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- Now, what is the real issue before us? 'What changes will be
made in our tariff relations with Cuba when this treaty goes into
operation? When we get right down to the kernel in the nut,
there is no'Lhmguthat will occur, except simply this: We will ship
W into Cuba cheaper than any other country can ship their

there; and so we enjoy an advantage which no other
country can enjoy. In the course of time we shall get Cuba’s
trade. And, Mr. President, Cuba likewise will ship her goods
into our country more cheaply than any other country can ship
its goodshere. They are simpl r::nlgmm.l relations, or, as I say,
benefits. We get certain benefits the people of Cuba get cer-
tain benefits.

"To tell you the truth, Mr. President, I should be glad to see the
United States have the trade of Cuba and that of all the Central
and South American republics. I want to live to see the day
when our trade relations with the South American and Central
American republics and Cuba shall be closer and when we shall
do more business with them than we now do. It is mortifying to
me to read the statistics of our exports and imports and to see the
business that Germany and Great Britain do with those republics
and with Cuba. .

So far as the resolution of my friend from Nevada [Mr. New-
LANDs] is concerned, I have just a word to say, and then I shall
be throngh.

Mr. President, I am not in favor of any resolution inviting Cuba
to come to us, but I do say that I see no harm in the resolution of
the Senator from Nevada. He simply proposes, in a kind and
friendly way, to invite the people of Cuba to come and join us as
a State of this Union. So far as that is concerned, I do not favor
any action on it, but I see no harm in it. The criticisms which
have been made against the resolution I do not believe are just.

I sincerely hope, Mr. President, that the time will come when

we shall have something to say of a friendly nature in regard to.

our neighbors, the Sonth American and Central American repub-
lics, including Colombia.

I do not believe that any injury to any of the great industries
of our country will flow from the passage of this bill. I believe
that in the future great benefits will accrue to my State and to
her gister States, that such benefits will accrue to Louisiana, to
Mississippi, and to North Carolina, as well as to Massachusetts
and to Maine and to every other State in this t Union.

Believing this to be for the best interests of the American Re-
publie, to be rig'ht in principle and morals, and to be for the best
advancement of the people of Cuba, I feel it my duty as a Senator
to vote in favor of this measure.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr, CULLOM. Mr. President, I suppose, as this is Saturda
evening, no other Senator desires to at this hour. If not,
mov;ntint the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive

business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December

14, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 1903,
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY.

I. Wik . Buchanan, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama, to
fill an origimf VAcancy.

ASSISTANT TREASURER.

Thomas J. Akins, of Missouri, to be assistant treasurer of the
United States at St. Louis, Mo., to succeed Bernard G. Farrar,
whose term of office will expire by limitation December 22, 1903.

*  COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

Edward E. Butler, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal rev-
enue for the second district of Tennessee, to succeed Alonzo J,
Tyler, resigned.

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS,

Fred W. Wight, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the
djstri(;t of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine. (Reappoint-
ment.

CONFIRMATIONS.

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 1903.
POSTMASTERS.
GEORGIA.

Richard W. Tindall to be postmaster atJesup, in the county
of Wayne and State of Georgia.

U.S. GOVERNMENT

AUTHENTICATED
INFORMATION
GPO

MAINE.

Sidney G, Haley to be postmaster at Phillips, in the county of

li'x('a.}nkli‘_'z‘lr aid State of l%:ine. " 3y d
uy W. McAlister to ter at Buc rt, in the coun
of Hancock and State of Mmpqst:ms i 4
NEW HAMPSHIRE.

John H. Bartlett to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire.

Charles Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of
Grafton and State of New Hampshire.

Natt. F. Roberts to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county
of Strafford and State of New Hampshire.

KEW JERSEY.
George W. Cooper to be postmaster at Somerville, in the county
of Somerset and State of

H R. Tatem to be ew.lt?er:ey.(bmngsw
enry R. Ta: at i ood, in the coun
of Camden and State of New Jersey. px
PENNEYLVANIA.
William F. Heidenreich to be postmaster at Sheridanville, in
the county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania.

SENATE.

MoxpayY, December 14, 1903,

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington.

Mr. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, a Senator from the State of Indiana;
Mr. EpwArp W. CARMACK, a Senator from the State of Tennessee,
and Mr. WiLLIAM J. STONE, a Senator from the State of Missouri,
ap in their seats to-day.

e Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.
CAPT. JOSEPH M. SIMMS,

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Cal-
endar the bill (8. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain,
United States Revenue-Cuiter Service (retired). A similar bill
passed the Senate in the last Congress unanimonsly, and it will
take only a moment. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the
Senate for its information.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That Capt. Joseph M. S: ni
Cutter Saﬂi% (reﬂredné:ﬂ hn?iilg begn mm%‘gortﬁéﬁhmgﬁ
public service and wounds received in the United States service, as appears
upon the publie records of the yolunteer service of the Army and Navy and
of the Revenue-Cutter Service," shall receive the full mirg pay
of his said rank.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the hill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Thebill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Spanish Claims Commission, trans-
mitting, in response to & resolution of the 9th instant, copies of
the announcements of the Commission on April 28, 1903, of the
principles governing their action in making decisions upon de-
murrers, together with copies of various opinions delivered rela-
tive to such announcements; which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and |
& to be printed.

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLATMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court
in the cause of the Baptist Church of Tullahoma, Tenn., v. The
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chi-
cago, I1l., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio,
remonstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity
treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hogeaton, i1
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against
Hon. REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections,

Mr. SCOTT presented a ‘Petitit)n of the congregations of the
Christian Church of West Virginia, ying for an investigation
of the chargesmade and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, & Senator
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.
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Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor
Society of the Second Presbyterian Church of Baltimore, Md.,
raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against
glon. REED Sxo00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was
referred to the Committee on Privil and Elections.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Whitefield, N. H., praying for an in-
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED
SxooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Southwestern Grain and
Flonr Jou of Wichita, Kans., praying for the enactment of
legislation to enlarge the powersof the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce,

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Reformed
Church oF Whitewater; of the congregation of the Methodist
Episcopal Church of Whitewater; of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Whitewater; of the congregation of the
Zion Lutheran Church, of Whitewater; of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Lecompton; of the Woman’s Missionary
Society of Iola; of sundry citizens of Burlingame and Reeder;
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Osage City,
and of the congregation of the United Brethren Church of Ottawa,
all in the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Sx00T, a Senator from
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (8. 1790)
for the relief of Simon Regnier; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill (8.
1793) for the relief of John C. Brown; which were referred to the
Committee on Claims.

He also presented a paper signed by sundry citizens of Anthony
and Harper counties, Kans., to accompany the bill (8. 1802)
granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Couch; which was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented papers and affidavits to accompany
the bill (S. 1801) granting a pension to Mary J. Haas; which were
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented the affidavit of David Bennett, of Fort Dodge,
Kans., praying that he be granted an increase of ion; which,
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on
Pensions to accompany the bill (8. 1806) granting an increase of
pension to David Bennett.

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (8. 1796)
granting an increase of pension to Matthew Woodworth; which
were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a paper signed by sundry citizens of Belle
Plaine. Kans.. to accompany the bill (8. 2267) granting a pension to
Ruth E. Wright; which wasreferred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also presented the affidavit of John M. Morgan, of Baldwin,
EKans., praying that he be granted an increase of pension; which
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the
bill (8. 1792) granting an increase of pension to John M. Morgan.

Mr. CULBERSON presented a pefition of the congregation of
the Tabernacle Methodist Episco
praying for the enactment of legislation toregulate the interstate
transportation of intoxicating liguors; which was referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented petitions of the congregations of
the Methodist Episcopal, Christian, Presbyterian, and Baptist
churches, all of De Land, in the State of Florida, praying for an
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED
Saoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Missionary Society of the
Merriam Park Presbyterian Church, of St. Paul, Minn.. praying
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon,
ReeD SMo00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to
increase the American merchant marine; which was referred to
the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Detroit, Grand
Haven, Elk Rapids, and Whitewater, of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Hopkins, all in the State of Michigan, and
of the Woman’s Presbyterian Society for Home Missions of the
District of Columbia, praying for an investigation of the char
made and filed ageinst Hon. REED Sy00T, & Senator from the
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections.

iir. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of
Louisville, Ky., praying for an investigation of the charges made

Church, of Houston, Tex.,,

and filed against Hon. REED S:M00T, a Senator from the State of
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections. !

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the legislature of Wy-
oming, relative to the extension for a period of ten years the
time within which desert lands may be segregated: which was
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be
printed in the RECORD, as follows:

The State of Wyoming. Office of the secretary of state. Unifed States of

America, State of Wyoming, as:

1, Fenimore Chatterton, secretary of state, of the State of Wyoming, do
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared witﬁo the origi-
nal house joint memorial No. 1, and is a full, true, and correct copy of same

and of the whole thereof.
In test-i.mon{ewhereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great

seal of the State of Wyoming.
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 21st day of Feb . AL D, 1008,
[sEAL.] FENIMORE UHATTERTON,

Secretary of State.

House joint memorial No. 1, memorializing the Congress of the United
States to extend for a period of ten years the time within which desert
lands may be selected and segregated under the oparation of section 4.

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurving):

Whereas under the operation of section 4 of an act making appropriation

for sundry civil expenses of Government for the fiscal year ending June
1835, nndr¥or other purposes, :ggmvud August 18, 1804, to &
donations, and amended by of Congress approved June 11, 1556, and
March 8, 16801, there has been segregated in the State of Wyoming 202,150.78
acres; an

ereas great interest isnow being taken in the reclamation of desert lands

Wh
in this State; and
Whereas under present conditions the most feasible method of reclamation

of dezert lands is by the system under act; &
Whereas under meﬂrovmcns of thisact the od of time for the selection
and segregation of lands will expire Au: 18, 1904: Now, therefore, beit
Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby requested to ex-
tend the time within which such lands may be selected and segregated fora
jiod of ten years from August 18, 184; and be it further
Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent to each of*the Con-
gressional del tions from this State, with request that they urge such
measure upon the attention of Congress.
C. A. GUERNBEY,
President of the Senate,
J. B. ATHERLY,
Speaker of the House,

D F. RICHARDS, Governor.

Mr. WETMORE presented pstitions of the congregation of the
Embury Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cenfral Falls; of the
congregation of the First Baptist Church of Newport; of the con-
gregation of the Baptist Church of Providence, and of the Wood-
ville Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of North Providence,
all in the State of Rhode Island, praying for an investigation of
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a Senator
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections,

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the congregation of the
United Presbyterian Church of Minden, Nebr., and a petition of
sundry citizens of Fairmont, Nebr., praying for an investigation
of the charges made and filed against Hon, REED SymooT, a Sena-
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. BATE presented petitions of the congregation of the First
Methodist Episcopal Church of Knoxville: of the congregation
of the Shannondale Church, of Beverly: of the congregation of
the Disciples of Christ Church and People’s Tabernacle, of Knox-
ville; of the Missionary Society of the gell Avenue Presbyterian
Church, of Knoxville; of the Children’s Mission Home of Knox-
ville, and of the Florence Crittenton Home Board of Knoxville,
all in the State of Tennessee, praying for an investigation of the
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SyooT, a Senator from
the State of Utah; which were referred fo the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

Mr. DOLLIVER %mnted a petition of the congregation of the
German Methodist Episcopal Church of Victor, Iowa, praying for
the enactment of legislation to regulate theinterstate transporta-
tion of intoxicating lignors; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Presby-
terian Church of Mediapolis, the Methoaist Episcopal Charch of
Mediapolis, the Swedish Evangelical Lutheran Church of Medi-
apolis, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fairfield, the United
Presbyterian Church of Davenport, the Presbyterian Church of
Kossath, the S2cond Presbyterian Church of Davenport, the First
Presbyterian Church of Davenport, the Home and Foreign Mis-
sion of the Presbyterian Church of Fairficld, and of sundry citi-
zens of Washington, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an in-
vestigation of the ch made and filed against Hon. REED
Sx00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of the mayor and city
council of Pocatello, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion relative to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation}
which was referred to the Committee onr Public Lands.

Approved February 21, 1903.
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Mr. ALGER presented sundry papers to accompany the bill
(8. 2279) granting an increase of pension to Thomas %Vx]lla.ms,
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (8. 2281)
granting an increase of pension to Anthony Walich; which were
referrego to the ngm:tﬁge on Penmtc())ns the Bill (8.1

He also presented sundry papers o accompany the bi 395)
granting a pension to Mary McGilvary; which were referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Trades League of
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation to extend the scope of theact for the suppression of lottery

ferred the bill (8. 1705) granting a pension to Esther G. Wharton,
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the

bill (8. 1772) granting an increase of pension to Louise K. Bard,
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

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

A bill (8. 172) granting a pension to Elizabeth McClaren;

A bill (8. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; ]

A bill (8. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. Burbank;

A Dbill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M,

traffic, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices | Cushman

and Post-Roads.

A bill '(S. 473) granting an increase of pension to Byron D.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 69, Iron Molders’ | Babcock

Union, of Middletown, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-
called eight-hour bill and the anti-injunction bill; which
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Reformed
Presbyterian Church of Parnassus; of the Young Men's Chris-
tian Association of New Kensington; of the Woman’s Club of
Media; of sundry citizens of Gravity; of the congregation of the
Trinity Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Leﬁnon:
‘Woman's Home Misaiunarﬁs‘)ciety of the Presbyterian Church of
Allentown; of the Central Methodist Episcopal Church, of Phila-
delphia; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of New Hol-
land; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Wyoming;
of the con tion of the Baptist Church of Mehoopany; of the
congregation of the United Brethren Church of Lebanon; of
the co: tion of the Church of Intercession, of Philadelphia;
of the Clay Public School, of Williamsport; of the Young Peo-
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Lebanon; of the congrega-
tion of St. Mark’s Reformed Church, of Lebanon; of the Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union of Lawrence County; of the con-

gregation of the Park Avenue Baptist Church, of Scranton; of | Le

the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Media; of the
‘Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oil City; of sundry
citizens of Slippery Rock; of the Woman’s istian Temper-
ance Union of Delaware County; of the Epworth League of

0CK;
A bill (8. 549) granting an increase of pension to Stephen
Thomas;
A bill (8. 798) granting an increase of pension to James A,
Tem;‘:}eton;
A bill (8. 1259) granting an increase of pension to John M.

Stan{a.n;
A % (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E.

of the | Ba

rnard;
Be}]}:l bill (8. 190) granting an increase of pension to Charles H.

, A Dbill (8. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey;
A bill (8. 112) granting an increase of pension to Henry Q.
Hammond;
A bill (8. 1819) granting a pension to Charles P. Skinner;
A bill (8. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Holt;
A bill (S, 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas

A Dill (S. 484) granting a pension to Nancy Marsh; and
A bill (8. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P,

wis.
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the foIlovI‘itgg bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submi reports thereon:

A bill (8. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F.

Worthington; of the congregation of St. Luke’s Reformed | Chase

Church, of Kittanning; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis-
copal Church of Greenfield; of the Christian Endeavor Society
of the Presbyterian Church of Burgettstown; of sundry citizens
of Starrucca; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal

Church of Coudersport; of sundry citizens of Zelienople; of the con-

gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Mount Carmel; of
gundry citizens of Evans City; of the congregations of the Meth-
odist Episcopal and Presbyterian churches of Nicholson; of sundry
citizens of McKeesport; of the congregation of the Central Presby-
terian Church, of Erie; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of Lancaster, and of the congregation of the United Presby-
terian Church of Muddy Creek Forks, all in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed
against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah;
which were referred to the Committee on Privilegesand Elections.
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Mis-
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Columbus,
Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed
i Hon, REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah;

which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.
He also presented memorials of Goethe Lodge, No. 4, Order of
Sons of Hermann, of Stamford, Conn.; of Copernicus Conclave,
No. 21, Order of Seven Wise Men; of Ascher onie; of Ale-

mania Singing Society; of Kutschen nnd Wagenbauer Unter-
stiitzungs Verein; of Concordia Gesang Verein; of the Hermann
Unterstit Bund, and of the German Beneficial Union, Dis-

trict No. 165, all of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania,
remonstrating against the enactment of legi :

the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

HART FARM SCHOOL.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present some papers re-
lating to the Hart Farm School that are of interest to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia. I move that they be printed
as a document and referred to that committee.

The motion was agreed to.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr, BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 137) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly, re-
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 808) granting an increase of pension to John B, Carter,

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.
. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-

tion to regulate | Cas

A bill (S. 1918) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E.
Harrison;

n!
A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts;
A bill (8. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve;
A bill (8. 12) granting an increase of pemsion to Francis E.

% bill (8. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber;
an
PA bill (8. 14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M.,

erTy.

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

R_Ahbill (8. 339) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H.

ic n;

A bill (8. 338) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt;

and

A bill (8. 847) granting a pension to John L. Beveridge.

* Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 1832) granting an increase of
pension to George W. Herron, reported it with amendments, and
submitted a report thereon.

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

A bill (8.1402) granting an increase of pension to William Panul;
A bill (8. 2125) granting an increase of pemsion to Marcus T.

Well]
A bill (8. 959) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C.

Ty
HA bill (8. 1491) granting an increase of pension to James A.
oover;
A bill (8.200) granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy;
A bill (8. 578) granting an increase of pension to John Bulla-

more;
A Dbill (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton C,
‘Watson; and

A bill (8. 215) granting a ion to Mary D. .
Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom

were referred the foi]owing bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 458) granting an increase of pension to Charles Beattie;

A bill (8. 589) granting an increase of pension to George W.
MecMullen;

A bill (8. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8.
Kingsley;
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A bill (8. 586) granting a pension to Annie H, Zoll;

A bill (8. 929) granting an increase of pension to Charles Stermer;
P'A bill (8. 456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J.

ierce;

A bill (8. 744) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas-

coigne; -
Bpﬁhbm (?i 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W.

T, an
o A bill (8. 1429) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C.

uin.

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

A bill (8. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mon-

B%]Bitlil (S. 1437) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E.
aLard;
7 A};Eiu (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William W.
ackson;
A bill (8. 451) granting an increase of pension to William T.

mant;

A Dbill (S. 930) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand
Wiedemann;

A bill (8. 937) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph Sieb-

BAI bill (8. 452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W.
ullock;

A bill (8. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson; and

A bill (S. 587) granting an increase of pension to Anson P.
Williamson. _

Mr. PATTERSON. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the followti:;ﬁ bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submi reports thereon: >

_A Dbill (8. 821) granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den-

nison; :
5 Adbill (8. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep-
s

A bill (8. 78) granting a pension to E. C. Curtis; and

Wﬁ bill (8. 868) granting an increase of pension to Charles M.
COX.

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 65) granting an increase of pension to
Charles R. Allen, reported it with an amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. Rich-
?;dson. reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report

ereon. .

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, o whom
was referred the bill (S, 270) authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton
and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad,
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or
near the city of Yankton, 8. Dak., reported it with amendments,
and submitted a report thereon.

REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SBCHOOLS.

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing,
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan-
imous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to El'int., from stereotype plates, with illustrations, 1,000 additional
copies of the report of the Superintendent of Indian Schools for 1908, for the
use of the Commissioner of Affairs,

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION,

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing,
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted b
Mr. DILLINGHAM on the 9th instant, reported it without amend-
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed
to, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be printed, in paper covers, at the Government Printing Office, 5,500 addi-
tional copies of annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immi-
mtmn or the year ended June 30, 1903, with illustrations, of which 1,000

11 be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the Honse of Repre-
sentatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of
Immigration for distribution.

COLUMBIAN UNIVERSITY, WASHINGTON, D. O.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1496)
supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the
Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, and the acts
amendatory thereof, to report it favorably without amendment,
and submit a report thereon. As it is extremely important that
this bill be passed at an early day, I ask for its present consider-

ation.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the
Senate for its information.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the act to incorporate the Columbian College, in
the District of Columbia, approved Fe 9, 1821, and the amendatory act
approved March 18, 1895, be, and the same are hereby, amended by rep=aling
and striking out of the said charter the following words in lines 20 in
section 1 of the said amendatory act of March 18, 1898, namely, " Two-thirds
of said trustees, and also the L&remdent of the university, shall be members of

Baptist churches: t is to say, members of churches of that de-
nominationof Protestant Christiansnow usually known and recognized under
the name of the regular Baptist denomination.”

8EC. 2. That section 13 of the original charter of Fabruary 9, 1821, which
E‘mvldes “That persons of eve igious denomination ah:{l be capable of

eing elected trustees; nor shall any person, either as president, professor,
tutor, or pupil, be refused admittance into said college, or denied any of the
pri immunities, or advantages thereof, for or on account of his senti-
ments on mattersof religion,” be, and the same is hereby, reenacted and shall
be hereafter in full foree as a part of said charter.

8Ec. 8. That power is hereby given to the board of trustees of said uni-
versity to change the name of said university at any regular meeting byha
vote of not less than two-thirds of the total number of members of the
board, as prescribed by the charter. That upon such action being takena
certificate, under the seal of the university, stating the name adopted and
the date when the name shall go into effect, not less than thirty days nor
more than six months from the date of its ado&)tlonhtogether with tgg fact
that said name has been adopted by said board, as herein prescribad, shall
be filed in the office of the recorder of deeds, and thereupon, upon the date
specified for the name to go into effect, the university s?uall be known and
%ﬂﬂtﬂi by the name ado] and by said new name the said urivarsity

1l be vested with and convey its estate, hold, control, and administer
endowments and gifts of money and prope
for the maintenance of its educational work and do and perform all acts
which it now has the power to do under its said charter. Buch change of
name shall not in any other way change, affoc&or modify in any de, the
rights, privileges, obligations, and powers of the said university under the
charter of February 9, 1821, and the amendatory acts thereto.

Sno. i That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent-with thisact are hereby
repeale

The PRESIDENT Eo tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? .

Mr. HALE. DMr. President, one moment. There was so much
confusion in the Chamber that though I tried to listen I did not
get the wholescope of the bill. AsTI understand it from the read-
ing, it removes the so-called sectarian feature of the institution,
which I suppose was established under the auspices and patron-
age of the Baptist Church, and makes it a purely nonsectarian
college. I so understood from the reading, and I ask the Senator
if that is true?

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator
from Maine that four or five years ago the charter of this institu-
tion was amended, making it a sectarian institution. They now
ask that that shall be repealed. and that they shall be permitted
to operate nnder their old charter. It is simply that.

Mr. HALE. So that the original charter was nonsectarian?

Mr. GALLINGER. It was nonsectarian.

Mr. HALE, Now, another feature which I thought I dis-
covered is that the name of the university may be changed, not
subject to the approval of Congress, but by the act of the frus-
tees. Iask the Senator whether that is what is covered by the
provision, and whether he knows what is in contemplation as to
the name of the institution? .

Mr, GALLINGER. I will say frankly, Mr. President, I don:
know what is in contemplation. I simply know that Doctor Need-
ham, who is at the head of the Columbian Institution, says there
is great embarrassment constantly arising because of the gimi-
larity between the names *° Columbian University ** and * the Co-
lumbia University.”” He cited to me several instances where it
has been a matter of considerable embarrassment, and he thonght
that the trustees in their discretion might desire at some future
time to make a change in the name.

Mr. HALE. I had thought of that and supposed it to be the
underlying reason for this change.

Mr. GALLINGER. Itis. -

I;%It;d? HALE, The Senator does not know what name is contem-
p Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not.

Mr. HALE. Those two features, then, cover the bill?

Mr. GALLINGER. They do, absolutely.

Mr. HALE., They desire a return to the nonsectarian feature,
and the privilege of changing the name becaunse it occasions em-
barrassment with another institution of almost the same title.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all there is to it.

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT ﬁro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say—

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask a question, if the Senator
from Illinois will pardon me, 4

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator from Illinois will al-
low the Senator from Maryland to ask a question.

_Mr. CULLOM. I will yield that the Senator may ask a ques-
tion, but under the rule or arrangement we ought to go on with
the discussion of the subject that 1s specially set aside for consid-
eration. The Senator who is to speak to-day was not in his seat

bheretofore and hereafier made
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a moment ago,and hence I consented that the bill might be taken
up and put on its passage, if it wounld not lead to discussion.

Mr, McCOMAS. I will take but a moment.

Mr. CULLOM. I can not yield much longer.

Mr. McCOMAS. I wasin favor of the bill and of a change to
the nonsectarian feature, and I have no objection to the change
now. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee whether
it is likely in changing the name (for the power seems ample) the
nniversity may desire to call it the American University or the
University of the United States, or such other name as Congress
might hesitate in that connection to have accepted. Is the chair-
man quite confident that such is not the purpose?

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we have to trust o the

good sense of the good men who are at the head of the institution..

I did ask Doctor Needham that direct question as to the name
* University of the United States,’”” and he said they certainly
would not adopt that name.

Mr, McCO I did not think they would, but I thought it
might remove an objection to show that it is not contemplated.

Mr, HALE. Ishould want thatthoroughly understood. Other-
wise I should like to have the bill go over.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill
goes to the Calendar.

Mr. GALLINGER. I desiresimply tosay that I shall endeavor
to call it up at an early day for consideration; and so far as the
change of name is concerned I will see that a Eroper amendment
is placed in the bill, so that the name will have to be agreed
to by the Secretary of the Interior or some other competent

« BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (8. 2464) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Aylers; which was read twice hévoita
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the -
mittee on Pensions, ’

Mr, PET%US introduced (?g:’)ﬂa()i 2465) Eg authorize thegﬂont-

ery and Autanga Bri pany to construct a bridge
gglt‘?}sﬁ the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce,

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2466) granting an increase of
pension to Florence M. Metz; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (8. 2467) for the
relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr, TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (8. 2468) providing for
the erection of a public building at the city of Ocala, Fla., and
for other oses; which wasread twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2469) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Orville E. Campbell; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2470) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Joseph D. Hazzard; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2471) to carry out the
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Dennis;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Claims.

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (8. 2472) granting to railroads
and water companies the right of way through public lands and
reservations of the United States for reservoirs and pipe lines;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Public Lands.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2478) to extend the time for the
selection and segrzﬁaﬁou of public lands provided for by section
4 of the act entitled ‘“An act making appropriations for sundry
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1895, and for other purposes;’” which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

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

VA bill (8. 2474) granting an increase of pension to Sister Mary
incent; 4
A bill (8. 2475) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah

‘Wood; and
A Dbill (8. 2476) granting an increase of pension to John M.

TOWD.
Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2477) for the relief of | J.

Sarah C. Harsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Claims.
He also introduced a bill (S. 2478) for the extension of Seven-

which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2479) granting an increase of
pension to James J. Lowden; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

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

A Dbill (S. 2480) granting an increase of pension to William
Hoar (with accompanying papers); A

A bill (S. 2481) granting an increase of pension to Harmon M,
Billings (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Kurz (with accompanying papers); |
bl& l:lil}1 (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Kib-

e; an .

A Dbill (S. 2484) %nﬁng an increase of pension to Jason Dame,

Mr. FATIRBAN introduced a bill (8. 2485) to correct the
military record of Isaac Thompson; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were saver-
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Mi]itasf A ffairs:

A bill (8. 2488) to correct the military record of Peter Parker;

A bill (8. 2487) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili-
tary record of Louis Quain;

A bill (8. 2488) to remove the charg of desertion from the mili-
tary record of Joseph Shenevere (with accompanying papers); and

A bill (8. 2489) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili-
tary record of Wright Farnsworth (with accompanying papers).

