Grose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9850) to carry
into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of
the claim of Mrs. Harriett Miles—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9851) for the relief of William T. Ratliff,
administrator of the estate of Sarah G. Clark, deceased—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9852) for the relief of Harriett Miles—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9853) for the relief of E. L. Brien, adminis-
trator of estate of Ann Lum, deceased—to the Committee on War

11118,

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 9854) granting a pension
to Rosa Lee Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9855) granting an increase of pension to Al-
bert M. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9856) for the relief of E. C. Hatch—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9857) for the relief of Sophia M. Pettit—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9858) for the relief of Mary A. Coleman—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9859) for the relief of the heirs of Moses
Cunningham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9860) granting an increase of
pension to Augustus Colvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

gions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9861) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Horning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Yaw—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 9863) granting an increase of
pension to James M. Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 9864) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of Willett Pierce and grant
]f?'n an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 1

irs.
Also, a bill (H. R. 9865) granting an honorable discharge to
Dewitt C. Robbins—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following %eﬁtion.s and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany House bill granting
a pension to George Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill to grant an increase of pension
to Gilbert L. Everhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia
Maritime Exchange, favoring arbitration treaties between the
United States and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign

Affairs,
By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Thomas 'W. Alexander and 68
others, fishermen of Orrs Island, Maine, for legislation to prevent

the destruction of edible ocean fish by schools of dogfish, etc.—to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of Franklin Lodge, No. 628,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Columbus, Ohio, in favor
of bills H. R. 89 and 7040, to limit the meaning of the word ** con-
spiracy,” etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of J. M. Wells Post, No. 451, Grand Army of
the Republie, Department of Ohio, favoring passage of a service-
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Papers to accompany bill to carry into
effect the findings of the Court of Claims in claim of Hardin P,
Cochrane et al—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Thomas J.
Naungher—to the Committee on War Claims.

B{ Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime
Exchange, favoring arbitration treaties between United States
and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BISHOP: Resolution of N. H. Ferry Post, No. 8, Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, and Murray
Post, No. 168, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Mich-
igan, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Merchants
and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, indorsing pro-
posed post-check currency bill—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion of Milwaukee, favoring the reorganization of the consular
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Industrial and Mercantile
Association, indorsing the establishment of a naval training
station on the shores of Lake Michigan within the State of Wis-
consin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, ’

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Bates Post, No. 58, Grand
Army of the Republie, Department of Maine, favoring passage of
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Western Retail
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, suggesting an amend-
ment to Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for the relief
of Henry Arnold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. I

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Sons of Herman and 101
similar associations of German-Americans, protesting against the
enactment of legislation to subject articles of commerce in the
original packages to State sumptuary legislation—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary. '

Also, petition of A. Y. Trogdon, of Paris, I1l., for payment of
certain pension claims—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, petition and statement asking for an increase of pension.
to James W. Hudson; also, petition asking for an increase of
pension to Daniel Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of A. L. Schaffer, remonstrating against legisla-
tion for establishing ?)agm'cela post—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, memorial of the State Federation of Labor of California,
praying that the people of Colorado may be granted the protection
of the Federal Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic
Post, No. 457, Cozgon, Iowa; Grand Army of the Republic Post,
No. 467, Liscomb, Iowa; Grand Army of the Republic Post, No.
261, Dysart, Iowa; Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 18,
Clarence, Iowa, and Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 386,
Reinbeck, Iowa, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committea
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolutions of J. G. Safley Post, No. 125, Grand Army of
the Republic, Department of Iowa; Dennison Post, No, 244, Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of Towa, and West Branch
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, favorin
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invali
Pensions,