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever-
;lly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on

ENSs10NSs:

A bill (8. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green (with ac-
comgz:nying papers);

A bill (8.2491) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash;

A bill (S. 2492) granting an increase of pension to George G-
Tuttle (with accompanying papers):

A bill (S. 2403) granting an increase of pension to Alfred
Tichurst; and

A bill (8.2494) gr}anti.ng a pension to George Hutton (with ac-
companying papers).

Mr. ALGE% introduced a bill (S. 2495) to amend the naval
record of Nathaniel P. Jacobs; which was read twice by its title,
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (8. 2496) granting an in-
crease of pension to Ebenezer Wing; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S.2497) for the relief of
Mary F. B. Grice; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Claims. '

He also introduced a bill (8. 2498) for the relief of Jean Michel
Vendenhiem, a citizen of France residing in the United States;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Claims,

He also introduced a bill (8. 2499) to anthorize the President
to place the name of Archibald K. Eddowes on the retired list of
the United States Navy with the rank of chief engineer, United
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2500) to correct the military record
of John McKinley; which wasread twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S, 2501) to correct the military record
of Harrison Defibaugh; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

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

A bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to Robert W. Patrick (with-
accompanying papers); : 5
A bill (S. 2503) granting an increase of pension to Nathan B.
Fowler (with accompanying papers);

A bill (8. 2504) granting a pension to M. Kate Monteith (with
accompanying paper); e :

A bill (8. 2505) granting an increase of pension to John I. Flem-

ng,
i bill (8. 2506) granting a pension to Susannah Ryan;
A bill (8. 2507) granting an increase of pension to Aaron B,

yers;
A bill (8. 2508) granting an increase of pension to Morris H.
ones;
A bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B.
s0n.
A bill (8. 2510) granting an increase of pension to Robert B.

teenth street northwest from Florida avenue to Columbia road; | Paul

aul;
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A bill (8. 2511) granting an increaseof pension to Mary Douglas

with an accompanying paper);

A bill (8. 2512) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Stona-
ker (with an accompanying paper); and

A Dbill (8. 2513) granting an mcrea.se of pension to Roxana 8.
EKer (with an accompanying paper).

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of
March 2, 1895, entitled **An act for the suppression of lottery traf-
fic thmugh national and interstate commerce and the postal serv-
ice, subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States;”
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
pa referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

EFECLARK of Wyoming (for Mr. CLAPP) introduced a b:II
(8.2515) to extend the United States pension laws to partici
in the battles of New Ulm and Fort Ridgely, Minn., in the mnx
war of 1862; which was read twice by 1ta title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (8, 2516) for the relief of Nye
& Schneider Company; which was read twice by iis title, and,
&it@l the accompanying..paper, referred to the Committee on

aims.

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were
geverally read twice by then' titles, and referred to the Committee
‘on Pensions: -

' Abill (8. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr;

A bill (8. 2518) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda A.
Spear (with an accompanying paper);

. A Dbill (8. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Charles W.
Atwood (with actx)mpanymg papers); and

A bill (8. 2520) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W.
Legro (with an accompanying paper).

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2521) to de-
tach certain counties from the United States judicial district of

erally read twice by théir titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:

A bill (S. 2583) granting an increase of pension to James H.
Verner (with accompanying papers);
al(li& bllld(S 2534) granting an increase of pension to Jackson Don-

an

A bill (S. 2585) granting an increase of pension to Joel Maxwell.

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2536) for the relief of Elijah
G. Bteely; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs

He also introduced a bill (S 2337) for the relief of C. E. Moore;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a hill (8. 2538) granting an increase
of pension to Samuel A. Thomas; which was read twice by title,
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2539) to create in the
Department of Agriculture a bureau fo be known as the Burean
of Public Roads, and to provide for a system of national, State,
and local cooperation in the permanent improvement of the public
highways; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2540) anthorizing the appointment
of Allen V. Reed, now a captain on the retired list of the Navy,
as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2541) relating to clerks
to pay officers in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

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

A bill (8. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E.

Washington, and to create a new judicial district, to be called the | Larkin

southern district of Washington; which was read thce by its title,
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (8. 2522) for the relief of the trus-
teces of the Free Church of Burlington, W. Va; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

. He also introduced a bill (8. 2523) for the benefit of officers who
served over three years during the civil war and over thirty years
since, and who have retired on account of disability incurred in
the line of duty since the close of the Spanish-American war;
which was read twice by its tztle, and referred to the Committee
on Milit Affairs,

- He also introduced a bill (8. 25.4) granting an increase of pe

gion to James W. Griffitts; which was read twice by its tJtIe, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2523) anthonzmg the purchase of
sites for buildings for the accommodation of the Interior, Treas-
ury, and War Departments of the United States, the Distriet of Co-
lumbia, and forother public purposes, in connection with removing
the Botanic Garden fence and improving the grounds, together
with the development and encouragement of ramie fiber, silk, and
flax preparation and manufacture and their production and profit-
able home market in the United States, under the supervision of
the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. .

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (8. 2526) to establish a national
military park at the battlefield of Fort Stevens, in the District of
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2527) grantmg an increase of pen-
sion to Joseph Roberts; which was read twice: by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 2a"8\ granting a pension

A Dbill (8. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B.
Green; and

A bill (8. 2544) granting an increa.se of pension to Albert T,
Severance (with accompanying papers).

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2545) providing
for the restoration to the navy list of certain officers, graduates
of the United States Naval Academy, who have been heretofore
honorably discharged under the act of Congress approved August
5, 1882; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2546) to amend the naval record of
Charles H. Brigham; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2547) for the relief of the owners
and crew of theschooner Ella M. Doughty; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Emma McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2549) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Charles W. Jellison; which wasread twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2550) for the
relief of Emile M. Blum; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Claims,

He also introduced a bill (8. 2551) granting a pension to Eliza-
beth P. Gates; which was read twice by its title, and, with the
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Claims: .

A hill (8. 2552) for the relief of Amos Woodruff;

A bill (8. 2553) for therelief of theestate of Reese Brabson, de-

to Maggie D. Chapman; which was read twice by its title, and | ceased

referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 2520) granting a pension
to Sarah Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred
0 the Committee on Pensions.

" He also introduced a bill (S. 2580) to authorize certain persons
who have intermarried with Cherokees to sue for their interest
in certain moneys of the tribe from which they were excluded;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

- Healsointroduced a bill (S. 2531) toprovide an American register
for the steamer Beaumont; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S, 2532) granting an increase of
pension to Elizabeth E. Meckly; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

. Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev-

XXXVII—12

A bill (8. 2554) for the relief of William B. Bayless;

A -bill (8. 2535) for the relief of Williain G. Tidwell; and

A bill (8. 2556) for the relief of Alexander Anderson (with ac-
companying papers).

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 2557) granting a pension
to Johniken L. Mynatt; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2558) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Sallie H. Kincaid; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2559) granting a pension to
James Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (8. 2560) for the relief of G. G.
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Mﬂltary Affairs,




178

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

DECEMBER 14, '

Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 23) amend-
ing section 1 of an act entitled *‘An act to regulate the immigra-
gration of aliens into the United States,” approved March 3,1903;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Immigration.

PURCHASE OF CANAL PROPERTY IN PANAMA.

Mr, MORGAN. I offer a concurrent resolution which I ask
may be read and printed, and go over under the rule.

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represeniatives concurring), 1. That it
is the t of Congress under the Constitution to be informed of and to con-
gider ‘pass upon any contemplated purchase of am)mperty. or claim of
right, easement, or other interest in p in ama from the New
Panama Canal Company for and on account of the United States before such
contemplated purchase is attempted to be consummated by any order or act
of the dent of the United States.

2. That such purchase from the New Company can not be

Panama Canal
lawfully made and consummated by the President or by the President and

the Benate as the treaty-making power of the United States without the leg-

fslative consent of Congress.
8. That it is the duty of the de nt of the Government engaged in
thor in effecting the consnmmation

mking such contemplated pure
thereof under or in virtue of any anthority that is derived in whole or in

part from any governing T on the us of Panama, to lay before Con-
gress full information as to all the terms and conditions of such contract or
purchase for its consideration and action before the same is attempted to be
consummated by such department.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the
Senator from Alabama?

Mr, MORGAN. I ask that the resolution may be printed and
go over under the rule.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule applies to Senate
resolutions alone. This is a concurrent resolution. Does the
Senator desire to have it lie on the table subject to his call?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

The PRESIDENT Ero tempore. Is there any objection to that
request? The Chair hears none.

CHAPLAIN OF THE SENATE.

Mr, ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
RErsolved, That the Rev. Edward Everett Hale be appointed Chaplain of
the Senate, the appointment to take effect on the 1st day of January, 1904
ASSISTANT IN DOCUMENT ROOM.

Mr. ALLISON. I offer a resolution, which goes necessarily
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate. I will state in offering it that it relates to the
efficiency of the document room of the Senate, and I am in-
formed
essential to the conduct of the business there, for the convenience
of Senators.

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows:

Resol That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized toem: one ad-
diﬂomtl’:{:&imnt in the Senate document room, at & com m%ll':%t 21,440
per unnum, to be out of the contingent fund of the Senate until other-
wise provided by law.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BroOWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
a concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses ad-

journ on Saturday, December 19, they stand adjourned until 12
o'clock meridian Monday, January 4, 1904; in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

HOLIDAY RECESS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives;
,which was read, and, on mofion of Mr. ALLISON, referred to the
Committee on Appropriations:

Resolved by the Howuse of Representolives {ﬁe.?enatsmcurrﬁng)E That when

the two Houses adjourn on Saturday, December 19, they adjourned
until 12 o'clock meridian Monday, January 4, 1904

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. v

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed.

The Chair lays before the Senate the bill known as the ““Cnban
bill.”

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a conven-
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed
on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902.

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. President, entertaining as I do a profound
-respect for the wisdom of the Senate as a whole and a proper re-
spect for the judgment of each individual Senator, I am compelled
to distrust in some degree my own conclusion when it requires
me to antagonize & measure which is supported by such a decisive
majority of thisbody. Indeed,thisfeeling of unaffected and sincere
diffidence is so strong that if the bill now under consideration
appeared to me less than a most pernicious one, I would not oc-
cupy the time of the Senate in debating it, but would content my-

those having charge of the document room that it is-

self with simply voting against it on the final roll call. Baut, sir,
it seems to me so utterly indefensible from every point of view
that if I should suffer it to pass withont stating my objections to it,
I would feel that, out of deference to my associates, I had failed in
the full performance of my duty. '

This bill is vicious both as a matter of law and as a matter of
policy. It isvicious as a matter of law because it violates the
wise and well-established constitutional principle that all reve-
nue bills must originate in the House of Representatives, and it
asserts the right of the President to initiate legislation of that
kind. Then, sir,as if to compensate the House for the loss of its
only exclusive and its most valuable Erivilega that body is in-
vited to share with the President and the Senate the treaty-mak-
ing power of this Government—the anthors of this legislation
seeming to suppose that they can atone for one breach of the Con-
stitution by committing another.

As a matter of policy this legislation must be vicious, because,

xical as the statement may seem, it is repugnant alike to

publican and to Democratic tariff doctrine. It offends against
the position of the Republican party by withdrawing from our
only agricultural 1[:Jrcwll:lctr susceptible of tariff protection a part of
the a.d’vantage which it now enjoys, and exposes the American
sugar farmer to the competition of the cheaper labor, the chea
land, and the more favorable climatic conditions of Cuba. It
offends against the Republican claim that the chief concern of the
protective tariff is the welfare of the American wa, er, be-
cause it reduces the duty on cigars made by Cuban ﬁbor tenfold
more than it reduces the duty on Cuban tobacco, out of which
American labor can make exactly the same cigar.

It runs counter to our Democratic creed because it reduces the
duty on raw sugar, which is purchased by a few manufacturers
for the sake of the profit they can make in refining it, without
making any reduction whatever on refined sugar, which is pur-
chased as an article of wholesome and daily food for 80,000,000
consumers. It also contradicts our Democratic advocacy of freer
trade by projecting into the island of Cuba a complicated system
of diseriminating and preferential tariff duties designed expressly
and only for the purpose of protection.

These, Mr, President, are the charges which I tpilrefer against this
legislation, and I ask the patient attention of the Senate while I
endeavor to sustain them with evidence and by argument.

The natural and orderly discussion in this body upon any meas-
ure involving both questions of law and questions of policy is for
us to consider the questions of law first, and that is especially de-
sirable in a case like this, where the %::stion of law goes to the
very power of to do what been proposed; becanse
Ea. y if any Senator should decide in his own mind that we

ve no power to enact this legislation, it would then be wholly
immaterial to him whether the legislation itself wounld be wise or
otherwise. O ing this proper and natural order, I shall first
address myself to the law question involved, and I begin by laying
down three legal propositions,

My first proposition is that—

The House of Representatives alone has the right to originate
revenue bills; and neither the President alone nor the President
and the Senate jointly possesses that power.

My second proposition is that—

The Constitution commits the treaty-making power of this Gov-
ermment to the President and the Senate; and the House of Rep-
resentatives has no right to agg‘rova or to disapprove a treaty.

My third proposition is tha

The President and the Senate, acting in conjunction with the
House of resentatives, can not validate aninvalid law or treaty;
and that what is null and void from the beginning must remain
null and void to the end.

HOUBE MUST ORIGINATE.

Mr, President. in declaring that all revenue bills must originate
in the House of Representatives I merely repeat the very language
of the Constitution, and it follows as a corollary from that that
neither the President alone nor the President and the Senate act-
in%togethercaniniﬁate such a measure. Until I heard the speech
delivered in this Chamber by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Crarp] on the 8th day of the present month I did mot sup
that it would be n for me to refer to the debates of the Con-
stitutional Convention to establish either the meaning or the pur-
pose of that provision. I had supposed that the history of that
provision was familiar even to the school children of this country
and that its importance was universally admitted until I heard
the Senator from Minnesota dismiss it in these remarkable words:

Let me est, gir, i
i1 A7 tete T o the Oosmtltutioes Chat Sacaaria i semet it ey ot e
the House that bears any relation to the t matter of government, which
was the subject under consideration when these various provisions were
framed and adopted. It is ]fumly and simply an administrative matter,

That power might justas well have been vested in the Senate as in the House
of Representatives.

Against that statement of the Senator from Minnesota I oppose
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the statement of Elbridge Gerry, who was a distingunished and
influential member of Constifutional Convention from the
State of Massachusetts, and who in addressing that Convention
on this very point used these words:

Taxation and ntation are strongly associated in the minds of the

le; and the not agree that any but their immediate representatives
m meddle wﬁh their In short, the aceeptance of the plan will in-

evitably fail, if the Senate be not restrained from originating money bills.

The Senator from Minnesota can not have forgotten that direct
and positive statement of Mr. Gerry, nor can he have forgotten
that George Mason—in my opinion the ablest Virginian of his
generation, with the exception of Mr. Jefferson alone—concluded
a severe arraignment of the Senate with the emphatic declara-
tion that the purse strings of the Government should remain in
the hands of the representatives of the people. When the Sen-
ator from Minnesota tells us that this provision is a mere matter
of administration, withont importance, I tell him that this wasone

nestion upon which George Washingfon changed his vote in the
?}onstitutional Convention. He had first voted with Blair and
Madison against the exclusive right of the House o originate reve-
nue bills, but afterwards changed his vote, joining Randoelph and
Mason in favor of that exclusive right, and assigning as the rea-
son for his change that withont that provision the gonstitntion
might be rejected by the several States.

Mr, President, surely I do not need to call these illustrious
witnesses to prove that this provision was one of the compro-
mises which rendered the Comnstitution acceptable, first, to the
Convention which framed it, and afterwards, to the several States
which adopted it. In the beginning, sir, there was a great, and
at one time it seemed an irreconcilable conflict of opinion as to
the representation of the several States in Con The larger
States contended for a proportional representation based on num-
pers, and the smaller gtates contended for an equal representa-
tion, based upon the idea of State sovereignty.

After long and earnest discussion it was finally determined to
meet the demand of the smaller States in this y and of the
larger States in the House of Representatives. Accordingly it
was provided that the representation of each State in the Senate
should be equal, and that the regresentation of every State in the
House of Representatives should be according to its population.
As is nsual in all compromises, this arrangement did not fully
satisfy either side, and the larger States were only induced to ac-

t it when it was conpled with the provision tgat the right to
originate revenue bills should be exclusively vested in the
where the representation was based upon population.

I believe, with General Washington, that without that provision
the Constitution under which we live could never have been
adopted, and, for one, I shall not palter with it in any double sense.
I shall keep it in its spirit as well as in its letter.

A BILL IN THE SENATE.

‘While the Senator from Minnesota is perhaps the only one who
has ever been bold enongh to waive aside this constitutional pro-
vision as of no importance, he is not the first who has songht to
destroy its effect. Other Senators before him have been impa-
tient under its restraint, and have songht to refine it away by
argumentative subterfuges.  Half a century ago a Senator of
splendid ability and of exalted character professed to believe that
while a bill increaairgg taxes must originate in the House of Rep-
resentatives, a bill reducing them might properly emanate from
this body. In accordance with that view, Senator McDuffie, of
South Carolina, introduced his famous bill repealing the Whig
tariff act of 1842 and restoring the compromise tariff act of 1833,
That bill was referred to the Committee on Finance; and that com-
mittee reported these resolutions:

Resolved, That the bill entitled “A bill to revive the act of March 2, 1833,
usually cal ‘ the compromise act,’ and tom existing duties on forej
imports in conformity with its provisions,” isa for raising revenue wi

the meaning of the seventh section of the first article of the gonsﬁtntinn,nnd

¢an not therefore originate in the Senate: Therefore,

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed.

This report was submitted to the Senate on the 8th day of Jan-
uary, 1844, and it was made a special order for January 11.
Other business of the Senate, however, intervening, the debate
upon it did not begin until the 18th day of January, and con-
tinued atintervals and with some acrimony until the 31st of May.
Of course Senators will perceive that the resolutions themselves
present only the naked question of jurisdiction; and the chair-
man of the Committee on Finance, in opening the debate, confined
himself closely to that single guestion. But when Senator Mec-
Duffie addressed the Senate, he entered upon a general discussion
of the tariff question, thus provoking an answer in kind from
Senators who supported the protective policy,

Many Senators frankly avowed that they were more anxious for
a test vote upon the tariff question than they were for a test vote
ngxm the question of jurisdiction, and Senator McDuffie hi
at the close of the debate, and almost immediately preceding the
vote, d that there could be no useful purpose served by

ouse,

1f | tion acts to make the change. In either aspect it is

voting on the committee’s resolutions, because, said he, *“the

-question of jurisdiction is onme which I have not argued at any

length.”” So anxious were they for a test vote npon the main
question of the tariff that Senator Allen proposed an amendment
striking out all after the word “ That’* in the first resolution and
inserting the words— )

o
E\rae?:nu? o?ug o ‘ban mmlr;tg'tiong by existing laws are unjust, and oppres-

On this amendment Senator Evans, of Maine, who was then
chairman of the Committee on Finance, demanded the yeas and
nays, and the roll call resulted in 18 affirmative and 26 negative
votes, the division here occurring plainly upon the line of the
geneml tariff policy of the two parties. It wasexpecting muchof

uman nature to hope that immediately following such a pro-
nounced partisan division party lines wounld be obliterated and that
the vote on these resolutions would be taken upon their own merits.
And yet, sir, the vote upon these resolutions, though following im-
mediately the vote npon the tariff question, shows that thirty-i%nee
Senators voted for the resolutions, denying the jurisdiction of the
Senate, while only four Senators voteglggainat them. The four
Senators who voted in the negative were the two Senators from
South Carolina, one Senator from North Caroling, and one Senator
from the State of New Hampshire,

Withoutintendingin the least foimpeach thesincerity of Senator
McDnuffie, I venture to say that nointelligent man canread the en-
tire proceeding without becoming convinced that the South Caro-
lina Senator himself did not believe in the jurisdiction of the Sen-
ate, and that his sole and only purpose was to precipitate a tariff
debate and to secure a test vote on that question. But, sir, what-
ever may have been the object of Senator McDuffie, the fact
remains that the Senate pronounced an almost unanimous judg-
ment that the House of Representatives alone can originate a
bill reducing taxes.

I have heard it asserted, however, that there is a distinetion be-
tween a Dbill, as in the case I have recited, and a treaty like that
which we now have before us. There may be, Mr. President, a
distinetion; indeed, I think it would be easy to show that there is
a distinction, but the distinction is in favor of the bill, which is
the act of the House of Representatives, the President, and the
Senate, and against the treaty, which is the act of the President
and the Senate alone. But, sir, instead of spending my time in
showing that this distinction would strengthen rather than weaken
our argument, I think I can employ it more profitably in direct-
ing the attention of the Senateto the fact that the question arose
in another instance over a treaty when the decision was precisely
the same.

A TREATY,

In 1843 the President of the United States negotiated what is
commonlyknown as the “*Zollvereincommercial treaty,’and trans-
mitted it to the Senate for its ratification. That treaty was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and from that com-
mittee, on the 14th day of June, Senator Choate, of Massachu-
setts, submitted a report in which he states the case against the
President’s right and power to negotiate a treaty of this kind so
much better than I could hope to state it that I ask the Sec-
retary to read it.

I commend this report to the careful attention of all Senators,
but I especially commend it to the attention of the Senators from
Massachusetts. I do notneed toremind them that Rufus Choate
was not a strict-construction Democrat, who insisted upon the
cold letter of the Constitution. He was a Whig, and a leader in
the party which had elected the President who had negotiated
this treaty and ur%:ad its ratification. But over and above his
political affiliations he wasa profound lawyer, whose 1 ing and
eloquence are still cherished by the Massachusetts bar, even if his
advice is not followed by the Massachusetts Senators.

le'h;te;g’RFSIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re-
qu -

The Secretary read as follows:

[Executive Journal, 1841 to 1845, page 833.]

Mr. Choate also made the following report:

That the Senate ought not to advise and consent to the ratification of the
wﬂiﬁmm' the committee do not think it necessary to
anything on the ge obj‘ect sought to be accompli by the mnventi?n!:
or on the details of the actual arrangement; nor to attempt to determin 'biy
the weight and measure of the reciprocal co: which Govemmel?i, f
either, has the best of the transaction. These objects have not esca their
notice, but they to confine themselves to a very brief e ition of
another and single ground, upon which, without reference to the particular
merits of the treaty, they advise against its ratification.

The committee, then, are not prepared to sanction so large an innovation
upon ancient and uniform p ce in respect of the department of Govern-
ment by which duties on imports shall be imposed. ’.ﬂgconvenﬁon which
has been submitted to the Senate changes duties which have been laid by
law. Itchanges them either ex directo and by its own vigor, or it engages
the faith of the nation and the faith of the legislature through which the na-
ate who, by the instrumentality of negotiation repetgf or mdgrg:lnd —
regula of commerce and laws of revenus which Congress had or
More than this, the executive department, by the same instrumentality of
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negotiations, places it beyond the power of Congress to exceed the stipu-
lnetge?i maximuri of import duties for at least three years, whatever exigency
may intervene to uire it.
I{ the judgment of tho committee, the legislature is the department of gov-
ernment by which commerce should be regulated and laws of revenune be
d. T]ge Constitution, in terms, communicates the power to regulate
commeree and to impose duties to that d nt. Itcommunicates it, in
terms, to no other. ithoutengaging at all in an examination of the extent,
limits, and objects of the power to make treaties, the committee believe that
the general of our system is indisputably that the control of trade and
the function of taxing balong, without abri ent or participation, to Con-

They infer this from the la of the Constitution, from the natureand

ciples of our Government, from the theory of republican liberty itself.

m the unvaried practice, evidencing the universal belief of all, in all

periods and of all parties and opinions. They think. too, that as a general

rule, the representatives of the people, sitting in their legislative ca ty,
with doors open, under the eye of the country, communicati

freely wi
their constituents, may exercise this power more intelligently, more dis-

creetly, may acquire more accurate and more minute information concern-
ing the employments and the interests on which this description of measures
press, and may better discern what true policy prescribes and rejects,

thlntis within the competence of the executive department of the Govern-
men

To follow, not to lead; to fulfill, not to ordain the laws; to carry into ef-
fect by negotiation and compact with foreign governments the legislative
will, when it has been announced, upon the great subjects of trade and reye-
nue; not to interpose with controlling influence, not to go forward with too
ambitious enterprise—these seem to the committee to be the appropriate
functions of the Executive. <

Holding this to be the general rule upon the subject, the committee dis-
cern nothing in the circumstances of this case, nothing in the object to be
attained orin the difficulties in the way of obtaining it, which should inducs
a departure from the rule. If Congress think the proposed arrangement a
beneficial one, it is quite aaxieto a law which shall El?oao the rates of
duoty contemnplated by itht.o take effect when satisfactory information is con-
veyed to t.he’i’mident that the sti

ated equivalents are properly secured.
po:a this single ground, then, i i tRst the treaty be
rejected.

Mr. BAILEY. That is sufficient. The remainder of it relates
merely to its advantage or disadvantage.

Mr, STEWART. Would it interrupt the Senator from Texas
if I were to ask him a question here? :

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all.

Mr. STEWART. AsIunderstand, this is a House bill, and I
should like—

Mr. BAILEY. A House bill for what?

Mr. STEWART. A House bill relating to the revenue.

Mr. BAILEY. This bill itself says itisa bill ‘* to carry into
effect a convention between the United States and the Republic
of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902.”

Mr, STEWART. That I understand; but it is a House bill for
that purpose, and there must be power somewhere to originate
bills to raise revenue, and I understand the Constitution vests
that power in the House.

Mr, BAILEY. Yes,sir. :

Mr. STEWART. And the fact that this is a revenue bill, orig-
inating in the House, seems to me to constitute a very strong
argument in favor of its validity when passed. Now, I should
like to ask the Senator this question: If the pending bill should
pass the Senate and be signed by the President, would it be alaw?

Mr. BAILEY. He would be a rash Senator who will under-
take to say what will be decided by the Supreme Court. I take
it that it would be decided there very much as it will be decided
here., But I will say to the Senator from Nevada that if the
House had met this question exactly in accordance with the lan-
guage of the treaty I have not the shadow of a doubt that the
Supreme Court would have held it unconstitntional and void;
and therefore, the House, though merely intending to ratify the
treaty, inserts matter in the bill, so as to give the court an oppor-
tunity to sustain it.

But, Mr, President, let us deal with objects rather than with
words which conceal objects. The Senator from Nevada knows,
as I know, that the whole purpose of this bill is to approve the
treaty; and the only reason that it was ever introduced was that
the treaty requires Congress to approve it before it becomes effect-
ive. Whatever the form of the bill, the purpose and intent of it
is not to raise revenue, but simply to ratify a treaty which the
President has negotiated.

Mr, STEWART. Can the courts inquire into the purpose and
effect of the bill when that purpose and that effect are unex-
pressed on the face of it?

Mr. BAILEY. They can not. Under that unfortunate—mo; I
withdraw that word. I think it a fortunaterule of construction,

182 I would not concede to the courts of this conntry the right
to look into the heartsand minds of Senators and Eepresentatives
and determine what motive controlled them. Therefore1will say
that under the sensible rule of construction long ago adopted and
steadfastly adhered to by the courts they can not inquire what
was in the hearts and minds of Senators. But Senators know;
and the Senator from Nevada, when he votes for this bill, votes
for it because he wants to ratify a treaty made by the President
with the Government of Cuba.

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I do not think
it was necessary to put in that clause. I myself believe that the

e committee advise

Prestdent and the Senate could have made this treaty without
reference to the House. I have not time to argue that.

Mr. BAILEY. I had hoped that all of the other side would
adopt that view.

r. SPOONER. Why?

Mr. BAILEY. Because I might then persuade all of this side
to vote right. [Laughter.] The President of the United States,
however, agrees with the Senator from Nevada, because when he
negotiated this treaty there wasnot a syllable in it requiring it to
wait u the approval of Congress.

Mr. STEWART. He must be a pretty good lawyer, then,

Mr. BAILEY. I have never heard him describ‘;g as a lawyer.
The Senator from Nevada knows more about him than I do, but
I think I know enough about him to know that while he has
spent many days and nights in the pursuit of lighter literature
he has gever known the drudgery of thelaw; and more is the pity
for his country.

The vote was taken on a motion to table thetreaty, and resulted
in 25 yeas against 18 nays. The debate, if any, occurred in execu-
tive session and has not been reported. It is therefore impossible
to say how many of the eighteen who voted against the motion to
table intended by their votes to assert the right of the President
to negotiate such a treaty and how many simply intended to
protest against that summary and somewhat discourteons man-
ner of defeating it.

A BECOND REFERENCE.

But, Mr. President, this vote of the Senate did not end the
matter. The President, who had negotiated that treaty, was still
insistent, and in his annual message to Congress the following
December renewed his recommendation, and the treaty was
again referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. That
committee again considered it, and again reached the same con-
clusion on the law. The report on the second reference was pre-
pared by Senator Archer, of Virginia, who differed slightly with
Senator Choate as to the commercial advantages of the treaty.
Senator Choate in his report had said they were not a compensa-
tion. Senator Archer in his report said as a purely commercial
arrangement it was a desirable one. But upon the legal questions
involved he pays the great Massachusetts Senator the compliment
of repeating his argument against the power assumed by the Presi-
dent, and concludes his report with the statement that however
desirable as a commercial arrangement the treaty might be, the
functions which it performed belonged to Congress in its legisla-
tive capacity and not to the treaty-making power. He repeated
those magnificent words of Choate that upon these questioas it
was the President’s duty—
to follow, not to lead; to fulfill, not to ordaia the law; to carry into effect
by negct.i'a.tton and compact with foreign governments tho legislative will
when it has been announced upon tha2 great subjects of trade and revenue;

not to interposs with controlling influence: not to go forward with too ambi-
tious enterprise; these seem to the committee to be the appropriate func-

tions of the Executive.
THE HOUSE SOMEWHAT SENSITIVE.

The House itself is somewhat sensitive on this subject, and it
has manifested its sensitiveness by incorporating into the body
of this bill a proviso, which reads as follows:

That nothing herein contained shall be held or construed as an admission
on the part of the House of Representatives that customs duties can be

changed otherwise than by an act of Congress origineting in said House,

Which, being interpreted, means that the House consents this
time, but must not be understood as promising to consent the next
time. This mild protest, Mr. President, is in striking contrast
with the aggressive way in which the House has asserted and
vindicated its prerogative on former occasions.

In 1835 the Senate added to the Post-Office appropriation bill an
item increasing certain rates of postage and sent it to the House
for concurrence in its amendment. The House by an overwhelm-
ing majority refused to consider that item, and sent it back to
the Senate with the suggestion that such an amendment wounld
not be tolerated.

In 1837 an extraordinary session had been convened to meet an
emergency confronting the country. As one means of meeting
that emergency the Senate passed a bill authorizing the issnance
of Treasury notes and sent it to the House, where it was promptly
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and as promptly
reported back to the House from that committee. The chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee moved that the House resolyve
itself in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to con-
sider that bill. The motion prevailed, and the Hous2 went into
Committee of the Whole. It took up the Senate bill, but before
any progress had been made more than one Member objected
that it wasa revenus bill and could not originate in the Senate.
Mr. Wise moved that the committee should rise and report that
objection to the House. The chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee protested. because there was the greatest possible
anxiety to pass the bill with the least ible delay; but notwith-
standing all of this the chairmanof the Ways and Means Committea
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was compelled to yield, and upon his own motion the Senate bill
was left unconsidered and the House took up its own bill on the
same subject and with the same provisions.

In 1871 the Senate a bill repealing the tax on incomes
and sent it to the House. Immediately the House adopted the
following resolution:

Resolved, That Senate bill No, 1083, to repeal so much of the act approved
July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur-
poses," as continues the income tax after the 3lst day of December, 1 be
returned to that body with the re nl suggestion on the part of the House
that section 7 of Article I of the Constitution vests in the House of Repre-
sentatives the sole power to originate such measures.

That resolution was communicated in a due and orderly course
to the Senate. The Senate insisted upon its bill and asked for a
conference, and a conference was agreed to by the House. I
shall not now review that controversy, though it is a very inter-
esting one, but I desire to read in this connection and in this pres-
ence one or two short extracts from speeches delivered in the

House.

Mr. Garfield, then a Member of the House, declared:

I wish to say merely that the House has never, at any time, so far as I can
find, when the matter was challenged or called up. surrendered the right
claimed in the resolution now pending, and if any House should ever make
such surrender I should look upon it as a dark day for the liberties of the
country.

Another most interesting contribution to that discussion was
made by the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON],
then a leading Member of the House, as he is now a leading mem-
ber of the Senate. The Senator from Iowa said:

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House. I onlﬁgeeﬁre to say that
whether this question be settled by the analogies of the British ¢ msﬁruﬁon
and the customs of the British Parliament or whether it be settled in view

of the compromises which were made when our own Constitution was estab-
ished, it scems to me clear that by the letter and the spirit of the Constitu-

tion all bills directly affecting the subject of taxation, whether for the im
:}tion or the remi of taxes, shall originate in the House of Representa-
ves.

The Senate, however, asserting in that case a power which, with
})ractical unanimity, it had denied itself in 1844, refused to yield,

eaving the bill die in conference.

At the very next session of Con the guestion again arose,
Th's time the House passed a bill repealing the duties on coffee
and tea and sent it to the Senate for ite action. The Senate con-
curred with sundry important amendments, some reducing and
others abolishing duties,and returned the bill to the House with the
request.that the House shonld concur in the Senate amendments.
In response to that action the House adopted certain resolutions.
Without reading them, I will say that they were practically the
same as the resolutions adopted by the House on the income-tax
bill episode and declared that the amendments of the Senate were
in conflict with the Constitution and in derogation of the privi-
leges of the House. My own judgment is that in this latter case
the House was wrong. It sent a revenue bill here, and the
Senate in pursuance of its power had amended it.

Tho resolution of the House was referred to the Senate Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections, from which committee Sen-
ator Carpenter, a great lawyer, submitted a report on the 24th
day of April. In that report, though he maintains that the Sen-
ate was right in that particular instance, he concedes as no longer
open to argument that a bill either increasing or reducing taxes
is within the constitntional provision and must originate in the
House of Representatives.

Mr. BACON. In what Congress was that?

Mr. BAILEY. It was inthesecond session of the Forty-second

84,

But, Mr. President, if neither the Senate nor the Hounse had
ever spoken on this qguestion; if there were no debates to en-
lighten and no precedents to guide us, the Constitution itself is
s0 plain that no man who honestly desires to understand its
meaning and to obey its commands ought to be led astray._

The President of the United States himself, in the beginnin,
of this controversy, recognized that the orderly and constitutiona
way to secure this relief for Cuba, if relief it be, was through a
bill originating in the House of Representatives. Twice, sir, in
messages to Congress—once by a general message and again by a
special message—he nrged Congress to make these concessions.
In accordance with his recommendations a bill was introduced in
the House, reported, and passed that body. True enoungh, it did
not pass in a form exactly pleasing to the President and his advis-
ers, but their objections were not so much against those features
of it which related to Cuba as to another feature of it which af-
fected a certain great and special interest in this conntry. That
bill gave Cuba all which this treaty concedes, but having given
somathing to the Cubans, it sought to give something to the
people of the United States, and it was that which provoked
the hostility of the President and his friends. The bill reduced
the duty on raw sugar which the sugar trust imported, and hav-
ing done that, it then abolished the differential duty, which is
the peculiar protection of the sugar trust.

It seemed to me then, and it seems to me now, a singular cir-
cumstance that American statesmen should reject a bill relievin
the Cuban mle, for whose relief they had so earnestly implo:
us, simply use that bill also carried some small measure of
relief for the American ple. But, sir, rather than take the
chance of ing that bill with the amendment abolishing the
differential in favor of the sugar trust, the President and his
friends abandoned concessions by law, left that bill to perishin a
committee of the Senate, removed the whole question from the
jurisdiction of the lawmaking power, and undertook to deal with
it by a treaty—a gross violation of the Constitution and an in-
solent affront to both Houses of Congress.

Mr. President, if the House of Reprecsentatives consoles itself
for the surrender of its power to originate revenue bills with an
intangible assurance that revenue treaties can not bzcome ef-
fective until aEproved by it, it will find when it is too late to rec-
tify its error that it has exchanged a substantial power for one
more elusive than a shadow. Under such a proceeding as this,
sir, the House not only loses its right o originate revenue bills,
but it is denied the poor privilege of amending them. In say-
ing this I do not refer to any rule of the House by which it is
alleged that the right of amendment has been abridged. That
is a matter of procedure entirely for the House and is not a
proper subject for comment or criticism here. Buf aside from
the rules of the House and looking at it in a broader way, every
thoughtful man must know that in time, and in all time, as at
this time, if the House is to deal with revenue treaties at all it
will be confined to the simple right of saying yes or no. Inthe
nature of things this must Ee true.

If the House should exercise its independent judgment and in-
corporate in the bill approving a treaty a provision contrary to
the treaty itself, it would defeat the treaty; and it does not need
any long experience in legislative affairs to know what would
hapéwen under such circumstances. A treaty having beennegoti-
ated by a President elected by a certain party, ratifed by a
Senate, and sent to the House for its approval, would become a
maftter of moral and political coercion upon a House elected by
the same party; and if any doubt exists in any mind what course
would be followed, I point to this particular instance.

The imagination of man can not conceive an instance where the
House can ever havea greater provocation to withhold its approval
than in this very case. It had passed a bill embodying its best
judgment and conceding to Cuba what Cuba prayed for, but
accompanying that concession with other provisions which it
deemed important. And yet, Mr. President, after the House
had passed the bill, and while it was pending in the Senate, this
strenuous President of ours walks, as it were, into the legislative
Chamber, silences the consideration of a bill raising revenue, and
takes the whole matter under his own control.

The House onght to have answered the President’s demand for
the approval of this treaty by substituting the bill which it passed
by an overwhelming majority for the bill which the President has
pressed upon them. Yet, strange to say, this body of accomplished,
enlightened, and brave representatives of the people, foregoing the
independent judgment which they had exercised two years ago,
have done the President’s will. They seem to have forgotten how
he invaded their privileges, and with the stripes of the Execu-
tive lash still throbbing upon their backs they have meekly passed
under the Presidential ronio If they will do so in this case, where
is the man who expects them to do otherwise in any other case?

They have the right, I grant you, under this system to disap-
prove. Buthow long will that right be recognized, even if it were
a substantial one for the House to exercise? The Senator from
Nevada has just announced to the Senate that it is in no wise
necessary to submit a revenue treaty to the approval of the House;
and I concur in the view that if the President can make the treaty
and the Senate can ratify it it need not be submitted to the House.

HOUSE CAN KOT APPROVE A TREATY.

‘Whence does the House derive the power to reject or ratify a
treaty; or, if the expression please you better, whence does it de-
rive the power to approve or to disapprove a treaty? The Honse
has no power over treaties. I perfectly understand, Mr. Presi-
dent, that in the case of many treaties there must be legislative
action on the part of Congress before the treaties can be executed.
To illustrate, if the President were to negotiate and the Senate
were to ratify a treaty with Great Britain agreeing to pay to that
Government the sum of $10,000,000 in satisfaction of such claims
as British subjects had lodged with their Government against the
United States, that stipulation could not be fully complied with
until Congress had appropriated the $10,000,000 to discharge the
obligation. That, however, does not come from any right or
power of the Honse over a treaty. It comes from that other and
that wise providion of the Constitution—which perhaps may here-
after be disregarded by the treaty-making power—that ** nomoney
shall be drawn from the Treasury except in consequence of ap-
propriations made by law.”’ It isin obedience tothat prohibition
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that it becomes necessary for the House to act before certain trea-
ties can be executed.

But, sir, if the United States were to make the freaty with
Great Britain which I have just described, and Congress should

refuse to appropriate the money, that wounld be a circnmstance,

affecting the execution and nof the validify of the treaty. The
treaty would remain a valid and binding obligation on the part of
this (overnment, to be fulfilled when the House would agree to
an appropriation of the money.

Alexander Hamilton considered the exclusion of the House
from the treaty-making power one of the wisest provisions in the
Constitntion; and I desire tolay before the Senate an extract from
the seventy-fourth number of the Federalist. Before reading it,
however, I expressly disclaim any agreement with the opinion he
expressed concerning the House of Representatives; though a few
more performances like this may justify before the country the
gfrinion which he entertained concerning that body. Hereis what

. Hamilton says:

The remarks made in a former number, which has been alluded to in
another of this paper, will apply with conclusive force against the admis-
sion of the House of Re tatives to a share in the formation of treaties.
The finctuating, and, its future increase into the account, the multi-
tudinous composition of that body, forbid us to expect in it those qualities
which are essential to the execution of such & trust. Accurate and
comprehensive knowledge of foreign politics—

Among other things which he says the House was not expected
to possess—

& steady and systematic adherence to the same views—

How thoroughly this change within two years justifies that!—

& nice and uniform sensibility to national character—

1 venture to say that the House of Representativesis not second
to the Senate in a sensibility for national honor—
decision, secrecy. and dispatch. are incompatible with the genius of a body so
variable and so numerous.

Alexander Hamilton italicizes the word “‘secrecy”’ as one of
the essential attributes of the treaty-making power; but secrec;
is incompatible with the proper regulation of tariff duties in this
great Republic. I confess I have no v%mt respect for diplo-
macy or diplomats. LongagoIaccepted eyrand’s definition of
a diplomat as one who has been sent abroad to lie for the benefit
of his country; and I am notwilling to permit the taxation of our
people to be regulated by such in secret conference.

Tiere are, there have , and there always will be national
and international concerns which must be adjusted by men trained
in the diplomacy of the world; but the levy of taxation does not
belong to that class of questions. As a rule diplomats know
more about social functions than they do about the justice of
taxation; and they are more responsive fo ial interests than
are the representatives of the people. I shall never consent that
a body which sits behind closed doors shall determine what bur-
dens are to be levied upon the consumption and the commerce of
this Republic. Yet, Mr. President, that is precisely what we are
asked to do when we are asked to sanction a treaty regulating
our tariff duties.

WHAT I8 THE OBJECT?

Mr. President, why shall the Constitution be set aside? Why
ghall the House be stripped, even with its own consent, of its
ancient and valuable privilege? What useful and beneficent
D is to be accompﬁshed? If some imminent peril hung sus-
pended over the Republic or if some great calamity had fallen upon
our ple, then 1 could understand that both Representatives
and tors in their eagerness to avert the one or to alleviate the
other might not be too technical in their distinctions. Bat, sir, the
Constitution is to be set aside, the House is to be shorn of its privi-
lege, the Senate is to divide its authority in ratifying treaties, and
ngg to accomplish a mere trade arrangement of no great conse-
quence to anybody.

Of cﬂ'u:se,{am not ignorant of the fact that in the beginning the
motive behind this legislation was not admitted to be a trade ad-
vantage, I am aware that in the beginning it was said that Cuba
was suffering—starving—and that nothing but a freer admission
of her products to the markets of this country could rescue her
merchants and farmers from hopeless bankruptey. From every
quarter we were assailed with this false pretense. The President
of the United States himself, without assuming entire responsi-
bility for a description like that, communicated to Congressa
message in which he declares that he had received from the
American representative in Cuba a dispatch communicating an
earnest a from President Palma, pleading that the legisla-
tion should be speedily passed to save his country from financial
ruin.

General Wood, who, in addition to his other dnties, titles, and
otions there, was the captain-general of this agitation, has
imself declared in a magazine article that the most distressing
conditions existed in Cuba. They sent committees to Congress
and telegrams to all the generous of the land. In the pulpit,

¥ | importation from Cuba into this country consists of sug

through the press, and with every agency that could influence
¥nbhc sentiment, the effort was made to arouse public sympathy

or Cuba and public indignation against the few of us who cou?g not
be clamored outof our convictions. Pictures of suffering, of help-
lessness, of bankruptcy were set before the public eye at every
turn, and they were urged to despise the American who was so
hard of heart that he wounld not respond to these touching appeals.

They wrought upon a sympathetic public until that public did
demand the geof a law. With the adjonrnment of Con-
gress and with the investigation of the guestion, however, there
came a clear nnderstanding. Men representing Cuba were com-
pelled to admit that the picture had been overdrawn. The truth
was exiracted from unwilling witnesses upon the stand by the
committes of the Senate having charge of the investigation.

Then when this spasm of emotional benevolence had passed,
when the paid attorneys of special interests could no longer de-
ceive an overcredulous American people, they abandoned that
argument. Up to that time they had said that this bill was a
kindly office which, in charity, we owed the Cubans. Driven
from that, they now proclaim it a commerecial opportunity which,
in avarice, we ought to embrace for our own advantage. ;

BEUGAR TRUST THE BENEFICIARY.

I had some faﬁenca with the plea of charity, though I knew it
to be ill founded in fact; but I have none with this plea of com-
merce, because I know the advantage falls where it is not de-
served. We aver that the benefit of these concessions goes to
the sugar and tobacco trusts of this country. Our friends on the
other side say that it does not, and I allow them credit for all sin-
cerity in saying it. My own Eﬂdgment. is that there is no differ-
ence the two sides of this Chamber as a matter of honesty.
I concede that they are as honest in saying that the benefit of
this bill will inure to the Cuban farmer as I am in saying that it
will inure to the tobacco and sugar trusts. Let the country de-
cide between us upon the facts.

First, Mr. President, let us understand that _a]most. the entirg
an
tobacco. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations,
who has charge of this bill, says that by its provisions the United
States will lose $6,000,000 annually in revenue. My own opinion
is that the loss will be nearer $8,000,000; but in order to avoid
obscuring the issue by an argument over the details let us admit
it to be only £6,000,000. Weknow the Governmentloses that much.
That is admitted on all sides, The disputed question is, Where
does it go—into the coffers of the sugar and tobacco trusts, as we
assert, or into the ts of the Cu farmers, as our adversa-
ries declare? I ve I can conclusively prove that it goes into
the pockets of the tobacco trust and the sugar trust, but I know
that if I fail to prove that, I can prove that there is no justice in
giving it to those whom our adversaries claim will receive it.

Mr. President, while the treaty reduces the duty on all forms of
sugar, refined as well as raw, it is a matter of common knowledge
that we import no refined sugar from Cuba, and therefore the re-
duction is entirely upon raw sugar. Who uses the raw sugar
which is imported into this counfry from Cuba? There is but
one answer; I almost offend the intelligence of the Senate by de-
claring what is so thoroughly known to everybody—that raw
sugar is not the form in which the public consumes it, and that
the sugar trust is practically the only buyer for it. Therefore,
if you reduce or abolish the duty on Cuban sugar it is a reduction
or an abolition in effect purely and only for the benefit of the

trust.

f maintain the old Democratic doctrine that the consumer pays
the tax on every imported article, though I know that our Repub-
Hcan friends declare that the tariff is a tax which the foreigner
gays for the privilege of trading in our markets. There is some

ifference among them mupon that statement of their position, as
there is an occasional difference among us as to our position.
But the position, almost unchallenged, of the Democratic party
is that the consumer pays the tax. If so, then, as the sugar trust
is the consumer of raw sugar, the sugar trust must pay the tax.
If the sugar trust pays the tax on the sugar when imported, does
it not follow, as certainly as the night follows the day, that when
yon reduce the tax on raw sngar you relieve the sugar trust to
that extent? )

Every manufacturer in this land understands that when yon
levy a tax on his raw material you levy a tax npon his enterprise.
‘Why does the shoe manufacturer in New England want the duty
taken off of hides? Simply in order that he may reduce the manu-
facturing cost of his shoes, and in furtherance of that object the
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] hasintrodaced in
this body a bill to place hides on the free list. The Senator from
Massachusetts desires to repeal the duty on hides in order to re-
duce the manufacturing cost of shoes, so that the shoe manufac-
turers of his State can compete for the shoe trade in the markets
of the world. The Republican party perfectly understands this
and acts upon it. When it lays a duty on wool which the woolen
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manufacturer must import for nse in his factory, it 1ays at the same
time what they call a compensatory duty on woolen goods, the very
purpose of which is to enable the woolen manufacturer to collect
from the people who buy his woolen goods what he has paid to
the Government on the importation of his wool.

A school of thought in the Democratic party, which was potent
a few years ago, but which I think has passed forever, maintained
the absurd doctrine that manufacturers ought to have their raw
material admitted fres of dnty. And what was their argument?
It was that if you will remove the duty from the manufacturers’
raw material he can produce his goods at such a reduced cost that
he can then take them into the markets of the world and conquer its
trade, A very alluring kind of argnment, I grant you; but when
you come to analyze it it is worse than the Republican doctrine
mrote.ction, becaunse the Republican doctrine does require every-

v to pay something, and this Democratic doctrine of free raw
material requires evel?'body except the manufacturer to contribute
toward the support of the Government. The sole and only argu-
ment that ran through thdt free raw-material crusade in the Demo-
cratic party was that by removing the tariff from raw materials
we wonld thus reduce the manufacturer's cost of his finished
product. Now apply it.  Reduce the tariff on raw sugar and you
thus reduce the taxation which the sugar trust pays to the Gov-
ernment for the privilege of importing its raw material; and the
difference between the cost of raw sugar now and the cost of raw
sugar when the treaty becomes effective will go to the sugar trust.

The sugar trust kmows perfectly well that it is to be the bene-
ficiary of this legislation. Mr, Thurber testified unwillingly be-
fore a committee of the Senate that the president of the sugar
trust had contributed §2,500 toward that campaign of enlighten-
ment, which they conducted partly with the money of Cuba,
partly with the money of the United States, and partly with the
coniributions of the sugar trust. Does anybody believe that the
American sngar trust is an eleemosynar{l institution? Does any-
bedy believe that it gives the money which under the tariff dif-
ferential it wrings from the labor of this land for the purpose of
enlichtening ** leaders of thonght?*’

I have no complaint to make against the president of the sugar
trust because he attempts by law to increase the profits of his busi-
ness; nearly everybody else in this land is trying to do the same
thing, but it is our duty to see that no man does it to the injury of
the American people. Not only does the sugar frust understand
that this legislation is in their interest, as was evidenced by their
contribution, but that they understand it is also indicated by the
fluctnations in their stock. -

Mr. President, I do not mean to say that it is a conclusive argu-
ment that a law will benefit a certain corporation because the
stock of that corporation rises in anticipation of that law. Men
who gamble in stocks—and I use that word advisedly, for it is

bling pure and simple, and the greatest gambling hall in all this
and is the white marble building in New York, whiclh they call
the stock exchange, where financial fakirs revel and speculate
in the products and properties of industrious and enterprising
people—are not always wise, but those who congregate there
generally know their business. What has been the course of this
sugar stock? Every time this bill is about to pass that stock goes
up, and every time it is about to fail that stock goes down. When
this Congress convened the price of that stock was around 110.
Since then the sngar trust has paid a dividend, and yet with that
dividend paid ontof its earnings that stock isabove 123. At a time
when other great industrial stocks were falling in price and conld
find no buyers, this particular stock was steadily advancing, be-
cause it was believed by the buyin}gfubliu that the sugar trust
would be largely benefited by this bill.

The Senator from Colorado handed me yesterday a circular ad-
vertisement by one of these stock brokers advising his customers
to buy sugar stock, and it concludes in this wise:

With the additional benefits to be derived from this Cuban reciprocity
hill and the sugar company’s large accumulations of the best sugar lands in
that territory, wecan see noreason why the future course of the stock shounld
not be toward a much higher range of and we r it as not an im-

ible thing for it to follow in the footsteps of the late deal in American

obacco, which paid 100 per cent stock di d after aalllgg_u to §225, and
even after its dividend again advanced to a new high reco e strongly
advise the purchase of American Sugar common on any and all reactions.

Six million dollars from the Treasury of the United States into
the overflowing coffers of the sugar trust and the tobacco trust,
the stock of one having already risen above 200 cents on the
dollar and the stock of the other promising soon to follow it.
Yet, Mr. President, we are asked, in the name of charity to
the Cuban people and next in the name of our own commerce,
to give this 86,000,000 to enrich those whohave stifled competition
and driven their competitors into bankruptey and despair.

But, Mr. President, I must not dwell too long upon this line
of thonght, because I desire to examine the claim of those who
advocate the bill that its benefactions will go to the Cuban plant-
ers. Let us suppose that the $6,000,000 which this Government

is toremit in taxes will go into the pockets of Cuban sugar plant-
ers and tobacco growers.
A BOUNTY TO CUBA.

Do they need it? There was a time when undoubtedly great
distress prevailed in Cuba owing tothe abnormally low price of
sugar, and that was the ground npon which, when this bill was
first reported to the House of Representatives, its passage was jus-
tified. The distingunished chairman of the Ways and Means Com-

mittee of that body declared:
The provisions of the bill have been limited to the crop of this year and
the next because of the recent action of the Brussels conference. is, it is

, will end the bounty system on exported beet sugar on the 1stday of
September, 1908. When this export bounty is removed sugar will return toits
normal price. With this advanee the Cuban planter would reap a profit of
more than 50 per cent upon the cost of his crop, and tariff concessions on our
partin that event will not be longer needed. -

The payment of bounties on export sngar was discontinued by
the governments represented in the Brussels conference after
September 1, 1903, and sugar returned to a price of profitable
producfion in Cuba. The cane lands of that island produce from
18 to 30 tons of cane to the acre——

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. They produce from 25 to 40 tons

acre.
peer. BATLEY. The Senator from Louisiana, who is incompara-
bly more familiar with this subject than I am, says that those
lands produce from 25 to 40 mr acre. I have chosen to take
the lowest estimate I have from anyone, and this malkes
an average production of 24 tons of cane to the acre. That cane
produces over 220 pounds of sugar to the ton. Thus, the average
acre of Cuban cane land produces over 5,280 pounds of sugar,
which will sell in ordinary times for more than $125.

Be it remembered that the lands are cheap and that the labor
necessary in the cultivation of a cane crop is limited. A crop
grown upon chesgs land, which needs only to be planted once
in nine years, and which, with moderate cultivation, will pro-
duce a revenue of over $100 an acre, is not an industry that calls
for a gift from the Treasury of the United States. Sir, the con-
cession in this bill alone of 33 cents on every hundred pounds of
sugar means a gift of §18 per acre from the Government of the
United States for every acre of Cuban land devoted to the pro-
duction of sngar.

Iwell remember that when a Republican Congress incorporated
in its tariff law a bounty to the sugar growers of onr own country
all Democrats denounced it, and properly so, as both unjustand un-
constitutional. Af that time the State of Texas was ntilizing some
portion of its unfortunate citizens, who had come there from other
States and been sent to the penitentiary for their crimes, in the pro-
duction of sugar. The legislature passed a bill authorizing our
officers to receive the money due to the State as bounty upon
the sugar which we had produced; but our governor was
wise enough and brave enongh to veto the legislature’s bill, and
declared that the taint of such a dollar should never touch the
treasury of Texas., That money was left in the
of the United States; it has never been and never will be acce
by our State. And yet some Senators who here and elsewhere
have denounced a bounty to American farmers are freely giving
it to Cuban planters. Eighteen dollars an acre to people whose
acres average three times as much as American farmers realize
from their cotton or their grain lands)

THE TOBACCO TRUST ALSO PROFITS.