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Clement Brown and other resi-
dents of the District of Columbia, protesting against a railroad on
M street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Greenleaf Post, No. 134, Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, urging the passage
of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of the National Military
Home, Kansas, in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 7873, granti
pensions to officers and enlisted men of the military and naw.
service of the United States, ete.—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, resolution of certain settlers of the Indian Pasture Re-
serve No. 8, Comanche County, Okla., asking for the opening of
the lands within said pasture to settlement under the homestead
laws—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.
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By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Thornton A. Merrifield, for an
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Philadelphia Maritime Ex-
change, favoring arbitration treaties between the United States
and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolutionsof A. E. Welch Post,
Grand Army of the Republic, Red Wing, Minn,, and resolutions
of McKinley Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Cannon Falls,
Minn., urging passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of independent tobacco manufac-
turers, against bills H. R. 6 and 97, relating to tobacco—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Resolution of Knowlton Post, No. 160,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York. favor-
ing passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, petition of Cary W. Miner Post, Grand Army of the Re-
public, Department of New York, and petition of citizens of
Georgetown, N. Y., urging passage of service-pension bill—to the
Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of cifizens of North Manlius, N. Y., demanding
?{ padrcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

Oads.,

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to
Elccta E. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, resolutions of 1. W, Earll Post, of Colley, Wis., Grand | gesti

Army of the Republic, urging passage of service-pension bill—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8354, grant-
ilz,lg a pension to Mary A. Sands—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of the citizens of Moscow, Idaho,
and of citizens of Bonners Ferry, Idaho, against the parcels-post
bill—to the Committee on the P ce and Post-Roads.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Somonauk, Ill., in
opposition to parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

Also, affidavits to accompany bill granting an increase of pen-
gion to Sarah E. Dale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Rebecca | M

Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
to William W. Newton—to t:he;3 Sogmlnweg?% Invalid Pensions.

Also, to accom . B , granting an in-
crease ol;agg?;don to Hﬁ% Cozine—to the Comm% on In-
g bill H. R. 6592, granting an i £

, paper to accompany . R. 6592, granting an increase o
peﬁion to Sarah C. Wilson—to btilllle go%lm;gstge on Iu:;aﬁlid Pensions.
S0, paper to accompany . B, , granting a pension

to Ellen A. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Lizzie M.
‘Worster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of Tom Talbot Post, No.
143, Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerset, Ohio, and of R.
Marshall Post, No. 684, of South Perry, Ohio, in favor of the pas-
sage of a service-pension law—to thar%ommttee on Invalid Pen-
Bl1Ons.

Also, resolutions of Interlake Yachting Association of Ohio, in
favor of establishment of a naval training station on Lake Erie—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr.GUDGER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
James A. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutionsof Carter Post, No. 96, Grand
Army of the Republic, Union, Mich., favoringPpaasage of a serv-
ice pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Universalist Church, Wood-
stock, Vt., asking the ge of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of C. L. Alexander and others
of Evansyille, Ind.,
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of Boon Post, No. 202, Grand Army of the
Republic, Department of Indiana, and A. O. Buchanan Post, No.
26, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, favor-
iI];lg passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce, Coos
Bay, Oreg., for survey and estimate for enlarged project for im-
proved navigation at entrance and inner bay—to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Resolutions of Kilpatrick Post, Grand
Army of the Republic, No. 189, of Goshen, Ohio; Carr B. White
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 232, Georgetown, Ohio;
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against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the | d

John M, Barrere Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 203,
Hillsboro, Ohio; L. W. Frazier Post, Grand Army of the Repub-
lic, No. 271, Bethel, Ohio; Lewis Post, Grand Army of the Re-
public, No, 347, of Xenia, Ohio, and Zeno H. Scott Post, Grand
Army of the Republic, No. 479, Moscow, Ohio, urging passage of
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of Captain A. F. Knight Post, No.
460, Girand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, favori
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commities on Invanﬁﬁ
Pensions.

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of merchants and business men of
Rico, Dolores Connty, Colo., against the passage of the parcels-
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of Post No. 85, Grand Army of the Republie,
Department of Colorado and Wyoming, and of Post No. 106,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Colorado and Wyo-
ming, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Resolution of Chamber of Com-
merce, Honolulu, Hawaii, asking that foreign vessels be permitted
to carry passengers to and from Honolulu and Pacific coast—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, pefition of Builders and Traders’ Exchange of Honolulu,
Hawaii, for dredging Honoluln Harbor, a breakwater at Hilo,
ete.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of the Bar Association of Honolulu, Hawaii, sug-

ing an amendment to the act &roviding a government for the

Territory of Hawaii, increasing the number of justices for the

iuu?;ierme court from three to five—to the Committee on Insular
8.