What is true of sugar is equally true of tobacco. As the
American sugar trust is practically the only customer Cuba has
for her sngar, so the American to trust is practically her
only customer for tobacco. Until within the last two years or
less the cigar trade of Cuba was Emcﬁcally controlled by two cor-
porations, an American and an English corporation, the English
corporation at one time controlling about 60 per cent and the
American corporation controlling about 40 per cent. Finally
these two corporations, izing that combination was more
profitable than competition, combined, and I will ask the Secre-
tary to read a statement in reference to the tobacco trade from a
Government publication entitled ** Commercial Cuba in 1003,

The PRESB)IN G OFFICER (Mr. Pertus in the chair). In
the absence of objection, the Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:
el oot i sl s R0 vt B R bt s o
a number of other factories. The capital was English. American capital,
some $6,000,000 in amount, sought a similar consolidation through an organi-
zation known as the Habana %}ommarcial Company. This absorbed a large
number of the factories which had not been taken in by the Henry Clay-
Bock combination. Both of these organizations paid very high prices for the
concerns which they . During the month of May (1902) there
was inco ted er the laws of New Jersey a combination known as the
Habana Tobacco Company. It is a branch of the so-called * Tobaceo Trust,”
and its capitalization provides for 30,000,000 of common stock, $5,000,000 of
Ereferrg?a ;t%cokék anogm lﬁ&gﬁ] i'tggmﬁ:n g&‘ ‘na.Th(if) glrrﬁnnimtinn takes over the
Oam it control of much the greater

8 Company, and the
banss tactn{hy. thus givin part,
::lc::ll{all of the important part, of the Cuban cigar and cigarette

and prac-

trade.
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Mr. BAILEY. Thus, Mr. President, we have, upon the an-
thority of a Government publication, the statement that this
combination now controls * practically all of the important part of
the Cuban cigar and cigarette trade.”” That this is true has not
been and can not be successfully denied, and yet under the pro-
visions of this bill the reduction npon Cuban cigars will be more
than $12 per thousand. Even if that $12 a thousand went to the
Americans who smoke cigars I should resist the reduction, because
the American who smokes a Habana cigar is amply able to pay
high taxes to the Government, and the cheaper cigars which men
of moderate means and men of narrow circumstances are com-

1led to smoke do not come from Cuba, and therefore could not
E: affected by this reduction.

Twelve dollars and a half is what this bill concedes to the im-
porters of Cuban cigars in this country, and those importers, a
gigantic trust, controlling, according to the testimony of a Gov-
ernment publication, practically our entire importation. Within
the last month it has been well-nigh impossible to buy Cuban
cigars in any quantities in New York, because the men who
control their importation have been waiting for the passage of
this bill. If the benefit was going to the Cubans and if the im-
porters were going to pay the Cubans as much after the bill
passes as before, there would have been no good business reason
for waiting. But those importers are wiser than Senators in
Congress; and I will digress far enough to say that it is no reflec-
tion upon a Senator to say that in matters of trade the trader is
his superior. Those cigar dealers know that they will get the
benefit of this reduction, and they have simply desisted from the
importation of Cuban cigars until the duty on them has been

uced, so that the twelve dollars and a half per thousand will
go to increase their already enormous profits.

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST LABOR.

" But while the reduction on the cigars will be $12.50 per thou-
sand, the Republican tariff law, which this treaty seeks to amend,
is so constructed that the reduction will be less than a dollar and
a half upon a quantity of tobacco sufficient to make a thousand
cigars. Our Republican friends have long misled American
laborers into the belief that protection is of the most supreme
importance to them, and I am not willing to charge that the Re-
publican leaders have been insincere in this statement. I am
willing to grant that they have been sincere in saying it, however
mistaken they may have been in thinking it. But I shall have a
right hereafter to doubt them if they refuse now to follow their
argument, Under your tariff policy yon have built up a cigar-
manufacturing business in certain cities, although you have built
it up by compelling the people who smoke cigars to contribute, by
larger prices, to the laborers who have made them, That, how-
ever, was a contribution from the American citizen who smokes
to the American citizen who works, and did not seem a and
irreparable hardship. But here and now you have falsified your
constant profession and your former practice by reducing the
duty on material to be used by the American laborer, less
one-tenth of the reduction which you make upon the product of
the laborers of another conuntry.

Mr. President, I will ask the Secretary to read resolutions
adopted by a cigar makers’ union in the city of New York.

Th;EBESIDING OFF1CER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

Whereas the Cuban reciprocity bill now before the Senate a re-
duction of the duty on cigarsamounting to §12.60 per thousand, while the dm
on the amount of to! sufficient to make a thousand cigarsis to be redu
only §1.05, ;%ioch mneg.ns a decrease of 211.35 in the protection now afforded to
A harots this measure which bas just passed the House of Bepresentatives
discriminates in favor of the tobacco trust while it threatens the working
wages of 100,000 men and women employed in the cigar industry in the
United States: Be it i

Resolved, That the Central Federated Union of New York, representing
200,000 organized working men and women, %ro_test a t this measure asa

iece of rank trust legizlntion aimed at the living of the 500,000 people who

epend upon the of this country, and we demand of
the Senate of the United States the rejection of that part of the Cuban reci-
procity bill; and be it further :

Resolved, That o copy of this resolution be sent immediately to the United
States Benate and to the President of the United States.

Mr.BAILEY. Inverifying the statements of those resolutions
1 did not find my caleulations to agree exactly with the fi
given there. Those resolutions state the reduction as only §1.03,
whileImade it, as Inow recall, something like $1.25. But the fact
remains that at worst or, if you prefer the expression, at best the
reduction on the product finished by Cuban labor is more than
ten times as great as the reduction on th2 material to be used by
American labor, and that, too, by a party which iterates and reit-
erates that it advocates and maintains a ]Erotective tariff in the
interest of the American workingman. do not believe that
there is a Republican in this Senate who, if confronted with the

r-making indust

naked proposition of reducing the duty on a raw material to be
used by American labor one-tenth of what he was asked to reduce
the duty on the finished product made by the labor of another
country, would support it. But when it is put forward by the
President and covered up by soft phrases, tﬁey support it with-
out the least remonstrance.

I can not comprehend how any sincere friend of American labor
can vote to reduce the duty on a product made by the laborers of
other countries by a greater per cent than he would reduce the
duty on the material out of which American laborers can pro-
duce the same article. That, Mr. President, is precisely what
this bill does; and I have wondered if those who negotiated it
understood its effect. If, however, you excuse this rank injustice
against the labor of the country upon the score of ignorance,
you make an unanswerable objection to the regulation of tariff
duties in the secrecy of diplomatic correspondence by those who
know more about the fashions of the rich than they do about the
interests of the poor.

These two articles, tobacco and sugar, comprise substantially
the entire Cnban commerce into this country, and I repeat that
in respect to them the concession is all to the manufacturer and
none to the people. It is not even pretended that the remission
of the duty on raw sugar will reduce the price of refined sugar;
but, on the contrary, the admission that it would not has been
distinctly made. Indeed, our friends on the other side could not
consistently claim that it would reduce the price of sugar to the
consumers of this country, because that argument would refute
their other argument that the benefitis going to the people of Cuba;
and they have at least maintained their consistency by admitting
that thisreduction enures in no wise to the benefit of the American
sugar consumer,

JEFFERSOX'S RECIPROCITY,

Mr. President, I have heard it declared in this Chamber—and it
has also been declared elsewhere—that Thomas Jefferson was the
first apostle of reciprocity, and under the authority of his great
name all Democrats have been commanded to support this legis-
lation. But, sir, I affirm that in all the voluminous writings
of that immortal Democrat there is not a line which, when read
in connection with its context and properly understood, can justify
that claim. The quotation which has been relied on to prove that
Mr. Jefferson was an advocate of reciprocity is taken from his
famous report upon the restrictions on American commerce and
navigation made in response to a resolution of the House of Repre-
sentatives asking the Secre of State for certain information,
After detailing at soms len the restrictions npon our com-
merce and navigation, Mr. Jefferson says:

Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United
States, the question is in what way they may be best removed, or modified,
or counteracted. As to commerce, two methods occur: 1. By friendly ar-
rangement with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist.
2. By the separate act of our own legislatures for countervailing their effect.

Before reading from the argument of Mr. Jefferson enforcing
his suggestion that a friendly arrangement is better than counter-
vailing restrictions—a view in which Democrats will universally
concur—I beg the Senate to remember that no unfriendly regula-
tion against our commerce now exists in Cuba, and therefore this
is not a situation where either Mr. Jefferson’s suggestion of a
friendly arrangement or of countervailing restrictions can apply.
After stating the two methods by which restrictions on our com-
merce might be removed, modified, or counteracted, Mr. Jefferson
advances what is in reality an argument for freer trade with all
nations; or, where that is unobtainable, freer trade with any nation
willing to enter into such an agreement. He says:

Instead of embarrassing commerce under piles of mﬁulatin laws, duties,
and ‘prohibitlona. could it be relieved from all its shackles in all parts of the
world, conld every country be employed in producing that which nature has
best fitted it to produce, and each be free to exchange with others mutual
surpluses for mutual wants, the greatest mass possible would then be pro-
duced of those things which contribute to human life and human happiness;

the numbers of mankind would be increased, and their condition battered.
Would even & single nation begin with the United States this em of

free commerece, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, gince it is

one by one only that it can be extended to all. When the circumstances of
either pnrtf render it expedient to levy a revenue, by way of impost, on
commerce, its freedom might be modified, in that particular, by mutual and
equivalent measures, preserving it entire in all others.

“Mr. Jefferson lays down for our guidance in dealing with these
restrictions this rule:

Where a nation im a high duty on our produets it may be proper for
us to do the same by F!ge:rs, first burdening or excluding thoy*::e proﬂll:cetlons
which they bring here in compsatition with our own of the same kind.

Mr. President, if any advocate of this bill can show me that
Cuba hasrestricted or prohibited the importation of our products,
then, sir, I will cheerfully join with him in following the advice
of Thomas Jefferson first to affect a friendly arrangement, or fail-
ing in that better way of relieving our commerce, I will then
agree to meet restriction with restriction and prohibition with
prohibition. But, sir, so far from it being true that Cubanow
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discriminates against our commerce by high duties, the contrary
is the fact; and instead of attempting to secure by this treaty an
equality of trading privileges, we are discriminating in favor of
Cuba here and are contracting for Cuban discrimination in our
favor there—the very conduct which Mr. Jefferson has said wounld
justify retaliation on our part against other nations, and which
must therefore justify other nations in retaliating against us.

No friend of this bill has given as his reason for supporting it
that Cuba's duties against our imports are too high; and it is a
matter of common knowledge, sir, that they are now lower than
the rates imposed by our own law, Itis not pretended that the
purpose of this bill is to reduce Cuban duties against our im-
ports, and the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations,
with a candor which does him credit, has said in his speech to the
Senate that the passage of this bill will compel the Cuban Gov-
ernment to increase its tariff duties. He said in opening this
debate:

But there are a number of causes why Cuba’s revenue concessions are so
empll and ours so large. In the first place her tariff is very much lower than
ours. In fact, as soon as this treaty into effect she must raise her tariff
on a great many articlee&of course the United States retaining our 20 to 40
per cent lower rates of duty than any other nation in the world. Illustrat-
ing the difference in the two tariffs, our average ad em duty on Cuban
produects amounts to over 84 per cent. Cuba’s average ad valorem duty on
American products amounts to but 5) par cent.

‘Wonderful forbearance! We concede 20 per cent; we require
Cuba to concede from 235 to 40 per cent; and yet the amiable
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations describes onr
concessions of 20 per cent as ‘‘so large’ and Cuba’s concessions of
25 to 40 per cent as ‘‘ so small.”’

DEMOCRACY AND RECIPROCITY.

But, Mr. President, I have been told that even if Mr. Jefferson
did not advocate reciprocity except under certain conditions which
do not exist in this case, it is nevertheless true that reciprocity
must be a Democratic doctrine, because it tends to freer trade.
That statement has been repeated so often and with such emphasis
that some men have accepted it as a traditional Democratic tenet,
and there is serious danger that our party may be placed in a false
position on this question. I desire for one moment only—because
one moment will suffice—to reason with my Democratic asso-
ciates upon this proposition; and I believe that a due reflection
upon it will satisfy all of them that it is a mistake for anybody to
contend that reciprocity is necessarily a Democratic policy.

I can easily conceive circumstances under which a Democrat

might feel it to be his duty to vote for a bill originating in the House
of Representatives, and mitigating the injustice of a protective
tariff by providing for reciprocal exchanges on a basis of freer
trade. But,sir, withanideal Democratic tariff law upon our stat-
ute books I can not conceive a state of circumstances under which
I could vote for a reciprocity bill. What I mean by that is this:
An ideal Democratic tariff law would be one in whick every duty
was fixed at the lowest rate consistent with the revenue necessities
of the Government, and under such a law how could a Democratic
Congress find it possible to make concessions toany nation? With
every duty fixed at thelowest rate consistent with the needs of the
Government, if Congress shounld pass a bill reducing some of those
duties, it would be compelled to pass a second %ill increasing
others, and thus the harmony of the whole system would be dis-
turbed, its equality would be destroyed, and inequality would be
introduced. Those who imported some articles would be permit-
ted to pay less than their just rate of taxation, while those who
imported other articles would be compelled to pay more than their
just rate.
! Mr. President,while a reciprocity bill can have no place under an
orthodox Democratic tariff system, if this were a bill reducing the
duty on Cuban impor{s into this country in return for a reduction
of Cuban duties on our imports into that country, I might cordially
support it as an improvement upon the existing law. But, sir,
that is not the proposition with which we have been called upon to
deal. Instead of reciprocating freer trade with freer trade, thisis
a bill to reciprocate protection with protection. Itconcedes?20per
cent of our protection against Cuban products in this country. in
order to secure a protection of 40 per cent for our products in that
country; and all that can be predicated of it with any certainty
now is that whether the duties against our products hereafter shall
be higher or lower than they were before this bill becomes effec-
tive, they shall still be lower than the duties levied against the
similar products of other nations. Willing as I might be to vote
for a bill exchanging freer trade with Cuba, I can not vote to ex-
change protection with them and still call myself an advocate of
freer trade.

Senators have spoken of this bill as lowering our tariff wall,
buf they have not spoken accurately. It does not lower our tarift
wall the breadth of a single hair except at the one point where
Cuban goods are admitted. At that place it may be fairly said

that we take off a single brick, and leaving out for the moment
the discrimination against other nations, it might be claimed with
some fair show of reason that this is desirable as far as it goes,
But, sir, the whole prepossession of a Demoerat in favor of it
disappears when he learns by an examination of the treaty that
in taking down a gingle brick at a single place in the tariff wall of
this country we are adding two bricks to every inch of the tariff
wall with which Cuba is surrounding herself. In other words,
Mr. President, we are simply reducing our protection at a single
point here in order to obtain a greater protection at all points over
there. It isnot an exchange of freer trade; it is an exchange of
protection; and while I would cheerfully exchange protection for
freer trade, I will not exchange a small protection for a greater
one.

Some of the more enthusiastic supporters of this policy seem
to think that they have sufficiently answered all that has bean said,
and all that can be said, on this subject when they claim with a
sort of mysterious air that in voting against this bill we are voting
to continue the rates of the Dingley Act. That, sir, does not de-
serve to be dignified by thename of anargument. The Republican
party could propose many bills reducing the high rates of the
present Republican tariff law which I would deem it my duty to
oppose. If, sir, the Republican majority in the House of Repre-
sentatives should send us a bill reducing the present Republican
tariff upon silks and champagne would any Democratic Senator
feel constrained to support that bill because it makes a reduction
in the duties levied by the Dingley Act? If we were asked to vote
for a bill reducing the duty on hides without any reduction in the
duty on shoes and other leather products, what answer would
the Democrats of the Senate make to that proposition? Mr. Presi-
dent, it underestimates the intelligence and patriotism of a Demo-
crat to tell him that he must vote for any bill amending a Repub-
l_icatzl;l tariff law without reference to its constitutionality or its

ustice. :
d TOIS BILL ESSENTIALLY PROTECTIVE.

Mr, President, the human mind could not contrive a measure
more essentially protective than the one before us. It is the es-
sence of protection, applying that hurtful doctrine of commercial
restriction at once to Cpn{;; and to the United States. Ihave here
the treaty, and I desire to call attention to some of its provisions.
In the eighth article we find this stipulation:

The rates of duty herein granted by the United States to the blic of
Cuba are and shall continue during the term of this convention preferential
in respect to all like imports from other countries, and in return for said
preferential rates of duty granted to the Republic of Cuba by the United
States it isagreed that the concession berein granted on the part of the said
Republic of Cuba to the products of the United States shall likewise be, and
shall continue, during the term of this convention, preferential in respect to
all like imports from other countries. 2

A preferential duty is,as its very name implies, a protective
duty; and this treaty itself speaks of it as a protection in article 10
when it declares:

e protec in uc d
UI;Ii'hmps g;mﬁg?c 'here granted to the products and manufactures of the .

Yet I am told that an agreement sﬁ]ilulating for preferential
duties, and described in the words of the agreement itself asa
protection, must be in line with our Democratic advocacy of freer
trade. Democratic Senators, I put it to you,if you vote for a bill
to protect American manufacturers in Cuba how can you consis-
tently denounce a bill that protects American manufacturers in
our own country? Iam aware that in one case the extortion is
practiced against our own people while in the other case it is prac-
ticed against the Cubans, but that is only a different application
of it and not a different principle. If protection is an economic
fallacy in the United States it is an economic fallacy in Cuba,and
you have no right to mar the record of the Democratic party by
voting for a bill to apply the doctrine of protection to a helpless
and neighbering people, thus provoking other countries to apply
it to us and our products.

For years Democratic statesmen have warned our friends on the

"other side and have warned the commercial interests of this coun

try that our own protective tariff was breeding a spirit of retalia-
tion in the minds of other nations. Our warnings have not been
heeded, but they are being justified. Already some great nations
have discriminated against some of our products, and others are
contemplating such action, and in the face of it all we are now
asked to add another and a stronger provocation to those already
on our statute books.

The mere fact that we have levied taxes for the purpose of ex
cluding the citizens of other nations from trading in our markets
is of itself a strong and constant temptation for them to levy
duties intended to prevent our citizens from trading in their
markets. We have even gone beyond that point, and against
those articles from nations which seek to stimulate their com-
merce by export bounties we have levied a countervailing i 1{:)11
duty equal to their export bounty, and this is especially applied
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to sugar. Not content with giving our Cuban customers the ad-
vantage of this conn iling duty in addition to their cheaper
carriage charges, we are now urged to further supplement those
advantages as against our German friends and customers by giv-
ing Cuba a preferential reduction of 20 per cent on her sugar.
Hereafter, and when this bill becomes a law, the German who
comes to exchange his sugar for our shoes will be told at the cus-
tom-house that he must pay 20 per cent more for the privilege of
bringing his sugar into our markets than his Cuban competitor
pays. n it be a matter of just surprise if German self-respect,
combined with German interest, resents this discrimination
against their country? If it should happen that German states-
men answer our discrimination against their sugar by a like dis-
crimination against our meat products, what lanation will
Senators offer to their complaining constituents? . President,
in commercial affairs neither nations nor individuals receive good
for evil. They generally, and very justly, receive according as
they give. .

‘What a spectacle do we present to the world in demanding
an open door in the Orient for our trade when we are striving to
close every door in the Western Hemisphere? If we negotiate
treaties to keep other people from trading with this New
‘World, how shall we complain if the Old World applies to
us among them the same rule which we have applied to them
amongst ns? Reciprocity of the right kind might lead to better
conditions than the present protective tariff, but a reciprocity
which stipulates for discriminating and preferential duties is
protection run mad, and a Democrat who supports it stultifies his
party and himself.

Mr. President, these grave offenses against the principles of
sound government and of the Democratic party are condoned in
order that Democratic Senators may say to their constituents that
they have made a new market for cotton cloth, for cattle, for
flour, and for wheat. Of coursethereare otherarticles upon which
the tariff isreduced. The first reductionsarein Schedule A; and it
;edm;eaI th.in tariff on whiskies a'lild bra.ndhi;lg Oh,lcharitahle bef}f-

action inexperienced and stroggli ple engaged in the
painful and difficult task of establishing &?ir self-government
must haye their cheaper whisky and cheaper brandy! Itisfit that
they shall also have the cheaper sngar to sweeten 1t!

I hope Senators from our Southern States will analyze the bene-
fits of this bill to their people. The Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Curroy] says that as to two of the only three agricultural prod-
ucts which will find a market in Cuba we do not need any con-
cession, Describing the reductions article by article and line by
line, that Senator says:

f wheat. We ly the entire Cuban market, amoun to

Fkt%.o We supply n]soggg? entire import n?u corn, amounting to & gﬁion

T8,

So far as obtaining a greater part of the Cnban market in flour and corn
is concerned, it was unn to have any concession at all; but this 30
per cent concession will go into the pockets of our millers.

Giving up the revenues of the Government in order to put 30

cent of Cuban tariff duties in the pockets of our millers; and yet
am told that thatisinaccord with ocratic policy. The Sen-
ator further says:

Cuba gives us a 40 per cent concession on rice.

The Senator must know that the United States to-day does not
produce enough rice for its own consumption, and is compelled
to import quantities to meet the demands of our own people.
I believe, and I confidently hope, that the time will come when
the marshes and lowlands of Texas and Louisiana will become
great rice fields; buf that time has not come, and it will not
come within the five years during which this convention is to last,
and consequently the Cuban concession on riceis of no importance.

The expectation is, and they lay great stress npon it, that Cuba
will afford a market for certain cotton goods produced by our
Sounthern cotton mills. Iam myself inclined to believe that we
can increase our trade with Cuba in that respect. I believe that

for a time at least that trade may grow, but while the cotton man--

ufacturer is reaping some small profit from the Cuban trade we
are stimulst;ingl;];guba acompetitor against the Southern cotton
farmer. Those who imagine that the cotton-cloth trade with
Cuba is the only Southern interest or injury involved in this
legislation know little about-the agricultural possibilities of that
island. Again referring to this Government publication entitled

‘ Commercial Cuba in 1908," I beg especially the Senators from
Southern States to hear this:

Cotton is a plant indigenous to Cuba, but it has not been cultivated there
B il s e
ﬁ an important c:m cotton interre:‘ltrg ai};gin serlo%s: oﬁ;’j‘“c&%

during the preseut season a success| of severa bales ol
sea-island cotton has been in incipe. The snhjsac‘l'. istreatod
owhat at in the accom; re] the United States consul-
som . mlength panying report by

The same stimulus which yon administer to Cuba in order to
make a market for the southern manufacturer’s cotton goods
maust also stimulate the cultivation of cotton to compete against
the southern farmer. Looking at the question from the narrow
and selfish interests of our Southern States, what profif is it that
¥ou encourage the development of Cuba in order to make a market

or a few of your cotton goods when the encouragement results
in the produnction of a large quantity of cotton, thus reducing the
price of the cotton grown by southern farmers?

Not only has that argument been addressed to the selfish inter-
est of the Southern cotton manufacturer, but it has been made
with peculiar force to those of us who represent cattle-growin
States. JustaftertheSpanishevacuation of Cuba,whentheis
had been desolated and its live stock had perished in that dreadful
guerrilla warfare, the cattlemen of Texas sold many cattle to
people who purchased them for shipment to Caba. These gentle-
men, unusually intelligent about their business, fondly but blindly
imagined that this trade would continue, and they began, I pre-
sume, in response fo that campaign of education among * the
leaders of thonght” to deluge me with letters stating that the
cattle interests of Texas were vitally concerned in this Cuban
market, and urging me to support this reciprocity treaty.

I had the frankness to say to these gentlemen, as I trust I shall
always have the frankness to say to the people who honor me with
their confidence, that even if it did serve the cattle interests of
Texas I conld not be induced to zl;iport. this measure, becaunse it
was vicious in spite of any particular good that might come to
our people. Upon a further examination of the question, of
course, I soon discovered the folly of the men who were seekin
to open a market which they could supply in a few months an:
t:‘;:hjch’ being supplied, would in a few years compete against

em.

The truth is, Mr. President, it is extremely doubtful if any State
in this Union affords such excellent advantages for cattle raisin
as can be found in the island of Cuba. In addition to her mil
climate, her grasses are sncculent and perennial. They have no
winter there to wither the earth’s vegetation, as we have even in
our Sonthern States, and cattle of every kind can be maintained
at a minimum cost thronghout the entire year.

I made this statement to one gentleman, who very promptly
and very pertinently asked me why it was they had never been
able to build up a live-stock industry of any uence in that
island. I answered him then, without having read what I now
intend to read, that it was due to the course of the Spanish Gov-
ernment in Ersm.ng with systematic vigilance her determination

to allow Cuba to produce nothing but sugar and tobacco.
I now read in from the Government publication entitled
Commercial Cuba in 1903—and by the way, Mr. President, while

I am sure all Senators have read it, if they will take the time to
read it through carefully they will find that this publication seems
to have been prepared exprem]ﬁto support this reciprocity policy.

This document contains the following statement:

However numerous may have been the live stock in Cuba in the most
prosperous times under the old régime, the capacityof the island for ing
Eurpoe.es has never beenseriously tested. Mention has been frequently made

ereinbefore of the vast tracts of natural P.stm @ of superb uﬂlmtha
Cuban lz'ghnds.and these are supplemented byﬁ 8 amso?srti ial or
cultivated pastn in the farms and plantations,all of which offer unusual
advanl:nges to cattle raisers and for-the successful care of all kinds of live
stock. (y#assesare abundant all the J'oar round, and so is water, obtainable
from the numerous streams. The palm trees, of which there is a multituda
in all parts of the island, yield a berry which is peculiarly grateful to ho
and as these berries are to be found everywhere in immense num
raising of hogs becomes an easy matter to the Caban farmer,

A liftle preceding that statement comes the verification of what

I said about the determination of Spain to confine the soil and

energy of Cuba to the production of sugar and tobacco. This
publication says:
o abundance of

et o g ety et sty bt

centuries or more this was the main activity among the settlers, so far as the

i Skinad (s e g BN Pl P el T DA Sy
obacco the lea export. n e m 1| jev-
ous taxes on all domestic n.ngnnls had nearly ruined this othangg &Jﬁ:‘liﬂh-
ing industry before the last revolution broke out. Horses were taxed §835
apiece; mules, §32; cxen, §22; cows, §10; hogs, §7.

Mr. President, if Spanish greed was compelled to levy a tax
like this in order to restrict the live-stock in of that island,
how long will it afford a market for our cattle when these taxzes
are removed and the growth and mnltiplication of live stock en-
couraged? Already, so the ra%orts of the agricultural depart-
ment of that island disclose, the island is practically restocked,
and Cuba will be selling live stock to the world before she is ever
compelled to buy again in any considerable numbers.

Mr. President, I am not only detaining the Senate beyond its
own patience, but I find my throat unequal to the task of continu-
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ing longer, and in order that I may hope to be in condition to-
morrow morning briefly to consider one other phase of this ques-
tion, I am going now to resume my seat. I desire to say that if
that interferes with the arrangement or the convenience of any
other Scnators I shall of course leave their arrangements and
their convenience to be first respected, and shall govern myself
accordingly.

The one question which I desire yet to discuss is that phase of
the subject under which it has been contended, and will be con-
tended with still greater force when the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. SpooNER] comes to address the Senate, that while all I have
said about the right of the House of Representatives to originate
revenue bills, and about the disability of the President and the
Senate in that respect, true as it may be generally, it is not appli-
cable here, because the matter under our consideration is a bi
which did originate in the House of Representatives, and, as I
desire to show—as I believe I can—that that is a mere subterfuge
which does not bring this proposition within the rule, or, rather, I
would be more accurate in saying, which does not take this
proposition without the rale, I hope I shall find a time when it is
convenient to other Senators to conclude my argument on this

int.
pog‘erhaps, however, before I yield the floor I ought to say that it
is not my purpose to save that argument until after other Sena-
tors have spoken. Unless I am able fo present it to the Senate
before the Senator from Wisconsin addresses this body, I shall
not present it at all. I have no disposition to take any advantage
of that kind, seeking the last say upon the only possible ground
on which this legislation can be defended.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The senior Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] ga.ve notice to the Chair, but not to the
Sena\}e,ttl:j:}ii.hed i to take the floor in the morning on the
pending

Mr, CULLOM. Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr. Snnons], I think, desired to address the Senate, but I
do not see him at this moment in the Chamber,

Mr. CARMACE. He was here a little while ago.

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall wait a little while fo see if he
comes in.

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from North Carolina has been sent
for, and I think will soon be here.

Mr. CULLOM. Ihope nothing will be done until the Senator
tt:g-rc:llminand we can ascertain whether or not he desires to speak

ay.

Mr. TELLER. We do not wish to adjourn for the present, at

any rate.

Mr. CULLOM. I find that a great many Senators are anxious
to speak to-morrow and the next day; and there will be too many,
pérhaps, to be heard; so I should be very glad, if any Senator de-
sires to speak, if he would take the floor when he has the oppor-
tunity to do so.

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from North Caroclina will
be here in a few minutes,

Mr. CULLOM. I am willing to wait for a little while.

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business.

Mr, CULLOM. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will
not make that motion for a few moments. The Senator from
North Carolina possibly may not desire to speak to-day, and at
any rate we shall have an executive session before adjourn-
ment. :

Mr. SCOTT. I propose an executive session now in order to
save time.

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from North Carclina was
expected to follow the Senator from Texas, and is now in the
building. I think he will soon be in the Chamber.

Mr. SCOTT. Then I will withdraw the motion for an execu-
tive session for the present. :
Mr. TELLER. . President, I wish to introduce some data
upon which I made my remarks the other day. The first of the
statements is relative to domestic exports from the United States
to Cuba, etc. I should like to introduce these papers in the order
in which I send them to the Reporter. They are taken from dif-
ferent publications of the Government. I put these statements
in because they will give the opportunity for the acquisition of a
thorough knowledge of this whole question to anyone who may

examine them.

Mr. CULLOM. I did not catch the Senator’s statement as fo
what these documents are.

Mr, TELLER. They are statements of the exports from the
United States to Cuba and im into the United States from
Cuba from 1892 to 1908, ete. en I have a statement showing
the revenues and expenditures of Cuba from 1898 to 1903. I have
here also tables showing the production and consumption of cane
sugar in the various sugar-producing countries of the world; the
consumption of sugar per capita in Europe and the United States
from 1889 to 1900; the production of beet sugar in the principal
European countries from 1828 to 1900—

Mr, CULLOM. Are they official documents?

Mr. TELLER. All of the statements I present, with one ex-
i:eption, are taken from official documents—from Government pub-

ications.

I have also a statement giving the production of sugar in Coba
and the msulnll;l?ossamnns of the United States—Porto Rico, Ha-
waii, and the Philippines.

wish also to introduce an extract from a work published by
the Government of the United States entitled ** Progress of the
United States in Material Industries.”” This shows the expendi-
tares of the Navy, interest on the public debt, ete., from 1800 to
1902. It also shows our imports and ergorta of merchandise dur-
ing those years. I desire that these tables may go into the Rec-
orb just as I send them to the Reporter.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection
to the request of the Senator from Colorado, and the papers re-
I ferred to by him will be inserted in the RECORD,

The statements referred to are as follows:

Commerce of the Uniled States with Cuba during the years ending June 30, 1392-1902,

DOMESTIC EXPORTS FROM THE UXNITED STATES TO CUBA.

1802, 1803, 184, 15895, 1 1868, 1807, 1808, 1899, 1200, ‘ 1901, 1902,
| |
Total domestic exports. .. ___.....[§17,622 411 604,004 1318, 855, 237 » 260 37, 348 599,757 139,233, 804 317, 247,952 4 236, 808 , 100, 453 y 109
Total foreigh eXPOrts. . .o.o-oom-.- PRI G0 [*058,008 | R0he | P 0L | PR o0m | A0t |08 || 1908435 | 1,570,503 | 180008 || 101100
Total exports ... 17,953,570 | 24,157,608 | 20,125,221 | 12,807,661 | 7,530,880 | 8,250,778 | 9,561,660 | 18,616,377 | 28,513,400 | 25,064,501 | 26, 625,500
7 I O | S, Gt el 846,043 | 6, 204 1,37 186,805 | 2,319,841 |.ceeaneeaen 197,546 | 10, 16 805, 453 505, 837 425
Bilver ...... % 2,700 %ﬁﬂﬁ 1 87,510 % H.NGJ - i Beie - 900 %:388 19,900 B,{Zé *lu‘i,ﬁo
e Y o e P T S 5 e e o el 8 B B b e R e A e S
B O e e = vt i e ot m o it 1 kS o e ey B S o T e e 0 e T o e e e ey T L m‘%&%
IMPORTS INTO THE UNITED STATES FROM CUBA.
1892, 1808, 1504, 1895, 1598. 1507, 1588 1509, 1900. 1901, 1002,
Total free of duty _...ooe..... 140,835 266,049, 309 867,418,289 817, 684, 785 | 82,074,763 | §1,270,059 ,000 | 81,081,713 | §1,854,373 | 42,601,587 644,017
Total dutiable _? .............. 3?%:?90.535 ]8%, 657,187 | 8,257,072 %ﬁ,lﬁ,m 3?.942*7 7,158, 756 Hﬁ 417 817,115 , 517,531 , 781, 501 (050, 667
Total imports...ceaeeea-- 77,981,671 f 78,708,508 | 75,678,261 | 52,871,250 | 40,017,730 | 18,408,815 | 15,282, 477 | 25,408,828 | 31,371,704 | 48,493,088 | 8¢, 004, 684
1,808,410 | 1,094,850 | 7,805,875 | 8,550,756 | 5,188,132 | 4,454,082 | 5,165,083 86,353 | 2,267,600 255, 481 766,510
404,707 199,003 83, 39,248 12,541 07,652 2,08 25,161 45,711 200 62,500
Tiatal gl v o 2 detCoy s iy gt e T e Sy e L e M R e SN, T
Total Eﬂver .......................................... e e e e e e e e e S e e S S m’%‘,@
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r consumed in 1899 only about 53,934 tons were
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Summary tables of the production and consumption of cane sugar, 1884 to 1894,
[Compiled mainly from information supplied by Messrs. Rueb & Co., London, England.]

[In gross tons of 2,240 pounds.]
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a Estimated.

Consumption of sugar per capita in Europe and in the United States, years ending July 31, from 1859 to 1%00.

[From Licht’s Journal of SBugar Manufactures, August, 1899; data for the United States from the Statistical Abstract of the United States, 1900,]
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Counntries.

Portugal and Madeira ...

e

Bwitzerland __....
Tur:g:{r &
United Eingdom ...

8

Roumania .
Seryi.n..:. LR
Sweden and Norwa

Russia ....

ot D - e e s it e wwmmrnas

United Statesa ....._..
Total.

aCalendar year.

Production of beet sugar in the principal and other European countries from 1825 to 1900.

[From Jules Belot: Le Sucre de Betterave en France 1800-1900.]
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Mr. TELLER. Ihave algo a statement in relation to the Cuban
finances taken from the message of President Palma to the Cuban
Congress. November1,1902. Iask that that also may beinserted.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The statement referred to
the Senator will be printed in the RECORD in the absence of ob-
jection.

The paper referred to is as follows:

CUBAN FINANCES.

[Extracts from President T. Estrada Palma’s message to the Cuban Con-
gress, November 1, 1902.]

I fulfill with true satisfaction the duty imposed upon me under section 5
of article 68 of the constitution in presenting to angrem the project of the
general budget of the nation for the fiscal year of 1903, * * #

In the project which I have the honor to submit to Con the endeavor
has been to establish the greatest economy in accord with the manifesta-
B e e B BB (b Ly Gy 08

ex @ 1 of o ng the Republic as modestly as was pos-
Elhlprsn as to avoid diffienlties and am%nrmaamants for lack of foresight, for
which reason we should carefully combine the o:g:gizntion of the public
services, as well as their allowances of funds, adju: them to the capucit(yl
of the island in the matter of income, and resting upon actual data an
never upon flattering hcges.

As a consequence of that purpose the expenses have been limited to the
necessities which are a charge upon the State in conformity with the laws
and provisions reg'uln.tmtﬁ!tha public services and in accordance with one of
the clauses of the appendix of our constitution in what relates to the land and
marine eanitary service,

The general summary of the project is as follows:

REVENUES,

LE e B I e e e s e L e
Taxon beverages. e emae
Comsular fees . . . . C.liiiiiiiilll
Cikimtoat s (oosts sl Tsligsepie).

munications (pos phs).
Properties and dues of the State.........
FRYIODE BOUITON. o e s s b s o e g e e e

L T g e S e b 2 Sl Tt 17,514, 000. 00
EXPENSES
1y 105 RO e S S S e e e e R 413,319.68
Executive: -
O e e e e e e 85, 700. 00
Department of state and justice. 810, 596. 00
Department of government._...... 4,529, 998,00
Department of finance. .....o....... 1,801,117.88
Department of public instruction . . 8,721,790. 84
* Department of pnblicworks. ... _........__.......... 2,923 011.82
Department of agriculture, industry, and commerce__..... 165, 319.50
D L o e o s i W s M it M S WM T S A RS B 4 13,537, 334. 04
Jodlolarys i Tl s e e T 049,314.00
I O e Lt E o R 14,599, 967.72
LTy e L s e SR A e e S 2,614,032, 28
Deduc from $14,800,067.72 the amount of the expenses in the accom-

nying project the amount of the services newly created—i. e., Congress, the
idency, the consular corps, and the increase of the rural gnard—amount-

ing to §1,457,947.68; also the amount of the contracts entered into by the mili-
tary Fovemment. which the actual Government has to carry out, agp’mgat—
ing £1,065,271.88, it would result that the exsgeusee for the services before es-
tablished would amount only to $12,356,748.66, or §7, 157,855.21 less than the sum
of the disbursements in the past fiscal year of 1801 to 1902, without making
any reduction in the services of sanitation and charities and others of not

less im?ortauce. These sums compared with those of the three years
present the following results:
Year. Income. Expenses. Surplus. Deficit.
§17,885,905.80 | §15,601,453.06 §1,694,452.24 | . ________
17,154,929.28 | 17,644,90L.81 |______________| $4090,085.53
18,701,473.21 | 19,5614,603.87 | ... _______... 23,180. 65
17,514,000.00 | 14,809,967.72 | 2,614,082.28 | _____________

A.l; Data from the report of the Secretary of War of the United States of
» Data from the report of the general treasurer of the island.

¢ Estimated.

Mr. TELLER. I have another statement here which I do not
desire to put in the REcorp at this time, but I wish to call the
attention of the Senate to it. It is a statement made from the
Willett & Gray publication of New York.. A careful examination
of this statement shows that in eight months there was received
by independent purchasers of sugar from the world 128,124 tons,
and that the refiners of sugar received 1,084,494 tons. I simply
want to show that sugar is practically bought and consumed by
the refiners. Though bought by the im];:)rter, it must ultimately
go to the refiner, because there is no other way for the importer
to dispose of the sugar. It is barely possible that some small
part of that might have been refined sugar and might have been
gold on the market. :

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I did not intend to participate
further in this discussion, but a thought occurred to me in listen-
ing to that part of the very able and exhaustive speech of the
Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY | where he referred to the dangers
that would come to this country from the productive power of
the island of Cuba.

XXXVIII—13 fi

by | and wit

We have heard in this debate that Cuba might raise citrus
fruits and tropical fruits and vegetables to an extent that would
seriously interfere with our Southern States, cially Florida,
California. We have heard also from the Senator from
Texas that Cuba might become a factor in the raising of cotton
to such an extent as to affect materially the Southern planters
who are engaged in the production of cotton.

It has been stated repeatedly here by Senators from many States
that Cuba would raise sufficient sugar to swamp the cane-sugar
and beet-sugar interests of the United States.

‘We heard also this afternoon that Cuba has the capacity to sup-
port, and will probably support, a sufficient number of cattle to
render the raising of cattle by the States and Territories now en-
gaged in that business an unprofitable occupation. If all this be
true, then Cuba is the most remarkable country on the face of
the globe.

Cuba has 44,000 square miles, and twenty-nine States of the
American Union have from a half to three times as many square
miles. New York has 47,620 square miles; Pennsylvania has
more square miles than Cuba, and so have North Carolina,
Georgia, and Florida. All the Northwestern States have one-
third to one-half, and two of them twice as many more square
miles; and Texas, which is to suffer so severely in her cotton and
in her cattle production by what Cuba may do under the stimulus
of this tariff, has 262,290 square miles, as against 44,000 square
miles for Cuba. )

Sir, it seems to me that if all these predictions can be realized,
then in the 44,000 square miles of Cuba is to be a production of
cotton, of cattle, of sugar, of cereals, and of citrus fruits which
will wipe out of existence about 2,000,000 square miles in the United
States.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I made the statement the other
day that Cuba would produce sugar enough practica.]l%t,o supply
the world's consumption. In the official statement of the Govern-
ment of the United States the amount of sugar raised this year is
put down, in the different gublications, all the way from 1,130,000
tons to 1,250,000 tons—I do not know which is right—and the
statement is that that quantity of sugar is raised on from 400,000
to 450,000 acres. The statement is also made by the Government
that there are 5,000,000 acres more of just as good sugar land as
the land now being cultivated with sngar. The Government also
in this statement, from which the Senator from Texas [Mr.
BaiLey] read and which I have not had time to look up because
I did not think this guestion was coming up here again, asserts
that Cuba can raise 6,000,000 tons of sugar. There are about
10,000,000 tons raised in the world. So that, Mr. President, I do
not think the statement as to the amount of sugar is emggemted,
because if yon take the 5,000,000 acres of additional land in Cuba
which are adapted to the cultivation of sugar, and estimate the
sugar that they would produce in proportion to the quantity pro-
duced on the 450,000 acres now used for sugar cultivation, the total
amount wonld almost equal the present world's product.

What the Senator from New York said about cattle isundoubt-
edly true. Since the war Cuba hasbought nearly a million cattle.
She did not buy very many of them from the United States; she
bought most of them from South America, because the cattle from
that country are especially adapted to the Cuban climate and are
healthier than the cattle that went from the United States, al-
though, of course, cattle may be imported from the United Statesg
into Cuba. Before the war Cuba had something over two and a
half million head of cattle, and, as the Senator said, they had a
large number of horsesalso; I donot rememberhow many. They
had raised cattle under very serious embarrassments, because
Spain did notintend that they should raise cattle, for cattle conld
not very well be exported to Spain, and Spain intended to confine
the Ermlncts of Cuba practically to sugar and tobacco.

The Senator speaks about citrus fruits. If anybody will go to
Cuba he will find what I found down there. I found the orange
growing wild in the woods. In Florida I also found oranges
%m'ing wild in the woods, but they are not edible oranges.

ey are not poisonous, but they are not pleasant to the taste, be-
cause they are bitter. But in Cuba oranges grow wild and are
sweet. ey have not been cultivated in the island for many
years because of the same difficulty, the treatment of Spain, and
probably because of the high duty imposed by this countryon the
importation of oranges. Cuban oranges are not as good as the

ifornia oranges, which have been cultivated for many years;
but I was told in Cuba that by grafting the California® orange
upon the wild orange they would be able in five years at least to
g{roduce a very great number of oranges. It is not out of reason,

r. President, to say that the reduction of the tariff will stimu-
late orange growing in Cuba, and I believe that they can compete
with California to-day, with the present tariff, if they choose to
doso. I have been in California and have there seen oranges
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raiecd I went into an orange grove in California where I found

pes extending all over the orange orchards, and they were

R‘li:e d to h&ht the gas whenever frost was ]jkely to come,

ey frequently lose their groves in California becanse of frost,

but there never has been any frost known in the island of Cuba
so far as I know.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the point I was making is simply
this: It was addressed to the aIarmmg speeches as to what will
occur from the productive power of the island of Cuba. Here is
a territo wh.mg has nearly 4,000 less square miles than the State
of New York, and yet the assertion is gravely made by Senators
that this territory‘ which is so much less in area than New York,
can impair, if not ruin, the productive industries in four or five

t lines of States, each of which is from one to three times as

as the island of Cuba and possesses soil, climate, and every

quality necessary to competition in the line of its production. 1t
seems to me to be a reductio ad absurdum.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I observed in the speech of the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]—and I have looked it up to
see if I was correct about if—some remarks he made in regard to
Chinese labor in which I think he must have overlooked the facts
as they are. The Senator from Colorado said:

As it stands to-day Cuba may im Chinamen or Japanese or any other
Asiatic servile labor that they see fit in any numbers they may wish.

Under the military government of the United States our laws
excluding the Chinese were put in force—in fact, were enacted
there under that government, and have been adopted by the pres-
ent Government of Cuba. In other words, our laws about the
Chinese are in force in the island to-day——

Mr, TELLER. I think differently.

Mr. LODGE. TUnless they have been repealed ve

Mr. TELLER. I think not. I want to show the tor ‘that
Chinamen are now going into Cuba, if I can turn to the matter——

Mr. LODGE. Imadesome inguiry in regard to it, and I will
ghow the Senator the law in a- moment. I have sent for it.

Mr. TELLER. I knew that was the law, but I find the state-
ment here that some Chinamen have gone there this year.

Mr. LODGE. Under our law some Chinamen may come into
the United States.

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe that law is in force in Cuba.

Mr. LODGE. Our law was adopted there. The only informa-
tion I was able to get—and I will say that I might have got it in
greater detail, but Thave not had the time—was from the Cuban
minister, who informed me that the law of Cuba to-day is exactly
the same as our law about the exclusion of the Chinese; that it
had not been changed in any way, and that no Chinese labor
could beimported. That is my authority for making the state-
ment, and I assume that the Cuban minister knew about the ac-
tion of his own Government.

Mr. TELLER. MMr. President, I can not say as to that, but I
find that some Chinamen are coming in. There are some China-
men there now in large numbers—20,000 of them.

Mr. LODGE. There were Chinamen there before, but the
Cuban minister told me that no Chinese labor could be imported,
for the Cuban law on that subject is the same as our law.

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that I got this information from
a gentleman who came from Cuba during the last month, Imay
be mistaken.

Mr. LODGE. I have given the Senator my authority.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from New York
[Mr, DepEw] naturally thinks the State of New York is the

test Btate in the Umon becanse if has the greatest gopulatlon
ving been born, brought up, and educated there, I do not wish
toaayauythmgbo that claim, but I think the Senator
understands the difference befween-a t.mplcal climate and its
roduction and a temperate climate and its production. A good
eal, at least, of the State of New York is not yet cultivated, and
probably never will be. The document which I hold in my hand
blished by the Government of the United States, and which,
su , is not intended to misrepresent the possibilities of
Cuba, declares that Cuba is capable of supporling a population of
15000000 I do not imagine the from New York will
claim that the State of New York can 15,000,000, for she
can not support now the population she has of 7, 000, 000 and over
without the assistance of our Western States in her
with food. She bu aﬁrs a good part of the food weraise in the West—
meat, flour, and all sorts of food products.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr CULLOM. Mr. President, asthe Senator from North Caro-

. Snntons] has been ken of as desiring to to-

day, wishbomy tIammformedbythatSemtm'thn isnot

repared to speak, and will not be until to-morrow., If there

isno other Senator desiring to speak, I move that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-

sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues-
day, December 15, 1903, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 14, 1903,
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS,

Fred Butler, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at
Leadnlle, 0010 his term having expired April 21, 1902, (Reap-
pointment. )

Daniel J. Foley, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver o e&mbhc moneys
at Eureka, Cal., vice James F. Thampson TEImov

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.

John A. Thornton, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for
the district of Teche, in the State of Louisiana. (Reappointment. )

POSTALASTERS,
ALASKA.
William B. Sam}g:santobepostmasi:er at Skagway, Alaska, in
of William B. Sampson. Incumbent'’s commission expired
December 13, 1903.
COXNECTICTT. -

Edmund E. Crowe to be postmaster at South Norwalk, in the
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Edmund
E. Crowe. Incumbent’s commission e%n-ee December 19, 1903.

George E. Scofield to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the sonnty
of Fau:held and State of Connecticut, in place of Gaorge E. Sco-
field. Incumbent's commission expired December 12,1903,

Rufus H. Seymour to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of William C. Bar-
hite. Incumbent’s commission expu‘ed mber 12, 1903.

TIDAHO.

George E. Hovey fo be postmaster at Burke, in the county of
E‘Ehoa‘;hdone and State of Idaho, in place of Arthur C. Cogswell, re-
S ILLINOIS,

William E. Cummings to be postmaster at Highwood, in the
county of Lake and State of Illinois, in place of William E, Cum-
mings. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1002,

Thomas 8. Green to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county
of Grundy and State of lllinois, in place of Thomas 8. Green,
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903,

William Hawley to be postmaster at Dundae in the county of
Kane and State of Illinois, in glace of Chaunoey H. Parmely,
Incumbent’s commission expire

David Herriott to be postmaster at Morgnn Park in the county
of Cook and State of Illinois, in place of David Herriott. Incum-
bent’s commission expires December 15, 1903,

Horace H. Peaslee to be postmaster at Nﬂ.pervﬂ]e, in the county
of Du Page and State of Illinois, in place of Samuel Mather. In-
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903.

Richard R. Puffer to be T at Odall in the county of
Livingston and State of Illinois, in place of Richard R. P
Hates B Bouke b s postonetan S5 Pl 10 he sty of OF

. Spear aster at Polo, in the county of Ogle
and State of Illinois, in place of E. Spear, Incumbent’s
commission expired December 18, 1903.

INDIANA.

John C. Row to be ter at Osgood, in the county of
Ripley and State of Indiana, in place of John C. Row. Imcum-
bent’s commission expired December 13, 1903.

JOWA.

Cornelius C. Platter to be ter at Red Oak, in the county
of Montgomery and State of Iowa, in place of Cornelius C. Plat-
ter. Incumbent’s commission expires ber 19, 1903.

Charles A. Reynolds to be r at Harlan, in the county
of Shelby and State of Iowa, in place of Charles W. Rhinesmith,
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1908,

Lovett E. Sherwood to be at Shellrock, inthe county
of Butler and State of Towa, in place of Lovett E. Sherwood. In-
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903.

EANSAS,

Joseph 8. Stone to be postmaster at Burrton, in the county of
Harvey and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph 8. Stone. In-
cumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903.

EENTUCKY.

Thomas Boggess, jr., to be ter at Ashland, mﬂmcounty
of Boyd and State of Kantuc@ plwe of Thomn.a Boggess, jr
Incumbent’s commission exmres

George W. Hutcheson to poetmastm‘atLawmceburg inthe
county of Anderson and State of Kentucky, in place of George
W. Hutcheson. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15
1903.
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Ethel E. Johnson to be postmaster at Vance ,in the county
of Lewis and State of Kentucky, in place of Et el E. Johnson.
Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903.

Will P, Scott to be postmaster at Dawsonsprings, in the county
of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential
July 1, 1903.

MICHIGAN.

Charles H. Baird to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of
Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of Charles H. Baird.
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903,

Charles A. Cline to be postmaster at West Branch, in the
county of Ogemaw and State of Michigan, in place of Charles A.
Cline. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1003,

Archibald K. Dougherty to be ostmaster at Elk Rapids, in
the county of Antrim and State of Michigan, in place o Archi-
bald K. Dougherty. Incumbent’s commission expires December
19, 1903.

Loren A. Sherman to be postmaster at Port Huron, in the
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan, in place of Loren A.
Sherman. Imcumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903,

Hamilton A. Macklem fo be postmaster at Marlette, ‘in the
county of Sanilac and State of Michigan, in place of George
Wever. Iucumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903,

William McGillivray to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county
of Iosco and State of Michigan, in place of William McGillivray.
Incumbent’s commission expu‘ed December 13, 1903.

Gerrit Van Schelven to be postmaster at Holland, in the county
of Ottawa and State of Michigan, in place of Gerrit Van Schelven.
Incumbent’s commission erplred December 13, 1903,

Charles W. Paige to be postmaster at Dawson, in the connty of

Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles W.
. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903.

Raleigh M. Pope to be postmaster at Mora, in the county of
Ka.nnbc:ic and State of Minnesota, in place of Newlon H. Danforth,
resigned.

Charles F. Searle to be postmaster at Milaca, in the county of
Millelacs and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles F. Searle.
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1803.

MISSTSSIPPT.

Irene F. Elliott to be postmaster at Okolona, in the county of
Chickasaw and State of Mississippi, in place of Irene F. Elliott.
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903.

John R. Matthews to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county
of Copiah and State of Mississi mg: in place of J ohn R. Matthews.
Incumbent’s commission e.xp December 13, 1903.

J. W. S. Dillon to be’ ﬁjm ter at Grant City, in the county
of Worth and State of souri, in place of Jerry F. Okey, re-

signed
MOXTANA,

Lawrence Hanck to be postmaster at Philipsburg, in the count}
of Granite and State of Montana, in place of Lawrence Hauck.
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903,

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Lewis W. Davis to be postmaster at East Jaffrey,in the coun
of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in place of Lewis
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903,

NEW YOREK.

Stephen P. Barker to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the
county of Otsego and State of New York, in place of Stephen P.
Barker. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1803.

George T. Eveland to be postmaster at Franklin,in the county
of Delaware and State of New York, in place of George T. Eve-
land. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903,

Alonzo E. Hadley to be postmaster at Spnngvﬂla in the county
of Erie and State of New York, in place of Alonzo E. Hadley.

‘Incumbent's commission expxred December 18, 1903.

Charles C. Johnson to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county
of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of les C. John-
gon. Imcumbent’s commission e d %ecember 13, 1903.

Elbert E. Makepeace to be postmaster at Alexandria Bay¥, in
the county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of Elbert
E. Makepeace. Incumbent's commission expired December 13,
1908.

Aloysius McArdle to be postmaster at Victorhill (late West
Seneca), in the county of Erie and State of New York, in place of
Aloysius McArdle. Incumbent’s commission expired December
13, 1903,

Lillian I. Pearsall to be postmaster at Sea Cliff, in the county
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Lillian I. Pearsall.
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903,

- Willard F. Sherwood to be postmaster at Hornellsville, in the
county of Steuben and State of New York, in place of Willard F.
Sherwood. Imcumbent’s commission expired ber 18, 1908,

Orlando W. Sutton to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of
Stenben and State of New York, in place of Orlando W. Sutton.
Incumbent’s commission explred December 13, 1903,

OHIO,

Chandler W. Carroll to be postmaster at St. Clairsville. in the
county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in place of Chandler W.
Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expired ber 12, 1903.