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce, Honolulu, Hawaii,
against passage of Senate bill 289—to the Committee on Insular

alrs.

By Mr. ENAPP: Papers to accompany House bill to increase
the sion of George W, Blanc —to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen-
sion to William Bargy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of citizens of Greenup County, Ky.,
in support of bill H, R. 3574—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,
By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Phil Kearny Post, Grand Army
of the Republic, Oskaloosa, Iowa; Townsend Post. Grand Army of
the Republic, Bloomfield, Iowa; What Cheer Post, Grand Army
of the Republic, What Cheer, Iowa: and Eldon Post, Grand Army
of the Republic, Eldon, Iowa, favoring passage of service-pension
bilé—]t}g t%itt;: on Invalid Pensiogfl.l

v Mr. : Papers to accompany bill granting an increase
of pension to William Berkley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
Sions.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Harry Lee Post, No. 21; of
Mansfield Post, No. 35, and of Abel Smith-First Long Island Post,
No. 435, of Brooklyn, N. Y., Grand Army of the blie, favor-
ing the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Boston Chamber of Commerce, in
favor of continuing the rebate of duty on bituminous coal—to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of Sully Post,
No. 10, Grand Army of the Republic, Blue Earth, Minn., favor-
ing passage of & service-pension bill—fo the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. :

Also, letter of Prof. Harry Snyder, of the University of Minne-
sota, and an article on the work of the Division of Soils of the
Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. .

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of W, H. Cox and other citi-
zens and business men of Fairmount, N, Dak., in opposition to
the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads. :

Also, petition of pastors of Presbyterian, Baptist, and Metho-
ist Epi churches of Langdon, N, Dak., for investigation of
charges against Senator SMoor; in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bills
and the McCumber bill; in favor of the Gillett bill, the Allen bill,
and for amendment of Lewis and Clark Exposition bill—to the

ittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of the citizens of Spearfish, 8. Dak.,
in favor of the McCumber bill and the Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill granting .
an increase of pension to James E. Speaks—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of heirs of Caroline Hin-
yard, praying reference of war claim to Court of Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims,
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Also, papers to accompany a bill to increase the pension of
Henry N. McLane, of Maryville, Tenn.—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill to pension Wil-
liam Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of William John-
son—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Benjamin
Bolton—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of Julia Gailey, heir, praying reference of claim
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of W. 8. Fogg, praying reference of claim of
the estate of D. C. Kimbrongh, deceased, to Court of Claims—to
the Committee on War Claims. :

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex-
change, favoring arbitration treaties between United States and
foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Petition of Charles K. Fulton and |
others, asking for removal of charge of desertion in case of Allen
G. Nelson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Stephen J. Saddler, asking for an increase of

1sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Rockport, Ill., protest-
ing against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-

ce and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ROBB: Petitionof J. H. Renfroe and 39 other citizens
of Fredericktown, Mo., against the army canteen and sale of
lignor in Government buildings, ete.—to the Committee on Alco-
holic Liquor Traffie, |

By Mr. ROBERTS: Papers to accompany House bill granting |
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Alden—to the Committee on |
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of W.T. Fo-ter and 68
other citizens of Kendallyille, Ind., in opposition to the parcels- |
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RYAN: Memorial of independent tobacco manufactur- |
ers, against passage of bills H. R. 6 and 97, amending section 3394 |
of the Revised Statutes, relating to tobacco—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New
York, urging a continnance of the improvement of the channels
in the harbor of the Brooklyn water front—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolutions of the Grain Dealers’ National Association,
relative to the inspection of grain at terminal points by the Gov-
ernment—to the Committee on Interstate and Forecign erce,

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: Petition of citizens of Little River,
8. C., for a survey of Little River—to the Committee on Rivers |
and Harbors.