Andrew J. Heinlein to be aster at Bridgeport, in the connty
of Belmont and State of ,in place of Andrew J. Heinlein.
Incumbent’s commission expxred December 12, 1903,

Robert C. Stewart to be postmast-er at Toront.o. in the county
of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in place of Martin B. Edwards, jr.
Incumbent’s commission expired Becember 12, 1903,

OKLAHOMA.

Elta H. Jayne to be postmaster at Edmond, in the county of
Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Elta H, Jayne.
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903.

Thomas J. Palmer to be postmaster at Medford, in the coun
of Grant and Territory of Oklahoma, in place ‘of Thomas
Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1908,

BEOUTH DAKOTA.

William T. Ellis to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of
McCook and State of Soutﬁo Dakota, in place of William T. Ellis,
Incumbent’s commission exp December 12, 1603,

0. H. La Craft to be postmaater at Clark, in the county of
Clark and State of South Dakota, in place of George G. Jennings.
Incumbent’s commission expires "December 19, 1903,

TEXNESSEE,

William O. Douglas to be postmaster at Jellico, in the connty
of Campbell and State of Tennessee, in place of William O. Doug-
las. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903,

TEXAS.

Henry T. Vaughan to be postmaster at Mart, in the county of
McLennan and State of Texas, Office became Presidential Octo-
ber 1, 1903.

VERMOXNT.

Martha W. Arnold to be postmaster at Bethel, in the connty of
Windsor and State of Vermont. in place of Martha W. Arnold.
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903.

Henry G. Blanchard to be postmaster at Newport, in the coun
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in place of Henry G. Blanc!
Incumbent's commission expires December 19, 1903,

VIRGIKIA.

S. W. Tardy to be postmaster at Buenavista, in the coun
Rockb;'iﬂdge and State of Virginia, in place of J. oaeph W. W
Temoy

of
dy,

WEST VIRGINIA.

William H. Glover to be postmaster at Terra Alta, in the conn
of Preston and State of West Virginia, in_place of William
Glover, Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1008,

WISCONSIN,

John F. Gillmore to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of
Pepin and State of Wisconsin, in place of John F. Gillmore. In-
cumbent’s commission expn'es December 19, 1803,

William H. Dobson to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county
of Weston and State of Wyoming, in place of Elmer E. Waite.
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903,

CONFIRMATIONS.

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 14, 1903,
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS,

Charles M. Moses, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the

district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine,
POSTMASTERS,
T h land beOOWRA.IIO

H Suther to tmaster at Sterling, in the coun
of L;)m;{q and State of Colom%?ns i -

Edward L. Trounstine to be postmaster at Walsenburg, in the
county of Huerfano and State of Colorado.

Charles T. Wade to be postmaster at Buena V15ta in the county
of Chaffee and State of Colorado.

INDIARX TERRITORY.

Frederick W. Galer to be postmaster at Nowata, in the Cherckee

Nation, Indian Territory.
TOWA.

Simon D. Breuning to be postmaster at Ackley, in the county
of Hardin and State of Iowa.

Charles F. Le Compte to be postmaster at Corydon, in the
county of Wayne and State of Towa.

Edward Madigan fo be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county
of Butler and State of Iowa.

Edward A. Snyder to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the
county of Blackhawk and State of Iowa.
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Baninmin C. Wise to be postmaster at Cascade, in the county
of Dubuque and State of Iowa.
EKANBAR.

Harry C. Achenbach to be postmaster at Clay Center, in the
county of Clay and State of Kansas,

Jacob B. Boyer to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas.

Henry W. Conrad to be postmaster at Independence, in the
county of Moniﬁgomery and State of Kansas.

Robert T. Jellison to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county
of Republic and State of ﬁs&s

A. L. Utterback to be postmaster at Caney, in the county of
Montgomery and State of Kansas.

MARYLAND.

M. W. Thomas to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the county

of Kent and State of Maryland.

MICHIGAN.
Burton F. Browne to be postmaster at Harbor Beach, in the
county of Huron and State of Michigan.

William P. Stiles to be postmaster at Coopersville, in the county

of Ottawa and State of Michigan.
MINNESOTA.

Justin Berkin to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of
Stevens and State of Minnesota.

Frank Dillingham to be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the
county of Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota.

John Frisch to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county of
‘Winona and State of Minnesota.

Mons Haunge to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of Swift
and State of Minnesota.

Eilert Koefod to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county of
Pope and State of Minnesota.

red E. Wheeler to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county
of Swift and State of Minnesota.
" MISSOURL

Charles Casper to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of
Cass and State of Missouri.

William J. Giodt to be postmaster at New Haven, in the county
of Franklin and State of Missouri.

VERMONT.

Harlow C. Ayer to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of
Franklin and State of Vermont. T

Henry J. Fisher to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the county
of Lamoille and State of Vermont. ]

Charles E. Hall to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county of
Franklin and State of Vermont.

Edward J. Tyler to be postmaster at Enosburg Falls, in the
county of F lin and State of Vermont.
WISCONBIN.

Wilbnr H, Bridgman to be postmaster at Stanley, in the county
of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin.

Emile C. Duval to be \%Jstmaster at West De Pere, in the county
of Brown and State of Wisconsin. .

August J. Seeman to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county
of Grant and State of Wisconsin.

George W. Burchard to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the
county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

MoxnDAY, December 1}, 1903,

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CoUpEN, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap-
roved.
» COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS.
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following resolution
and ask for its immediate consideration.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.
The Clerk read as follows:
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be anthorized to sit dur-
ing the sessions of the House and recess.
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered.
. There was no objection.

HOLIDAY RECESS.
Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following concurrent
resolution and ask for its immediate consideration.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolntion.
The Clerk read as follows:

ved the Hi R tatives (the Senate concurring), That
wtf:en’atl.he tvtu'r% Hommon;edj%rmr{g%:tu;ds{.(Dmmher 19, they stand ad-
journed until 12 o'clock meridian January 4, 1904,

The resolution was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table. 5

COMMUTATION OF RATIQNS FOR MIDSHIPMEN,

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the following resolution,

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the provision nnder the headi
counts,” in the act making a priations for the naval service for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, approved March 8, 1908, for
**Provisions, Navy,"” shall not be so construed by the accounting officers of
the Treasury as to d‘?riva midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit of com-
muted rations as provided by section 1577 of the Revised Statutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I should like to hear some statement relative tothe matter.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask that the Clerk read the letter of the
Secretary of the Navy.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

“Supplies and Ae-

NAVY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, December 9, 1503,
S1r: For many years past annual provision has been made for the payment
of all midshipmen (naval mdatai%%f cominuted rations, to which they are en-
titled under section 1577 of the Revised Statutes, the appropriation for this
purpose being made in naval alglr:r‘l;opl:iation actaunder the heading ** Su'fp!iaa
and Accounts,” subheading * visions, Navy.” Inthe act of July 1,1902
gﬂ Stat., 619), for example, such appropriation was made in the following
rms:
“For * * * commuted rations for officers on sea duty (other than com-
missioned officers of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, and chief bna.tawa'lns‘
gis(‘af)‘%nﬁam, chief sailmakers, chief carpenters) and midshipmen * *

In the corre ding provision in the current naval ap; tion act,a;

proved March 3, 1903 (32 Stat., 1190), however, a comma follows the wo:
* chief carpanters,” and the words * and midshipmen" were included within
the marks of parenthesis; in view of which it has been held by the Comp-
troller of the that, so far as this act is concerned, midshipmen on
sea duty can not be paid commutation of rations, having been plac:d with
respect thereto on the same footing as the other classes of officers excepted
from the benefit of the gppng;hpon. . :

There is reason to balieve that it was not the actual intention of Congreas
thus to deprive midshipmen on sea duty of commuted rations, but that the
S]m:ing of the second mark of parenthesis after the word * midshipmen™ was

ue toa t{p hical error. I thaefore respectfully request that, for the
Rem of rem ymﬁothgs apparent defect, there be em ed in the urgent

fieiency bill the following provision, viz: I

“The p under the ng 'Suthaa and accounts,’in the act mak-
ing a‘ppm?rlaﬁans for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1904, and for other Eurposeﬂ. approved March 3, 1008, for * Provisions, Na
shall not be so construed by.the accounting officers of the Treasury as to
prive midshipmen un sea duty of the benefit of commuted rations as pro-
vided by section 1577 of the Rovised Statutes.”

For your information in connection with the consideration of this sub-
iect. I herewith inclosecopiesof the following papers, viz: Letterof the clerk

o Naval Committee, House of Representatives, dated March 12, 1 ad-
dressed to the Chief of the Bareau of Supplies and Accounts; letter of the
Paymastar-General of the Navy, dated March 14, 1903, addressed to the Sec-
retary of the Navy; letter of the Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, dated
April 20, 1908, addressed to the Secretary of the Navy, with indorsements
thereon; letter of the Acting Secretary of the Navy, dated October 1, 1003,
addressad to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Acceunts.

Very respectfully,

Hon, JAMES A. HEMENWAY,

Chairman Commiltee on A%ropm}f;?om. s
'ouse of Representatives.

W. H. MooD¥Y, Secretary.

NAYY DEPARTMENT,
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS,
, Washington, D. C., March 14, 1903,

S1gr: 1. In the naval appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1904, appropria-
tion ** Provislons, Na ‘Pﬁe first clause is as follows:

*For provisionsand commuted rations for the seamenand marines, which
commuted rations may be paid to caterers of messes, in cases of death or de-
sertion, upon orders of commanding officers, commutad rations for
officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers of the line, Medical
and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief
carpenters, and midshipmen), and commuted rations stopped on account of
sick in hospital and ited to the naval hospital fund."

2. This is identical with the estimate submitted and with the similar clanse
in the appropristion bill for-the current ﬁ'es-r. excapt in the placing of the
last of tha two marks of parenthesis, namely:

* For provisions and commuted rations for the seamen and marines, which
commuted rations may bz paid to caterers of messes, in cases of death or de-
sertion, upon ordersof the commanding officer; eommuted rations forofficers
on sea duty (other than commissioned officers.of the line, Medical and Pay
Corpsand chisf boutswains, chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief ca. h:mi
and midshipmen, and commuted rationsstoppzd on account of sick in hospita
and credited to the naval hospital fund.”

3. The effect of the phraseology first quotad above is apparently to deprive
midshipmen on sea duty of the commutation value of theration. The House
Naval Committee having shown no intention while the bill was under con-
sideration and during the hearings to chan%e the law in this respect, there is
reason to su;lsposa that the change in position of the second parenthetical
mark is simply a typographical error. . ; . .

4. The change having been made, however, the questionof its effect israised
for consideration. Accordingly, attention is invited to the following:

Section 1577, Revised Statu provides e

“ Midshipmen and naval cadets in the Navy shall be entitled to one ration,
or to commutation-therefor "— -
and has been the unvarying rule since the passage of the act. There
would seem to be no doubt that under the section quoted midshipmen will ba




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

197

entitled each to a rationin kind during the coming fiscal year, whether ashore
orat sea, and also that all those not on sea duty will be entitled to commutation
therefor; but the question remsains with regard to the midshipmen on sea
duty: Under the phraseclogy of the appropriation bill for 1904 are they de-
prived of the usual commutation for rations?

b. The attested official original of the bill on file in the State Department
has been examined, and the bill as printed (copy inclosed) agrees therewith
in d to the a tion now under ussion,

6. Reference to the Comptroller of the Treasury issuggested, with request
for an early decision on the subject herein presented, in order that timely
publication to the service at large may be made.

ully, A. 8. KEXRY
Paymaster-General, United States .N’avy.
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFrFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, April 20, 1903.
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY.

Sin: I have by your reference a letter to you from the Paymaster-General
of the Navy of date March 14, 1903, with the accompanying papers, relating
to the appropriation * Provisions, Navy,"” under the heading of **Supplies
and accounts " contained in the naval appropriation act of March 3, 1903, mak-
ing appropriations for the fiscal year 1904. My decision is requested as to
whether said appropriation will be available for the payment of commuted
rations to tqiﬂsg.lpmen on sea dﬁ'. : 3
. n’I‘he particular provision of said act which gives rise to the question is as

ollows:

*For provisions and commuted rations for the seamenand marines * * #

commuted rations for officers on sea d'u‘:t,yl'i (other than commissioned officers
of the line, Medical and Pay Corps,and chief hoatswains, chief gunners, chief
gai ers, chief carpenters, midshipmen), and commuted rationsstopped
0;2 aéc;cotunlfi &f‘ ;;u:k in hospital and credited tonaval hospital fund * * = »
(32 Stat.,
The act of July 1, 1902, makin apgmpriatlona for the naval service for the
fiscal year ending June 80, lmfaa for other purposes (82 Stat., 679), con-
tsinsm e following appropriation under the heading of *Supplies and ac-
counts: ™

** For provisions and commuted rations for the seamen and marines * * #
commuted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers
of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, chief ers,
chief sailmakers, chief nters) and midshipmen, and commuted rations
g:;lul;g)e:i o‘n t:wcmnt. of sick in hospital and credited to the naval hospital

n |“

It will be observed that in said act of July 1, 1902, the words *‘and midship-
men ™ are outside of and immediately follow the words included in the pa-
rentheses, while in the act of Mm&lm the words *‘and midshipmen ™ are
included as part of the words inel in the parentheses, and there a; rs
a comma between themand the words ** chief ca ters,” which imm tel
Erecede them; and it will be further observed t the act of March 3, 1

a later act than the act of July 1, 1902,

I am of opinion that the act of March 3, 1903, is not ambiguous and that
the words therein employed expressed the will of Congress and must be per-
mitted to perform their legitimate funetions in the ascertainment of t
will. Congress intended by the words used in the above provision of said
act to place midshipmen with t to commuted rations while on sea duty
on the same footing, so far as sai apslropﬂaﬁon is concerned, with i
sioned officers of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, chief
gunners, chief sailmakers,band chief carpenters.

All E‘pm transmitted by you are herewith returned.

Fl

L. P. MITCHELL,
Assistant Comptroller, .

[First indorsement.]

NAvVY DEPARTMENT, April 22, 1903,

es and Accounts for its information, in
connection with its letter (No, 70416) of the 14th ultimo, and return.

The Bureau will so prepare its estimates for the fiscal year 19045 as to give
midshipmen commutation for the ration which they are at present allowed,
but which, owing to the provisions of the act of March 3, 1903, they shall not,
in the fiscal year 1903-4, have received, and will, upon the reassembling of
Congress, prepare and submit for the consideration of the De mt an es-
timate to be embraced in the urgent deficiency bill, giving them such ration
for the fiscal year 1908-4.

Referred to the Burean of Bu

Moony, Secretary.
8.C. L.
[S8econd indorsement.]

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, Seplember 2, 1903.

1. Respectfully returned to the Department.

2. The Burean's estimate for * Provisions, Navy,” for thefiscal year 19045
has been prepared and submitted, aaind.lmtedintvﬁe first clause of paragraph
f] _atii! thalﬂrat mdqr?iama_nta With refeﬁetrg::ttp the :iur;rde%g ﬂmm& no ad-

itional appropriation is necgssary, al i8 req in ngress
shall eorrect, by resolution or a clause inoneof theapp mgon bills, either
“deficiency " or *naval,” the tstrﬁographiml error by which the words *and
midshipmen" were included in the parenthetical clause of the appropriation
act for the present year. It is therefore suggested that recommendation be
made to the proper committees of Congress for a relief act in the manner in-
dicated, to the effect that ** the typographical error by which the words ‘and
midshipmen’ were included in the parenthe clause of the a riation
* Provisions, Navy.' for the fiscal year 1304, act approved Marel 5, 108, shall
not be construed by the accounting officers of the Treasury so as to deprive
midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit of commuted rations as provided by
section 1577, Revised Statutes.”

H. T. B. HARRI

Paymaster-General, United States Navy.

NAVY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, October 1, 1908,

Str: Receipt is acknowledged of the Bureau's indorsement (2d, T0416) of
the 24th ultimo, in which it is suggested that the failure of midshipmen to
receive commutation of rations under the current naval appropriation act
be remedied, not by a deficiency nﬂg}pmprlstjcn, but by legislation to the
effect that the accounting officers shall not, because of the ty];nm hical
error under the head of ** Provisions, Nnm; in said act, whereby migslnp-
men were included among those nct enti to commutation of rations, so
construe the act as to deprive midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit of com-
muted rations as provided by section 1577 of the Revised Statutes,

The suggestion of the Bureau is approved, and the Department will at the
proper time make recommendation to Congress accordingly.

Bt A H. C. TAYLOR,
.:!ct'ing Secretary.

The CHIEF OF THE
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS.

COMMITTEE 0N NAVAL AFFATRS,
House 0¥ REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES,
Washington, D, C., March 12, 1503.

S1r: In the examination of tne naval appropriation act for 1804 I find on
page 16 of public document No. 160, under the u of Supplies and Ae-
counts, “Provisions, Navy,” line 7 of the item, a parenthesis after the word
ﬁmizsiah.ipmen.“ This parenthesis should be after the word * carpenters,”

ne b.

If you will examine the estimates dxou will find the provision submitted by
the Department as I have herein indicated.

An error was made in printing, as I have examined the copy for the printer
and find same as the Department estimates.

You will observe the effect of the language as now printed in that it would
deprive the midshipmen of rations—a proposition that was neither considered
by the committee nor Congress.

Kindly bring the matter before the proper officials in the near future so
that the midshipmen may not suffer through an error.

Very respectfully,
FrED. B. WIITsEY,

Rear-Admiral A. 8. KExxY,

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts,
Navy Department, Washington, D. C.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDOX. Mr, Speaker, what is the p ition?

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is this: By a typographical error which
occurred in the naval appropriation bill the midshipmen are cut
out of commutation money, amounting to about a hundred dollars
a year, which was evidently not intended to be done.

r. MADDOX. Does this a{}mvide for correcting that?

Mr. HEMENWAY. The allowance is authorized by law, and
this provision cuntting them out of it was a mistake. The boys
need their money for Christmas.

Mr. MADDOX. I could not hear a word, there was so much
confusion.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gentleman
what the change will beif the so-called error is eliminated? What
difference is it with it in and with it out?

Mr. HEMENWAY. The money is provided and has been pro-
vided in t.hg‘ﬁast. It is authorized by statute law. Simply by a
typographical error they are cut ont of it this year, and the rea-
son for now coming in with this provision is becanse the nrgent
deficiency bill will not pass before the holidays and these boys
will be left withount their money for Christmas.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The joint resolution was ordered to be e d for a third
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third
time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table.

COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HaMiLTox], chairman of the
Committee on Territories, represents to the Chair that it is de-
sirable that the Delegate from Hawaii be appointed as a member
of that committee. Is there objection? The Chair hears none,
and the Delegate from Hawaii []Mr. KALANIANOALE] will be ap-
pointed as a member of the Committee on Territories.

PENSION APPROFPRIATION BILL.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 6738.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
V]igl_ole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LAWRENCE in the
chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the bill H. R. 6758, being the bill making appropriations for the
payment of invalid and other pensions, and the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. VAN Voorais] is recognized.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apans].

Mr., ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the House is in
Committee of the Whole considering the annual appropriations
for the stipend which our Government gives to those men who
sacrificed their limbs and their health in the service of their
country that this Union might be preserved. I do not know
whether it was this idea that snggested itself the other day to the
gentleman from Arkansas, whose mind seemed to become very
much agitated at what he termed as the secession of a State be-
longing to the country of Colombia, but he felt moved in the
spirit to criticise the action of the Administration in control of

g
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our Government, and more particularly that branch in control
of its foreign affairs, for what he deemed to be a gross violation of
propriety, both of conduct and international law.

T?le gentleman in the beginning of his remarks disavowed that
he spoke for his party, and said that he spoke but in his individual
capacity. It is difficnlt for the gentleman, as the ranking repre-
gentative of the minority on the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
to disassociate himself from his . He is its mouthpiece on
such questions, and he can not he tﬁ:ery well but speak for them.
But it is emphasized in the fact that later in his remarks he dis-
tinctly said that he wished to acquit himself and his party. I
wish to quote him correctly.

it m I of the ul
whligl ts ntt.&imég ti:;?:lghz toyt;‘gkao:og;n ed. i i pec

Mr. Chairman, the acme of patriotism as recognized throughout
the world, so far as the relation of one's country toward foreign
nations, is, ** My country, right or wrong; " and I submit that an
individual or a party who undertakes tfo criticise the foreign ne-
gotiations or the conduct of his Government in that regard should
be very sure of standing on solid ground in the criticism, and
that they are not caviling at the conduct of their country for
mere political advantage.

1t is a fact greatly to be deplored that the composition of our
Government seems to be such that domestic politics enters into
the influence on its foreign policy. A nation whose intercourse
with her sister states is liable to be changed or reversed in the
course of four years is greatly hampered in her negotiations,
There is lacking that promise of perpetuity in her contracts which
other nations have a right to expect and which may make them
halt in binding themselves perpefunally to a compact which the
former nation may, through a political revolution, be compelled to
rescind. It is one of the few strong points in the imperial form
of government that a foreign policy can be laid down and pur-
suego without fear of interruption or change by domestic political
interference. This is best illustrated in the foreign policy of
Russia, who, come what hindrance may, pursues her set foreign
policy with a steady persistence whose force finally becomes irre-
sistible, and I commend it to the minority party of our country,
be it of what political complexion it may in the future, that it is
the part of wisdom tfo restrain political crificism and to follow
that policy which seems to be the best for our country in its rela-
tions with the ontgide world.

More than that, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman admitted, and
his pﬂ'ﬂf indorses the position, that the construction of the canal
across the Isthmus is not only worthy of consummation but must
be absolutely accomplished. Why, the very object, the very pur-
pose that the gentleman and his party indorses is about being ac-
complished in the most expeditious, the most satisfactory way,
owing to some change in the affairs, beyond reasonable hotge of
the greatest enthusiast. Not only are they not satisfied with the
accomplishment of the main object, but, forsooth, they must criti-
cise the way in which it is accomplished. It strikes me, Mr.
Chairman, that it is carrying criticism far beyond legitimate
grounds in the conduct of onr Administration, which represents
the entire country in its relation to foreign countries.

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to look into some of the reasons that
the gentlemen offers as to why this is dishonmorable conduct.
Surely that is strong lan e, and when he acquitted himself of
its use he only did so against individuals, and said that he brought
no charge against individuals of dishonorable conduct in the
management of these affairs, but he did not withdraw the charge
that the course of our Administration brought dishonor upon our
Republic.

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, DINSMORE]
advances two propositions: First, that in order to recognize the
new Government in its de facto existence, it must absolutely have
achieved its independence. On this ground the gentleman from
Arkansas is entirely correct.

There can be no question but that the Republic of Panama had
actnally achieved its independence; no question as to the size of
the territory or any question of duration of time comes into this

uestion of international law. Panama had actunally occupied
&:e territory with the consent of its citizens. At Panama the
Colombian soldiers actually joined with the insurrection in the
establishment of the new Republic, and at Colon there were 4350
troops, quite a sufficient force to put down any insurrection in
that city,or even to meet the forces of the United States to main-
in the power of the parent Government, to have shown if they
meant to maintain their sovereignty over this portion of the ter-
ritory; and what did they do? They got on & ship and calmly

away.

I will !.'Lo}&r refer to the methods so common in South American
countries, which was a much more potent factor than anyﬂl?gzd
act on the part of the United States. But we are informed that
the ge took away the snug little sum of §8,000,and his troops
refused to embark on the ship until he had divided with them.

\

That was the potent factor that took away these troops from
Colon, and not any act or influence on the part of the United
States Government.

Mr, Chairman, the second proposition of the gentleman was
that there must be an nndonbted abilify on the part of the newly
formed Republic to maintain independence. The gentleman will
find no such maxim laid down by the writers of international
law. He was obliged, in order to find authority for that state-
ment, to Lﬁg back to the insurrection of the Spanish provinces
against their mother country of Spain. He cited somebody’s
n;essagea a:;;ly opinions of the statement of that period in control
of our country.

Mr. Chairman, the sitnation at that time was entirely different
from what it is now. The Republic of the United States was not
then in a position to take a strong action in regard to that mat-
ter. It was a great question, which involved all the South Amer-
ican colonies, which had been in rebellion a long time. Spain still
contended that she was endeavoring to put down the rebellion and
reestablish her authority. Her forces did not march away and
resign the territory to the ful occupation of the new repub-
lic. The situation was entirely different.

The gentleman and his party are not always up-to-date on pub-
lic questions which come before this Congress or the nation at
large for discussion. I have been very much hampered in my
investigation of this subject, as I only returned to the city last
Saturday and, unfortunately, the libraries of the State Depart-
ment and the Congressional Library were closed, and I could not
get access to the anthorities; but in myhurried search this morn-
ing I came across fwo authorities, one of the most recent English
authorities on international law, which says:

Independence should be so construed that it may be reasonably expected
to be permanent; reasons of policy control, however—

That is from Hall, page 89, fonrth edition, the latest authority
on English international law. I will now quote from one of the
most recent anthorities, a name that stands preeminent, not only
in mili science, but also as a writer on constitutional and in-
ternational law in our country—Major-General Halleck, He
says (Vol. I, third edition, p. 84):

A question of policy and prudence only, which each State must determine
for itself—the manner and recognition of new governments.

Now, Mr, Chairman, if there ever was an occasion when the

uestion of policy should be brought in it is surely in regard to

e recognition of Panama. For centuries the idea has been in
the mind of man to build a canal across the Isthmus to connect
the great waterways of the Pacific and the Atlantic Ocean. For
years our country has been desirous of accomplishing that end.
For years the project has been delayed by various obstacles, both
physical and international; by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and

-other causes which have prevented the consummation of that

project. In the meantime the Panama company came in and
obtained the right from Colombia to build the canal and under-
took to do so, with the disastrous results that we all know.

Now, what has been the policy of our Government in regard to
this question? The gentleman stated in his remarks that our Ad-
ministration was open to criticism, because it was not acting in
obedience to the law; that this House had passed unanimously a
bill for the construction of a Nicaraguan canal and had sent it
over to the Senate, where it had been changed so as to provide for
a route via Panama., That statement, Mr. Chairman, needs some
modification. It is true that the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce reported to this House a bill for a canal by
the Nicaragua route; but the gentleman entirely omitted the fact
that after the bill was reported, and before the knowledge was
brought to either the distingnished chairman of the committee or
the committee itself, the French company, that had all along re-
fused to name any price at which they would sell their canal, sud-
denly made the offer to sell, at the appraised value of onr own Com-
mission all the rights of that canal for §40,000,000.

In the debate on that bill I submitted the proposition, which I
supported by a few remarks, that it struck me it would be a busi-
ness proposition that under these new conditions we should con-
sgider the offer of the French company.

An amendment was offered, for which 102 votes were cast, that
it was the part of business prudence and wisdom to consider the
offer of the French company. After that amendment was de-
feated, it is true, the bill passed here unanimously, for everybody
was and has been in favor of a canal. The bill as passed by the
House went to the Senate, with this notice from the House that
the sentiment of the House was unanimous here as to the advisa-
bility of constructing a canal. The Senate took up the question
and sent the bill back to the House amended, owing to the
amended report of the Isthmian Canal ission, who at once,
when the conditions were changed, stated frankly that their re-
port was made subject to the condition that the French would
offer no price whatever; that, therefore, they had reported in
favor of a Nicaraguan canal; but as soon as tﬁiﬂ offer was made
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the Commission at once changed its opinion and reported to the
United States Senate absolutely that physically, economically,
from an engineering standpoint, and from almost every other
standpoint—the shortness of the hours for passage, the reduced
number of locks—that on almost every point the considerations
were in favor of the Panama route. And for these reasons the
Senate adopted that provision and returned the bill to the House,
where it was L

Why, Mr. irman, some portions of the gentleman’s speech
sounded almost like an argument in favor of a Ni canal
instead of the Panama route. But the Congress of United
States has determined that the ronte should be via Panama; and
the President was given a reasonable time in order to carry that
out.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman went on further to say that
the Colombian Congress having repudiated the treaty the Presi-
dent was at once bound to proceed to comstruct a canal by the
Nicaraguan route. .

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Certainly,

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman hasstated that the President
was given ‘* reasonable time *’ in which to effect an agreement by
which the canal should be built across the Panamaroute. Iwould
like him to state to the Honse what the President was to do under
the law in case of failure, after a “* reasonable time,”” to effect that
agreement with the Colombian Government. What, according
to the provision of law, was the President required to do in that
case?

~ Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I state frankly that it was pro-
vided that in case of a failure of the negotiations with Panama
within a reasonable time the President was to proceed to build a
canal by the way of Nicaragua. The very choice of the words,
‘“a reasonable time "*—and they were chosen after mature judg-
ment—was for the purpose of putting the President in such a po-
sition that if the project of a Panama Canal should fail he should
then be obliged to build a canal by way of Nicaragua. To that
extent the used in the law was imperative; the President
was to have no option. But it was nec that the President
ghould exercise the greatest judgment and wisdom, so that when
Colombia had rejected the treaty,and when at once a new oppor-
tunity arose for carrying out the mandate of Congress, the law
shounld be carried out and the Panama route maintained. Con-
ditions had changed; and I am glad to say the opportunity has
so far improved that in the judgment of many, including myself,
the President wounld have been criminally wrong if he tried
to evade the mandate of Congress and not construct this canal by
_ihe way of the Panama route. ; .
T Why, sir, in the minds of the enthusiasts for this canal the
only point of dispute, the only gquestion for serious considera-
tion, was that Colombia professed that under her constitution she
could not give the right of sovereignty to the strip of land over
which the canal was to émas And here, nunexpectedly, owing to
the changed conditions by the establishment of this new Republic
breaking away from Colombia, we had the opportunity longed for
in our fondest hopes of getting the absolute sovereign control of
the land through which the canal is to pass.
= Why, Mr, Chairman, through all the negotiations and throngh
all the projects inrespect fo this canal it hascome about—no
knows exactly how, but beyond the ntmost expectations—that
the conditions are far better and far superior, with the canal
passing through this new Republic, with the strip of land entirely
under our control, with sovereignty over and with the right to
protect and fortify the two ends of the canal, than it would other-
wise have been, and that we haye gained more than we counld
¥ possibly hope for. )

The next criticism of the gentleman was as to the suddenness
of the birth of the Republic of Panama, Mr, Chairman, we all
have experiences in life as we go along in the publie service, and
it so chanced that I had one in regard to the birth of a republic.
Why, sir, the suddenness of the birth of the Republic of Brazil is
to be counted by hours as against days which were consumed
during the birth of the Republic of Panama. The birth of the
Republic of Brazil happened in this way, and I shall recite to the
House the incidents as they occurred. One day at about 1 o’clock
I saw the Emperor, Dom Pedro, drive in his carriage to the station
at Petropolis to go down to Rio Janeiro, for there had been some
reports of disturbances there. When we received the afternoon
papers that evening the Republic was established, the Government
installed, the cabinet named, and the Emperor a prisoner in the
royal palace,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Does the gentleman think that we
want to follow the example of Brazil or any of those South
American countries that we have been taking care of and pro-
tecting by virtue of the Monroe doctrine for nearly a century?

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Why, we can not follow the ex-
amyple of Brazil—

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We can follow the example of
Satan or anyone else at any time.

Mr. AD of Pennsylvania. We could not follow the ex-
ample of Brazil, for Brazil was following the example of the Re-
public of the United States in throwing off the monarchial form
of government and entering into the family of republics of
America, thereby wiping out the last vestige of royalty which ex-
isted on the Western Hemisphere. [Applause on the Repub-
lican aidz.}NES .

Mr. G of Tennessee. Will the gentleman admit or deny
that if we had not assisted them they could have achieved this
so-called independence which he talks about?

Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I would only say to the gentle-

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Justanswerthe question yesorno.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will answer the gentleman,
I will only say that I don’t know whether he was in the Hall a
the beginning of my remarks——

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, I was,

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Then if he had been listening
he would have heard that Panama needed no assistance from any-
body. The recognized forces that were toenforce the sovereignty
of tﬁe tﬁ:rent country sailed away. They made no attempt toen- *
force the power of Colombia over the new Republic. The soldiers
in Panama joined the ranks. The soldiers at Colon sailed away
and left the territory in undisputed possession of the new Govern-
ment. ' ——
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They sailed away after onr officers
had voluntarily left their ships and taken their repeating guns and
turned them on these forces which came up, and told them that
if they did not leave they would be fired on immediately, and
after that these men thanked our officers and men for voluntarily
leaving their ships and doing what they did. In addition fo that,
Colonel Black, of the Navy, at the time the flag was raised, was
accorded the honor and high privilege of first raising the flag of
the new Republic of Panama. o

Mr. AD of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman
from Tennessee, with his nsual patriotism, is paying tie highest
compliment to the marines of the United States that anybody
could possibly pay.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Donotlayittothemarines. They
were ordered to do what they did.

; Mﬁ ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield
urther.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, The gentleman from Tennessee
is very fond of making speeches, buf he can not make them en-
tirely in my time. As I said, the gentleman is paying the greatest
compliment to the United States marines that could possibly be
paid. I believe we had at the outset about 150 marines on ghore,
put there to protect American property, and I hope as long as.
this conntry sustains 2 navy that its men will be employed jn
that righteous occupation. Yet the gentleman means to say that
the 150 marines, with their officers, intimidated 450 Colombian
troops, with five brigadiers and three native major-generals, and
I don’t know how many more officers, informing them that they
must leave their country or that they would be forced to do so.
‘Why, the absurdity of the proposition is plain to everyone excepf
the gentleman from Tennessee.

Now, Mr. Chairman, to go back, we were viewing the Emperor
of Brazil driving fo the station with the purpose of going and
possibly by his presence putfing down the insurreetion. As I
said, when we received the evening papers of that day the Repub-
lic was actually in existence. That wason the 15th of November.
I succeeded in getting a dispatch off to that great statesman
James G. Blaine, reciting the facts that had taken place.

The cable was then closed against foreign communications. On
the 17th I sent a dispatch to Mr. Blaine:

i ial to-day. 2 i
e Paiioy S T aatie). Pavariaty o ReE P T
h'Oeg the 19th, as soon as the cable was opened, Mr, Blaine re-
plied:

You may maintain diplomatic relations with the Provisions]l Government

of Brazil.

I would like to call the attention of our Democratic friends in
this connection to the reason why I stated that it was important
that we recognize first. I felt it proper that the first Republic of
our hemisphere should be the first to acknowledge the establish-
ment of the new Republic. Iwished to open trade relations with
Brazil and get the good will of that country. We did get the
good will of that people, and Mr, Blaine negotiated a reciprocity
treaty with Brazil with 25 per cent reduction in the tariff in our
favor, the like of which we will never get again with thatcoun
or with any other South American state. And I would remin
gentlemen who in the recent debate have said on that side of the
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Chamber that they supported the reciprocity treaty with Cuba
because it was one step toward their favorite doctrine of free
trade, the moment the Democratic party came into power Grover
Cleveland repealed that treaty,and we will never get another one
go favorable.

Therefore you can gee why it was important to give prompt rec-
ognition to the new Government. So our Administration was
justified in recognizing this new Republic of Panama, because
the great canal for which this country is morally responsible to
the world must be constructéd. Here was an opening and a
chance to do it, and our great, farseeing Secretary of State, who
stands to-day ihe peer of any man engaged in the diplomatic
service of the world, was too clever and too wise. too farseeing,
not to take advantage of the occasion which enabled that little
Republic to be the pathway for the construction of this canal,
which is to change the commerce of the world, in which we have
80 great an interest.

The recent recognition of the Republic of Brazil is not the only
example of the promptitude of onr Government in such events.
The provisional government of the new Republic of France was

rocﬁnm' ed on the morning of February 25, 1848, and recognized

v Mr. Rush, the American minister, on the 28th, three days
* thereafter, and at the close of the Franco-Prussian war on the

roclamation of the Republic by Gambetta on the 4th of Septem-
ger, Mr. Washburne, our minister at Paris, was authorized to
recognize the Republic, and did so on September 6, on the second
day. So anxious was our Government to recognize the provi-
sional government that three cables were sent on the same day
authorizing recognition if the new Government was ** in posses-
sion and control,” thus defining, so far as our country was con-
cerned, the conditions for the legal and proper recognition of a
new form of government.

The gentleman from Arkansas attempted to cast the imputa-
tion that our Government, in spite of its official denial, was aware
of the proposed insurrection in Panama, if not having aided and
abetted in its institution, and in proof of that allegation quoted
the dispatch of Acting Secretary Loomis, dated November 3,
which was as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, November 3, 1903.
(Sent 3.40 p. m.)
Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully

informed.
Loow1s, Acting.
As it antedated a cable from our consul at Panama, Mr. Ehr-
man, as follows:
PANAMA, November 3, 1903,
(Received 8.15 p. m.)
No uprising yet. Reported will be in the night. Situation is céiticnl.
HEMAN.

The former dispatch was sent on reoemf the news brought
by a representative of the Associated , who came to the
State Department and announced an outbreak on the Isthmus of
Panama, and anyone reading the dispatch of Mr. Loomis will
réadily see that it seeks information and does not convey it.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention of the
House to our policy toward Colombia when the treaty with that
country was under consideration. Her whole course of conduct
in regard to these negotiations has been shameful.

There is no other word to apply toit. When we began to ne-
gotiate and protocols were made with Nicaragua and Costa Rica,
which we had to do in order to balance them against Colombia,
seven millions was the price she asked for a right of way over the
Isthmus of Panama. She then * bluffed” us up to $10,000,000,
and, with that liberality which characterizes our country, rather
than keep the negotiations longer delayed we agreed to give the
ten millions. The treaty was negotiated by her authorized agent
and our President, confirmed by the Senate, and was sent to the
Congress of Colombia for ratification.

Now comes in a very peculiar piece of history in regard to the
negotiations for this canal. The Congress began to dicker and
say that we should pay fifteen or twenty millions, then they began
to dicker with the French company and say that they would never
ratify the treaty unless the French company paid to Colombia a
part of the forty millions the company was to get from us, and
they went on quarreling among themselves; but that is no new
feature with the Governments of onr South American Republics
when any money is to be paid. The first thing that is to be set-
tled is as to which of the political parties is to control; and I am
credibly informed that the politicians in Colombia were quarrel-
ing among themselves as to who was to handle this money; and,
while doing so, they allowed the time to slip by until it was too
late,

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I wish the gentleman would
yield me further time.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, I yield the gentleman fifteen minutes
more time.

Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr, Chairman, the pro-
ceedings in the institution of the Republic of Panama was a com-
mon thing in that region. If anyone will take the trouble to
look info the various revolutions in the several states composin
what was or used to be the Republic of New Granada, he wi
see a part of it became Venezuela, a part of it became Colombia,
and the other part Costa Rica. But gentlemen who examine the
history of those countries will see that Panama has been an un-
willing member for many years.

The fact is that all of the revenues of the country of Colombia
are gathered at the ports of Panama and Colon. The interior of
Colombia, except the high grounds around ta, produce very
little that adds tothe wealth of the country. The result has been
that all the money so raised in Panama was sent up to Bogota,
and there Congress appropriated the money, not principally for
the benefit of the Isthmus of Panama, where it was raised. On
the contrary, there has been one long complaint in Panama that
she did not receive her just proportion of the revenues which
were raised in her ports. The supreme moment came when the
construction of this canal was proposed. Everyone knows that if
you take that canal away from Panama she is ruined. If you go
to Nicaragua her revenues cease, her sale of supplies to passengers
and traffic will be over, and she will sink down to that state from
which she has a right to free herself if she can.

Panama watched with great interest the proceedings on the
ratification of the canal treaty at Bogota, and she sent word dis-
tinetly and plainly to that Congress what she would do if that
treaty was not ratified. It was in pursuance of that resolution of
her people and that firm determination that she would not be
treated in this way any longerel()ly the central Government at Bo-
gota, that when the treaty failed she rebelled, as she had a right
to do, and set up an independent government. It was not so sud-
den as some of our friends have alleged. It was a long thought-
out matter, and the best proof of that is that when the time came
the people were ready, and the best proof that it was justified is
that all her people, without exception, made the officers who rep-
resented the parent Government at Bogota join in the revolution,
and only turned out the representatives of the parent Government
who held the offices at Panama and Colon,

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have gone over most of the ground. I
have not been able to cite as many authorities as I would like
for two reasons. Yesterday the libraries were closed, and I onl
returned to the city on Saturday afternoon. In conclusion, §
wish to say that it is a dangerous thing to criticise any Republi-
can Administration. Onur party represents the spirit and progress
and the advance of this Republic which, nnder its gnidance, has
been great thronghout the past year. The gentlemen who rep-
resent the party on the other side of the Chamber seem to take
great delightin obstruction. As I said in the opening part of my
remarks, they can not even allow things to go throngh that they
want themselves. They must gay, * Oh, but you didn’t do it in
the right way.”

But, Mr. Chairman, we have done it in the right way, under
the guidance of a President who will take care of this coun-
try, who has gnided it in the right way; and we have done it
under the guidance of a Secretary of State who, as the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. DiNsMORE] said, learned his lesson at the
feet of Lincoln, and who, with his great ability, has arisen from
the office of private secretary of the President to be the secretary
of the nation. [Applause.] Solong as heis at the helm we need
not meddle and try to find fault. He will guide us, as he has
done, against all the ablest diplomats in Eur:ﬁ [Applause on
the Republican side.] He stands that high that not a power in
Europe will take a step on any question that involves the whole
relations of the world without first asking the opinion and advice
and what will be the action of the Secretary of State.

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party will be maintained in
power, and it will go on and construct this t waterway, and
there will be no act in the Administration of Theodore Roosevelt
that will cause in the future greater gratitude and greater renown
to himself and his y than seizing this legitimate opportunity,
within the strict limits of international law, to construct this
great waterway that is going to unite the vast oceans whose trade
will bear the products of the American people to the doors in the
East, and will enable us to go on in that period of prosperity which
has been instituted in recent years by the laws enacted by the
Republican party. [Applause on the Republican side.] And,
unless I am mistaken, Mr. Chairman, judging from the intelli-
gence and patriotism of the American people, this Frosmr:ty of
our country will be allowed to continue under the able leaders for
future ages to come. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the REcORD and leave to print a speech made by President
Roosevelt on the proper attitude of our Government in internar
tional affairs.

There was no objection,
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REMARKS OF PRESIDERT ROOSEVELT AT ROCHELLE, ILL., JUNE 3, 1003.

My FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CITIZENS, MEN, WOMEN, AND CHILDREN OF
RocHELLE: It is a real pleasure to ba here to-day. I must sa.hy first, as ever,
a word of 1 greeting to the veterans of the at war who have turn
out to see me, then a wi of greeting to the children. As youn know, I be-
lieve in children, and as I like your stock and want to see it kept up, I want
to say that I am pleased to see that the children seem all right in qna].ity and
in quantity. To them I have got just this one word to say: I believe in J)Iay
an& 1 beliéve in work. Play hard while you play, and when ﬁm work don’t
plnly atall. [Applause.] t is fairly good advice for the elders also,

tis always a fortunate thing when one is able to illustrate doctrine by
example. Now, I am not in the habit of saying what I do not think, on the
stump or off the stump, so you can take my words at face value when I con-
Erntu]jnte the people in this district in having in public life the kind of pub-
ic gervant who raises immensely by his presence the tone of all publie servy-
lea—()ong:ssmn Hirr. [gipp use.] ngressman Hirr has served for
years at the head of the For Affairs Committee of the House. Thatkind
of service is in nsable to the nation; but it offers few chances of doi
anything that will, particularly locally, attract the attention of the district;
and sometimes I fear that the very fact that a man is of immense use in Con-
gﬁs& to all the United States fails to get him quite the recognition that he
ould get from that portion of the United States which votes for him at elec-
tions. Therefore I want to thank you and congratulate you, the people of
this district, for having had a standard of public service in your minds which

has made yon continue Mr. HITT in . You have set a example
in the highest of self-government to the rest of the nation.
In dealing with our fo affairs my feeling is that we ought to act just

about as we like to seea man act in private life. The man who brawls, who
boasts, who threatens, who bullies, is always a dlat_l%mbla and usuall
a worthless member of acommnmti- ;.and if, in addition to boasting an
threatening, when he is taken up he to make good, he becomes wholly
contemptible. The man we like to see as a fellow-citizen is the man who
does not brag or bully, who is quiet, but who holds his own, who is not go
to Permit himself to be insulted or mn{ed, is not going to wrong others, isno
ng to talk aboutwronging others, butis going tosee that they donot wrong
. That is just the attitude that I wish always to see taken by America
in international affairs. It is a poor thing to talk boastingly and insultingly
of other nations. It does notdo any good. If doesharm. It isapoorthing,
above all, to take a position from which we may have to e. Let us
always courteously of other powers, never insult them, but when we
have made u%onr minds that a given policy is demanded by the interestand
honor of the United States, say so and then make our words good b ;
[Applause.] Don't lyou think tis midd.ling common sensef
= ’[gmt is rl?htr“] want an nd[i‘unct to onur oreilgn hfo].w .
United States Navy built up and kept built up. I think t fmi,ql 'WETS
are inclined to deal fairly with us and to mean well by us, but it
helps them out if we have a good navy. [&tfplunse.} :
e fact that a man behaves himself and is also able to hold hisown isa
provocative of courtesy among otbers, Don't you think sof I think so.
quote a proverb that always ap to me, that I have quoted before:
“Bpeak softly and carry a_ big stick; you will go far.” The United States
Navy is Uncle S8am’s big stick; and it behooves each oneof us to see to it that
there is no let up in the building and the keeping in fine shape of that Navy.,
Iam not for a navy.for purposes of war; I am speaking for the
Navy for the purpose of keeping the peace. The Navy isthe surest guaranty
against war. It is the best insurance in favor of peace; and, furthermore, if
we have a thoroughl god navy then (what I earnestly hope in
our day happen) should there be a war we can rest assured that we will come
out of it handing on to our children un the whose luster shed
such glory upon our fathers in the daysof the civilwar, [Cheersandapplause.]

Mr. SMITH of Eentucky. Mr. Chairman, Inow yield one hour
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES].

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to invoke
the attention of this Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union while I discuss a means of relief I have %roposed for
the tobacco growers of the United States, to do which in the last
Con , March 22, 1902, Iintroduced a measure entitled ** A hill
for the relief of tobacco growers,”” H. R. 12009, but no action
was taken thereon. In view of the fact that the evils that I un-
dertook to remedy by this measure are still in existence, oppress-
ing our tobacco growers, at the extra session of this Congress I in-
troduced, November 19, 1903, the first and second sections of my
former bill, hoping that by undertaking to cure a portion of these
evils we may succeed during the present session of Con in
securing some remedial legislation * for the relief of tobacco
growers.”

The first section of my bﬂlms&s to give ‘“ any person’’ the
right of free, or unrestricted, e in leaf tobacco; that is, trade
in leaf tobacco without license or tax. As the law nowis,as I
shall show, the grower of tobacco can dispose of his tobacco in
the leaf of his own growth, and none other, without tax or license;
but the purchaser of such tobacco must pay a tax as a dealer or
manufacturer. .

This places the grower of tobacco at the mercy of his customer,
who usunally is a manufacturer, notably the tobacco trust, or his
representative, or the exporter who is also in the tobacco trust,
directly or indirectly.

The man to whom he sells the leaf tobacco, let that man be
whom he may, whether an exporter or manufacturer of snuff, or
tobacco, or cigarettes, or any other thing that we make out of to-
bacco, must pay a tax of 6 cents per pound or more.

The second section of this bill provides that the tobacco grower
shall have a right without tax to stem or twist his tobacco. Asthe
law now is the tobacco grower has not the right to stem or twist
his tobacco, except for his own personal use, without paying 6 cents
per pound. He can not even stem and twist it and give it away
to his neighbors or to anybody else unless he pays this tax. He
can only grow his tobacco and stem or twist it for his own private
use without being taxed. If he does stem or twist or change the
‘“natural condition ” of the tobacco; except merely to cure it, he

becomes a manufacturer and is at once subjected to all its onerous
conditions,

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that the committee may hear
literally the measure which I have introduced to cure thessa evils I
ask the Clerk to read the bill I introduced November 19, 1903,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief of tobaceo growers.

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for any gson to buy and sell
g;bacco gu;temmad and in the leaf withoutlicense or the payment of any tax

any kind.

BE0. 2. That it shall be lawful for any grower of tobacco to sell his own

uct, or to deliver to another person sn{ tobacco grown by himself to be
E;O;inch person carried to market and sold for the benefit of tge , ANy
tobatecg&zmwn by such planter, in the hand or in the leaf, or s&ed. or
stemmed and hand twisted, or stemmed and hand pressed, or hand t
ili-n hand pressed, without license and without the payment of any tax of any

d: Provi That such planter shall h to the person by whom he
sends it to market or offers it for sale a written authorization for {lmt partic-
ular transaction, specifying the number of pounds.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The purpose of the proviso at the
end of this bill is simply to protect the producer of to 0 against
its being stolen and gold. It is a police regulation to protect the
{iljmer and, being self-operative, I think will greatly aid him in

is way.

Mr. Chairman, there was considerable doubt amongst some
Members of the last Congress with whom I discussed this bill as
to what the law is as to this tax. Some who should have known
better contended that this oppressive law had been repealed,
which I denied not only in the House, in private conversation,
but in my canvass for renomination for 80 . In view of
this and the enormity of the evil in question, I concluded to ad-
dress a letter on the subject to the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue, Mr. Yerkes, asking him, categorically, certain questions,
which that distinguished official promptly answered, clearly show-
ing that my contention of the law was correct.

Omitting his argument, for the sake of brevity, I will read that

rtion of his letter containing my questions substantially and
E(i]s answers thereto, as follows:

MR. YERKES'S LETTER.
‘WASHINGTON, March 12, 1903,
Hon. Joex W. GA:

INES,
Member of Congress, House of Representatives.
Sir: I have received your letters, dated 7th and 9th instant, respectivel
presenting the !_ollowinﬁrques_tlons: )
1. Youask, Did the Fifty-sixth or Fifty-seventh Congress relieve tobacco
bacco raised by them; and if so, under whatstatute and
section thereof?

growers of taxes on to!
2. Does the law tax—and if so, how much—tobacco growers when 8
or twist their tobaceo for their own use or to sell t.hegsr:me! Whay S
3. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for their own personal
use without paying a tax?
4. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobaceo for the purpose of giv-
it away without paying a tax?
%31};%“ ask for the depn.&nentnl or judicial definition of the term * dealer
co"‘
6. You ask for the definition of the term * manufacturer of tobacco.”
7. You ask whether a tobacco grower who stems or twists his tobaceo
wn on his own farm or purchased from a neighbor is a manufacturer, or,
mﬂlar words, whether stemming or twisting tobacco is manufacturing.

Mr. Yerkes replies to these questions as follows:
From the foregoing pre I [Mr. Yerkes] am constrained to answer

in
in

your questions categorically, as follows:

1 'ﬂhst Congress never im d a tax on natural-leaf tobacco in the
hands of farmers, but only upon tobacco which they may have sold di-
rectly to consumers.

2. Under the present law a tax of 6 cents per pound is imposed npon all to-
bacco stemmed or twisted by a farmer not intended for hisown perggnnl use,

3. A farmer may stem and twist tobacco for hisown nse without incurring
liability to tax on such tobacco.

4. Btemming or twis tobacco is regarded as manufacturing, and a

wer or planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for sale or for

@ ur;gosq of giving it away without payment of tax. If he should
in that business he would be regarded as & manufacturer of 1ohaocom
required to qualify as such by registering with the collector of the district,
filing statement and bond, and to gmek. label, and stamp his product, as pro-
vided by regulations No. §, pages and 6.

5. “Every person whose businessit is to sell or offer for sale manufactured
tobaceo, snuff, or cigars shall ba regarded as a dealer in tobacco.”

6. My answer to question 4 is an answer to question 7,

7. The éerné “nglui%mngr !03 tob::gq%“ 113% efined é}ln thaR first and second

ragraphs of section 69, act o amen evised Sta
@4 whﬁ-h section 69 provides Lhatuiu e PR

* Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snuff for him-
gelf, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether such
manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbing of any
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise pre ng raw or leaf tobacco, or manufac-

tured or y manufactured tobacco or snuff, or the putting up for use

or consumption of scraps, clippings, stems, or deposits of tobaceo re-
Slﬂmll; from any process ofwﬂ‘:tﬁunggobacco. or by the working or pre

tion of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, m:ﬁi clippings, or waste, by sillﬁng.
twisting, screening, orany other process, 1 beregarded as a manufacturer

of tobacco.”

The second paraE:u h of that section provides that—

** Every person shall also be regarded asa manufacturer of tobazco whose
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogshead, case, or
bale, or who sells 1y to consumers, or to persons other than duly regis-
tered dealersin leaf tobacco or duly registered manufacturers of tobaceo,
snuff, or cigars, or to ons who purchase in packages for export: and ali
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufactured tobacco,
and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and prepared by such mann-
facturer in such packages only as the Commissioner of Internal Eevenue, with
the approval of the Sscra‘lm? of the Treaaurly. shall prescribe: Provided,
That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their own
growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco; and
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80 much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby
Commenting on these sections the Commissioner says:
In the first paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of to-
bacco who in any mgr]t:ner prepares his leaf tobacco for consumption by
, twisting, sten , grinding, or changing the tobacco
from its natural condition.

In the second every person is regarded as a manufacturer of
tohn.cco%rhoaemamdﬁeﬁrs le:gaxlea_t tum its o

natural condition to con-
sumers, or to persons other than in ufac-

ers in leaf tobacco, man
turers of tobaceo or or ms who buy leaf tobacco in packages for
export; and all leaf tol

msoidhymhw“smnm

tobacco subject to tax; but there is , that farmers and
mﬂmmmﬁhbﬁ as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of
own growth and raising.

By even ‘‘ changing the tobacco from its natural condition”
(except by ‘‘ curing* it in the usual way) the producer becomes
a ‘‘man ** and liable for a tax as a manunfacturer.

Mr. Chairman, the first tax on cigars, chewing and

mdacu

bacco was levied in July, 1862, on cigarettes in 1864, andond.eafers, pe

manufacturers, and E;mdncers in 1868. You will all remember,
icularly some o
than I, that thisinternal-revenue

Possibly the distinguished
cut] now occup,
actments. It will be remembered that Congress passed or under-
took to pass in 1861 or 1862 a tax on both cotton and tobacco for
the p of providing means for crushing the Confederate
States. Out of that spirit of legislation, out of the desire, as it
were, to crush the Confederacy and the civil war of forty years
ago, this tax was firstlevied on tobacco, and that tax, gentlemen,
has remained upon the statute books in_different forms down to
the present hour of this year of our Lord 1903.

e allow any person to shell his corn and sack it and take it to
town and sell it, as I haye done. We allow & man to gin his cot-
ton and separate the seed from the cotton, take the cotton to town
and sell it—seed and all. But we do not tax the man who shells
or sacks his corn. We do not tax the cotton grower who gins and
sells his cotton.