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of the Western Retail Implement
and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, against passage of Senate bill
1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the (Grain Dealers’ National Association,
against the supervision of inspection of grain at terminal mar-
kets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill grant-
ing a pension to James A, Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Charles H.
Jasper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Lloyd
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of David L. Terry—
to the Committee on War glmms

Also, papers granting an increase of pension to Peter P. Rob-
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1848—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R, 7507—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensiog%n 4 S :

Also, petition of Eliza Ferguson, asking for an increase of pen-
sion—topﬁlt: Committee on Invalid Pensions. e

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of A Linnabary Post, No. 621;
Hiram Loudon Post, No. 155; Theodore G. Marchant Post, No.
683, and Weiser Post. No. 83, Grand Army of the Republic, De-
partment of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of Celia Spitsnale, of Dupont, Ohio, asking for a
pension—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. y

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Lyle, Minn., and of
citizens of Mower County, Minn., against the passage of the par-
w bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

8-

Also, memorial of residents of Lake City, Minn., for the per-
manent improvement of the upper Mississippi River between

St. Anthonys Falls and the mbuth of the Ohio River—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of J. B. Harve
and others, favoring the improvement of Swift Creek, No:
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Irene E. Johnson, administratrix of the estate of Leo L. Johnson,
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. WADE: Petitions of members of the German Methodist
Episcopal Church of Victor, Iowa.and of the Baptist Young Peo-
ple’s Union of Clinton, Iowa, in favor of the McCumber and
Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of Templeton committee and Santa
Margarita committee, of Templeton and Santa Margarita, Cal.,
requesting an examination of Nacimiento and other sites for a
permanent military camp on the Pacific coast—to the Committee

| on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accmrganv bill H. R. 3538, granting an increase
;‘.E)’f pension to Capt. R. H. McIlroy—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions.

SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, January 13, 190}.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EpwArRD EVERETT HALE.

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

Thc?d PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
proved.

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in
response to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement of build-
ings rented for the use of the several bureaus under the Depart-
ment of the Interior in the District of Columbia and the States
and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds, 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 passed
a bill (H. R. 9866) making appropriations for clearing the Poto-
mac River of ice, and for the removal of snow and ice in the
gstr;ict of Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence of the

nate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the Turn
Verein of Grand Rapids; of the Schwaben Verein of Grand
Rapids; of the Germania Aid Society, of Grand Rapids, and of the
Germania Club, of Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan; of the
German-American Executive Board of the German-American
Alliance of Ohio; of Lodge No. 27, of Marion; of the German
Sick Relief Society, of Youngstown; of Lodge No. 41, of Newark;
of the Goethe , of Youngstown; of the German Benevolent
Society, of Newark; of the German Beneficial Society, of Ports-
mouth; of the Singing Society of Chillicothe; of Lodge No. 18, of
Tiffin; of the Maennerchor of Youngstown; of the Kesser Benevo-
lent Association, of Toledo; of the Beneficial Society of Spring-
field, and of the Arbeiter Saengerbund, of Toledo, all in the State
of Ohio; of Lodge No. 113, of St. Killian; of the Harmonic Club of
Appleton; of the Germania Maennerchor, of Fond du Lac; of the -
German Soldier Aid Society, of La Crosse; of the Frohsinn Singing
Society,of La Crosse; of the German Veteran Society,of Green Bay,
all in the State of Wisconsin; of the St. John’s Society, of Albany;
of Victoria Lodge, No. 455, of Albany; of the Maenner Quartette
Singing Society, of Albany; of the German Young Men’s Catholic
Union, of Albany; of CourtSchiller Lodge, No. 373, of Troy; of the
German-American Society of Rochester; of the Turn Verein of
Troy; of the St. Anthony Society of Albany; of the Deutscher Bund
of Utica; of the Caecilia Singing Society, of Albany; of the German
Benevolent Society, of Clarkstown; of the German Legal Aid As-
sociation, of Brooklyn; of the Baden Sick Aid Association, of Utica;
of the German Veteran Society, of Troy; of the Rhein Preussen
Benevolent Association, of Buffalo; of the John Hahn Mannie
Order, of Utica; of Lodge No. 15, of Albany; of the Badischer
Volks Verein, of Albany; of the Singing Society, Saengerbund
Harmonia, of Albany; of Lodge No. 1778, of Buffalo; of the
Deutscher Soldaten Bund, of Buffalo; of the Maennerchor of
Buffalo; of the German-American Benevolent Society, of Buffalo;
of the Swiss Maennerchor, of Rochester; of the Bavarien Saenger-
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