Why, in the name of heaven, is the tobacco man, the tobacco
grower, required to pay the burdensome tax of 6 cents for stem-
ming and twisting his tobacco fo sell or give away, when to-day
that same tobacco is selling in the leaf at 4 and 5 centsa d?

Hence it is that the farmers in Tennessee and Kentucky and
Virginia, North Carclina, Migsouri, and, I daresay, the farmersof
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and New York, indeed thronghout the
United States, are crying out against such an unnecessary and

ressive law—a war tax in time of peace, if you please.

t is not simply a tax or a burden, but it has 1gc:rl:ben to the point
where the farmer must raise somet'hing else, if he can, in his to-
bacco fields, because he can not raise 4-cent tobacco and sell it in
the leaf or twist it and pay 6 cents tax on it and make a living.
There is this much about the tobacco soil, and my handsome,
able, and eloquent friend from Kentucky [Mr, STANLEY], who
does me the honor to listen to me and who knows more abont
the tobacco soil than I, can correct me if I am in error in this:
That is, the farmer can notf raise anything else profitably on to-
baccosoil excepttobacco. Isnotthatso? [Mr. STANLEY assented. ]

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. StaNLEy] is doubtless
versed in tobacco and tobacco goil, and is thoroughly familiar
with all the pains the tobaceo farmer undergoes in taking care of
his crop, in killing the worms and doing various other things,
looking after it daily as he would a sick infant; yet that farmer
has to pay a tax of 6 cents a pound if he undertakes to twist that
tobacco for anybody except himself, when his tobacco is selling
and was selling the other day in Louisville and in Clarksville, a
tobacco market in my own district, at 4 and 5 cents a pound.

Mr. Chairman, here in a time of e, when we have to take
our tax money out of the overflowing ’I&eaan:r{)eand place it in
the banks of the country in order that it may t in circula-
tion and prevent panics, we have an oppressive civil-war tax—not
simply a tax levied for revenue—but a war tax vigorously en-
forced forty years after the law was first enacted and the civil
war ended!

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his amm makes a most
remarkable statement, which I do not un e for a moment to
dispute. He says that notwithstanding the fact that we repealed
in 1902 what is known as the ** Spanish-war tax,” for the purpose
of reducing the internal taxation, nevertheless, last year, 1903,
the internal revenue amounted to sixty millions more than it did
in 1898, before we enacted the Spanish-war tax, Here is his lan-

guage: . :
The total receipts for the fiscal which ended June 80, 1808, were -
860,819.36; tortheﬂsmlymrendmz?rmm,MMTﬂmm n
I will read all Secretary Shaw says on the subject, at page 29
of his last report:
INTERNAL REVENUE.

The collections in the Internal Revenue Bureau have been variableduring

the past five years because of the of Spanish war revenue taxing
laws, whhhtorthmmwmge

taxon tobaccoisa war tax.
tleman [Mr. Hin of Connecti-

you gentlemen who are a little more gray- | Mixed flo

and
ing the chair is perfectly familiar with these en- | Banks

collections by §100,000,000 per year. |

act & March 2, 1901, reduced ma the receipts of

c'"m parti repmlofthmhws.n:d_dbywtapproved;&prﬂlz.

the n by a
1902, the Spanish war taxes were totally re;
Egmh @ objects and rates of internal-
those existin,

revenue have been p ﬁxg)nm'the prio
XA ve prac ¥ HUNE 88 to
the 1st of July, 1808. By reason, however, of general business condi lé.he
income of the Government from internal-revenue receipts is much
thadl;dprinr to the Spanish war. The total receipts for the fiscal year which
endad June 8,156, ware $156s10% The vocept for tho puel ol you
greater, e follo ts the
uperaﬁomofthel‘:‘mudurh:xtheygfn " Sk

Receipts from internal revenus, as shown by collectors’ reports, in 1002 and 1903,

Fiscal year ended June 80—
Objects of taxation.

m,ssr,mzsj mm.mﬂ; ..............

aAdvance collections under act of May 9, 1902.

bIncI&:gf; ]Wlﬁl taxes, legacies, Schedules A and B, excise tax, etc., re-
P Includos §,366,774.90 from
P aﬁh?'aﬂt. legacies on which the tax had accrued prior to

_ With “practically the same objects and rates of internal taxa-
tion™ in 1003 that we had in 1898, yet to-day we havein the Treasn
of the United States, with the Spanish war tax totally repealed,
sixty millions more coming in from internal taxation than we had
when we put the Spanish war tax upon our statute books in 1898,
Now, carrying out the spirit and prtégpose of Congress to reduce
taxation in law and fact, why not redunce it more—why not carry
out that spirit in fact and law until you do reduce the taxation
down to where it was on a peace basis, and thus confer a substan-
tial benefit upon the tobacco farmer?

Did not the Republicans say the Dingley tariff of 1897 would
supply all the revenue we need? Then repeal the law imposing
this tax on the tobacco producer until at least your internal re-
ceipts shall fall to $170,000,000, as in 1808.

will grant you, Mr. Chairman, that *manufacture’’ means
something done with the hand—from manus, the hand, and faceo,
to make—I believe. But is stemming and twisting tobacco a
process of manufacture under a fair and honest definition? Is
that not stretching the word mightily? Iwill leaye that question
very largely to my genial friend from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL],
who is now a distingunished member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, and I ask him if it is not very farfetched to say that when
I go out and shell my corn from the cob that I am manufactur-
ing? Is thatnot Bimgly shelling corn? But when I turn around,
stop shelling corn and go to stemming tobacco, then I am manu-
1f:u:tu.l”n:ug tobaceo. I am a manufacturer under this abominable

aw.

Mr. BOUTELL. Iwouldsaytomy genialfriendfrom Tennessee
that I think it is just about as much manunfacture as the present
oleomargarine law is a revenue law; and while we are on this mat-
ter of reducing taxation, I should like to ask my genial friend
from Tennessee if we had not better repeal this so-called revenue
tax on oleoma.rgarim, which discriminates against an honorable
and upright industry?

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Noj; I disagree with my friend on
that. It is not an honorable and upright industry to engage in
making and branding *‘oleo’ as butter, or whether thus branded
or not, to sell“‘oleo’’ as butter. Making and branding, or, whether
branded or not, the makingand selling of ““oleo” as *‘oleo’’ is hon-
orable and upright, so far as I can see.

Mr. BO I should like to ask my genial friend from
Tennessee——

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Let me tell the gentleman why I
voted for a 10-cent liability or tax on *‘ oleo.” Becanse this tax
was to be levied and the liability attached only upon the frandu-
lent disposition of “ oleo.” If it is sold as “oleo” no tax at-
taches or liability is incarred. When I go to a store and ask for
butter I mean cow butter, and the grocer knows I do, and if
he sells me “* oleo ” he not only misleads hisneighbor and friend,
l[azt hlg prai:tica]]ylies to him and perpetrates a frand as well.

Use. i

ﬁgnce, as I contend, this 10-cent tax or liability is a taxon
vice, not virtue. It is not a tax on a natural right. It was the
best we could do to protect the honest farmer in the honest manu-
facture and sale of cow butter. This frand could have been pro-
hibited otherwise, and I would have freely and without any
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reluctance whateverm})ported that law. As it was I voted for a
makeshift, If the * cleo” manufacturer or vender pe tes
this frand, he onght to pay the penalty for that sin against his
neighbor whom he is in duty bound to love as himself,

. BOUTELL. And yet— .

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have always tried to oppcse
fraud and wrongs in Congress and elsewhere, and I hope my
friend will give me the credit to believe that I acted conscien-
tiously in thus acting in behalf of the honest farmer as against
the fraudulent manufacturer or vender.

Mr, BOUTELL. And yet my friend from Tennessee—whose
opinion about the oleomargarine industry is entirely contrary to
my opinion of it—had to go ontside and away beyond any prece-
dent ever established by the Democratic party in the matter of
Federal taxation in order to enforce a police power within the
limits of a sovereign State, and I think the sooner that law, and
the principle which that law presents, is wiped off our statute
books the sooner we will return to the grand old principles of
Andrew Jackson, of Tennessee.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Andrew Jackson, of everywhere,
if you will permit me. 1 <

Mr. BOUTELL. Justone moment, as my friend has brought
me into this discussion.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I yield with pleasure. I am al-
ways glad to have something good in my speech, and I get it from
the gentleman, my friend.

Mr. BOUTELL, Why not also favor the repeal of the present
high tax on distilled spirits and givesome free alcohol in the arts?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But would it aid the arts to fax
corn? My friend from Illinois has reminded me of a strong point,
justas I expected he would do, in favor of my bill, which is this:

en I went to the Department the other day to find out about
how much this bill, if law, would reduce the revenues to the Gov-
ernment, this argument was used: * Why don’t you take the tax
off of whisky? Why don't you take it off this, that, and the
other?” * Well,” Isaid, *I will tell you why. That is not ex-
actly a parallel case. You take corn that is incapable of doing
any harm to anybody on earth, unless you give a horse too much
of it or unless you eat too much corn bread—and I ate that until
I came to Congress and I am very sorry that I do not get a chance
to eat it now three times a day—but the corn is changed from
corn into whisky—entirely different from corn, That is manufac-
turing, pure and simple. But when the farmer stems or twists
his tobacco it is still tobacco, and not manufactured tobacco. It
is still used for and as tobacco. Here is the difference between
the two propositions.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, Congress has gone along and said stem-
ming and twisting is manufacturing. Congress says other things
are true thatarenot. Congress legislates on Sunday, and we are
so ashamed of it that, although we have a constifutional right to
do so, yet we change the REcorD or Journal, or both, and make it
the legislative day—Saturday. I think one day last Congress we
undertook to correct something we had in fact and law done on
Sunday, and made it appear that it was not done in fact or law
on Sunday, when we all knew the House had. So we go along
and do a great many things by legislation. We try sometimes to
call a lie the truth and the truth a lie in other words, to make a
long story short.

Now, gentlemen, I appeal to your candor and yonr fair-minded-
ness and ask you if a farmer is engaged in manufacture when he
stems and twists his tobacco with his own hands on a rainy day
in the barn when neither he nor his hands can work outdoors? He
either goes into the barn and shells corn and sends somebody to
mill or he goes in there and stems tobacco and throws the stems
away or fertilizes his ground with them. Is this manufacturing?

Now, let me go back, so far back that they almost use the long
8's in printing the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United
States, reported in 5 Cranch, page 284, in a case decided by Chief
Justice Marshall, of the United States v. Potts and others, in
1809. The counsel in the case said:

The real question is whether these raised bottoms can be considered as
manufactured copper, or as much a raw material as plain copper plates.

It wasundertaken to exact a duty on the copper plate with “raised
edges " as manufactured copper. In this state it was more easily
used. But Chief Justice Marshall repudiated this contention.

He said;
The gpinion of this court is that copper plates that stand at the edge

are exempt from duty, although im under the denomination of raised
copper. It appears to have been the policy of the United States to distin-
guish between raw and manufa copper. From the facts stated the
copper in question can not be deemed manufactured copper within the
tention of the legislature. ) 2 : i 2 A

Tobacco stemmed or twisted is still raw material. If is still
tobacco. If can be used with and without stemming or twisting.
In either condition it is still raw tobacco, 1

The s of manufacture is su to produce some article by the
naﬁliua i;m of skill and labor to the raw material. (145 N.Y., 817, People v.

Stemming or twisting does not “fmduce.” We * produce”
when we make a cigar, snuff, or plug tobacco. There is no
*“gkill,”’ but there is labor employed in stemming or twisting to-
bacco; but it is still tobacco—raw tobacco.

In the case just cited the court said:
< T&abgter d?el:ines m]i\.igufscturg to g? " a&yt&i;ﬁm&du from r]llaw mnterl;l?l]ls

e Dan: mac. ery, or & as clo 0N 1 =
egy, saddlery, oo (145 N Yo Bg'f.) oG

Each of these articles is a new product, not raw material,
‘* Shoes’! are not hides. ** Cloths’’ are not cotton or wool. ‘‘Sad-
dlery > is made of raw hides and raw iron by skill and labor.
The court in this case held that * mixing teas, roasting, mixing,
and grinding coffee is not manufacturing.”” The tea was bought
in “ its original state and the coffee in the raw bean.”’

The court said:

No new article is produced, as it is still coffee and tea that is placed upon
the market,

The court cited and followed the leading cases: Frazee v. Maffit,
20 Blatch., Cir. Ct. Rep., 267; Hartranft v. Wiegeman, 121 U.S.,
609; People ». Knickerbocker Ice Company, 99 N. Y., 181,

In the Hartranft case the court cites and approves the 5
Cranch case, the Frazee case, and other cases.

In the Hartranft case the court held as ‘‘unmanufactured”
shells that had been cleaned by acid and are intended to be sold
as shells, They are still shells, The court held—

‘We areof opinion that the shells in ‘question here were not manufactured,
and were not manufactures of shells, within the sense of the statute impos-
}:cg a duty of 85 per cent upon such manufactures, but were shells unmanu-

They were still shells, They have not been manufactured intoa new and
different article, having a disd;ctiva name, character, or use from that of a

shell.

(’!I'ha application of labor to an article, either by hand or by mechanism,
does not make the article necessarily a manufactured nrticﬁe. within the
meaning of that term as used in the tariff laws.

ashing and scouring wool does not necessarily make that resulting wool
a manufacture of wool; cl and cotton does not make the re-
sulting cotton a mannfacture. (121 U. 8., 614.)

Pressed or baled hay is not manufactured (20 Blateh., supra); a publisher
of a mw(sg: r is not & manufacturer. (Inre Capital Pubﬁahmg . 8 Me-
Arthur, 412; in re Eenyon, 1 Utah, 47.)

Marble cut into blocks for convenient transportation is not manufactured,
(121 U. 8., supra.) 3 <X

But Congress can pronounce any person a manufacturer, regard-
less of what that person does, if Co 88 80 chooses, nowadays,

The supreme court of the State of husetts has declared
that mining coal is not manunfacturing, and that ice harvesting is
not manufacturing. The coal is still coal, and the ice is still ice.
(106 Mass,, 131; 135 Mass., 162; Hibbinger v. Westford.)

It used to be, as I remember when I was a boy at my native
home, 12 miles from Nashville, that I could go down to my old
neighbor, whose a}ﬂnt long since took its everlasting flight, and
there in his barn I conld see long strings of twisted tobacco; all
this he wonld sell. Then I haye seen him crush it for smoking
purposes, which he would put in boxes and give away to his
neighbors as a i ift, and so on.

Now, the farmer of to-day isnotallowed to do that. Everything
of that kind is done away with. That businessisunder the control
of the tobacco trust by the law. The tobacco trust to-day has
the control of everything that the farmer makes in the nature of
tobacco save that he consumes himself. Take the year of 1899,
there were about 4,340,816 pounds of tobacco left in the hands of
the farmers and their neighbors, according to the census report,
out of 868,163,275 pounds of tobacco raised that year. Think of
it. The balance was made into ** cigars, cigarettes, snuff, and fo-
bacco’’ and exported. This is shown by the following letter:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
Washington, December 12, 1008,

DeAR SiR: Replying to your verbal inquiry regarding the share of the
tobacco crop of t.hgi counh};' not sold fm!"q manufacture r.g- exportation, and
therefore, presumably, consumed by the producers, I have the honor to say
that the United States ¢ensus of 1 m%grts the total tobacco crop of 1800 at
808,163,275 poundsin the cured state. Itfurtherreportsthe amount consumed
in factories and exported in 1900 at 662 818,341 pounds, but says that the to-
bacco loses from 15 per cent to 20 per cent in the sweating process after leav-
ing the farm but before its manufacture or exportation. Allowing 20 per
cent for the loss from the sweating process between the farm and t.he%m:torr
or export dock, the 818,841 pounds manufactured or exported would rep-
resent 828 522 203 pounds when sold by the farmers.

The census report also states that the loss by the stemming of tobacco ex-
ported has been estimated to amount to as much as 3} per cent of the entire
crop of the country, which would be 30,855,715 pounds. It also estimates the
loss by fire at one-half of 1 per eent, or 4,540,816 pounds. Toobtain the amount
retained in the handsof producers it would therefore be necessary to subtract
from the total production:

Pounds,

b o o e S e
G SWea ween the and the or' ex

S me e e m e

............................................... D, |

i T g T gy e O S e S A L CR S e s S e o4, 340 E16

aLoss of 20 per cent. b Loss of 3} per cent. cLoss of one-half of 1 per cent.

Combining these four totals, the amonnt manufactured and exported, the

weight lost by sweating, the loss by stemming, and the loss by fire, produces

a total of 457, w‘lﬂch. subtracted from the total product. 568,103,275
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ponnda{would leave a total of 4,013,818 pounds unaccounted for, and presum-
ably retained by the farmers. It is proper to add that this total is in sub-
stantial n.greement with the census report, which estimates the **home con-
sumption by farmers and the sale of tobaceo to their neighbors ™ at about one-
half of 1 per cent of the total crop, which would bs 4,35,818 pounds.

ST ety 0. P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bureau,

Hon. J. W. GAINES, Member of Congress,

1325 (7 street NW., Washington, D. C.

Now, my idea is to give the farmer free trade in his tobacco.
Let him sell it to Smith, and let Smith sell it to Jones, and let
Jones trade it off for coffee, for cows or horses, or buy himself
more land, or trade it again thronghout the country, and in that
way do the best he can with it, instead of forcing the farmer to
take his tobacco to the cities and be compelled to sell it to the
tobacco trust and take their trust-set price. Leave them the
same control over it they had in former days, and maintain that
industry in the country. In this way you will maintain the to-
bacco industry and prevent the people from leaving their homes
in the country and seeking employment in our cities, thus doing
away with those conditions that cause the population of the cities
to grow so unduly, leading more and more to the decadence of our
municipal governments.

You will thus add to the good citizenship of the people in our
rural districts, maintaining the local inhabitants, and giving each
and every man the riiht to take his own hands and hisown fingers
and stem and twist his tobacco—trade in the fruits of his own
labor—made on the sunny hillsides of the South, the nutmeg val-
leys of Connecticut, or the prairie farms of the West.
~ Mr. Chairman, a great deal, I guess, will be said about the rev-
enue that will be taken from the Government by making this
bill the law.

Free trade in leaf tobacco will not lessen the manufacture of
cigars, cigarettes, and snuff, and very liftle, if any, reduce the
making of *‘ chewing and smoking tobacco.”

During the calendar year 1902, Mr. Yerkes says, we manufac-
tured tobacco, ete., as follows:

Quantity of tobacco and snuff manufactured.

Ena.ntity of plug and twist tobaeco prodaced ... ... _.......... 185, 748, T81
wantity of fine-cut chewing tobacco mgroduced 2 -

luantity of smoking tobacco prod

uantity of snuff produced

Total quantity of tobacco and anuff produced ................ 247,615,472
Cigars and cigarettes manufactured.

: of cigars weighing more than 8 pounds per 1,000 pro-
b T Baa ol ok ik i D 8,281,714,558

000
}]l'Ddﬂ(:ﬁd —————— E.‘i;i‘. ----------- %“‘—-'-‘t‘ﬁ-'—ﬁ —————— ajs———vnlv{lv]-] 078,115,995
Numberof r we not more than unds per 1,
e Y ona 1
N g.mberot cigarettes weighing more than 3 pounds per 1,000 pro-
u -

Leaf tobacco.
Pounds.

Unstemmed used in the production of large cigars...._..._........ 114, 955, 138
Unstemmed used in the production of small cigars ... _............ 2,434,029
Unstemmed used in the production of cigarettes ... ... ... ... 11,816,159

Unstemmed and m&» used in the production of chewing and
smoking tobaccoand snuff. .. eaeiiaaas 208, 348, 638
Totalleaf tobacco msed. .. ion s i e i i 477, 553. st
Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 large cigars....... 18,44
Average quantity of leaf tobacco nused per 1,000 small cigars ... 3.57
Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 large cigarettes... B.0R
Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 small cigarettes .. 3.96

The total eollections of revenue from each source during the fiscal year
ended June 30,1908, were as follows:

From manufactured tobactD. .ceve ceeercnececnnncecnracsesnones §18, 640, 059. 20
Frommnnl i e e e e S 106N 0
From cigars, taxed at §3 per thousand ... oo 20,359,171, 60
From cigars, taxed at 54 cents per thousand_... = 345, 869,93
From cigarettes, taxed at §1.08 per thousand ... 2,743,504, 89
From cigarettes, taxed at 5 cents per thousan 425,17
From cigarettes, taxed at §3 per thousand 29, 041.05

L 1 e U 43,513, 616. 85
Such a law will not stop the exportation of the leaf tobacco, be-
cause that will go on asit has alwafs gone on. Butwhat will it do?
It will give the farmers, it will give the manufacturers, the
broker, the dealers, and people who desire to deal on a small or

a large scale in leaf tobacco, under the first section of this bill, |-

the right to buy it, to make it into manufactured products with-
out paying the tax of 6 cents, and then afterwards to make
cigars and other productions out of it. That will do what? It
will lessen the price of cigars in all probability unless the trust
keeps up the price. It will not lessen the making of cigars, ciga-
rettes, snuff. plugs, ete., not in the least. - :
Suppose the farmer stems and twists his tolacco, it will only
be on a small scale; he will do it with hisown hand. He will not
buy machinery, for he has not the money to thus invest. Then
he dare not do so. If he did have the money and invested it in
machinery, he would come in competition with the tobacco trust
and their machinery for twisting and stemming, and he would be

practically driven out of the business in a short while. Still, it
would be a great blessing for the farmer, in his little way, to have
thechance to twist and stem his tobacco like any other man; tohave
the same right as he does to manipulate his corn and other farm
products. It will bring trade into his neighborhood; it will be
practically legal tender, as it used to be in Virginia, when 12
pounds of ‘‘ bright Virginia '’ bought a wife, and some of us now
couldn’t get her with a thousand pounds [langhter]—belles have
gone up so and tobacco down. '

Mr. CON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. With pleasure.

Mr. MACON, I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if
the farmer now stems and twists any tobacco at all?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Only for his own personal use.

Mr. MACON. He does not do it for sale?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He does not stem or twist any for
sale unless he pays the tax, and I do not believe he does either.

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman’s bill is enacted into law the
revenue will not be cut down a single cent, becanse the farmer
now pays nothing into the revenue by reason of the tax for stem-
ming and twisting tobacco.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He does not pay any tax unless he
stems and twists it for sale, .

Mr. MACON. Then it will not cut down the internal revenue
if the gentleman’s bill is enacted into law, becanse the farmer
now stems and twists none for sale, .

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman may be right. I
contend that it will not materially cut down the revenue if this bill
ispassed. If it does cut it down it ought to be cut down, becanse
the tax is unjust. We are paralyzing the farmer, robbing him
of his right to labor that God Almighty has given him, and we
ought to repeal this unjust tax. I am for the farmer first and the
superstrata of society next. If you destroy the farmer, you de-
stroy the manufacturers, cities, and our institutions. My heart
goes out to the farmer. All my interest in this measure is to take
care of the farmer, his wife and children first. '

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman will allow me, my reason for
asking the question was simply this: I thought it wounld be in
favor of the gentleman’s proposition, that if his measure was
enacted the revenue wounld not be cut down.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I appreciate the suggestion. It is
a good one. Section 1 would only cut down the revenue in this
way, that the farmer’s little amount of twisted and stemmed to-
bacco would comein contact with the trust’s stemmed and twisted
tobaceo, and lessen that amount twhich the tobacco trust. as well
as the manufacturers, now pay in revenue to the Government.
In other words, it would create a competitor to the trust, but
only in a very small way. And what would be the result? The
tobacco grower would be made more independent, and you would
protect him from the tobacco trust. To-day his unstemmed com-
mon leaf sells, some of it, at 4 and 5 cents, but a year ago it sold
for 6 and 7. : .

Why, we hear a great shount in and out of Congress, and I hope
it is absolutely true, that all the people are in a prosperous con-
dition, that there is more money in the country than ever before,
Listening to the speech of my friend from Iowa the other day, why,
my goodness alive! you would have supposed that money was
growing on the trees, and that prosperity was washing away the
country. [Laughter.] And yetyou find the farmer's leaf tobacco
to-day cheaper in the markets than last year, and possibly for
years.

Clarksville, Tenn., is a great tobacco exporter. The Daily
Leaf-Chronicle, Clarksville, of December 12, says:

CLARKSVILLE TOBACCO MARKET.

[From our regular correspondent.]

Our receipts this week were two hogsheads, private sales forty-six hogs-
heads—no changes to regort. There were some small sales on the loose to-
bacco floors, but the cold weather checks operations in both branches of the
business. We will have lively times later on. We quote:

T I e
Common lugs at. - 5:;5“ to 4.00
Medium lugs at - .. d.iMto 4.50
Good lugsat_.... - 4.560to 5.2
Low leaf at .. - 4b60to 5.25
Cammimieal RbC o oit e s s st e e 5.2%to 5.75
Mediumleafat. ....ceeeeeeoe oo ....... i s 6.0 to 6.75
e P R e e A e e e e annnem: 0D 500

The Leaf Tobacco Exchange of Louisville, in the press Decem-
ber 11, 1903, compared the prices of tobacco for 1902 and 1903, as
shown by the following:

LEAF TOBACCO,
[Louisville Courier-Tournal, Friday evening, December 11 (1908).]

The market to-day was without special feature. No good or fancy tobacco
was offered, the offerings consisting entirely of medium and common grades,

for which fair prices were realized in view of market conditions. Burley con-
tinues strong, but dark tobacco rules low.

The offerings to-day consisted of 86 hogsheads, 13 burley and 73 dark: 43
;ere original gspect[ona and 43 reviews. Ejactiom yesterday amounted to

DECEMBER 14, -
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The first sale Tuesdnfy will be held at the Planters’ warchonse.

The range in prices for both the 1902 and 1903 of tobacco is practi-

cally unchanged this week. Total sales amounted to ?,UTB hy eads, as com-

with 4,145 the corr nding week a year ago, 2,084 in 1901, and 4,269 in

@00, Out of the total for the week 818 hogsheads were sold at auction and

201 gold privately. Thesalesfor the z'sear to date amount to 11{%”«55& hogsheads,
-1

as compared with 157,819 in 1602, 151,278 in 1901, and 139,308 in 3
@ Salslfg of Burley for the week total 468 hogsheads, 151 of new crop and 317 of
e crop;

rejections

esof dark were 611 hogsheads, 63 of new crcgl. and 548 of 1902,
urley e
e wee

The average percentage of rejections for the week was17. E
were light, nvawg only 14 per cent of the offerings. Receipts
were &) hogsh: and From January 1 to date they amount to 79,159 hog;
li;eads, as compared with 116,465 the corresponding period in 1902 and 117,08

1001.

The cold, dry weather has made it im ible to move tobacco to market,
owing to the fact that it is not in condition for shipping, and for the first
ﬁmeﬁ years it looks like December will go by without a heayvy movement
of the season's crop being recorded for the month. The movement will be-
come heavy shortly after the first general rain.

WEEKLY REPORT.

The following are the revised quotations as prepared by the guotations
committee of the Leaf Tobacco Exchange:

for

. 1902 crop.
Burley.
Red. Colory.

Trash (green or | $4.00 to $4.50 | £5 00 to £5.50

mixed). y
Trash (gound) ....... 450to 550 | 6.50to BRSO |.
Common lags........| 550to 6.00 | 850to 9.50
Medium lugs .| 600to 6.50 | 0.50 to 10.50
Good lugs............| 6.50to 8.50 | 10.50 to 12.50
Commonleaf (short).| 650to 7.50 | 7.00to 8.50
Common leaf _....... B8.00to 9.50 | 850 to 10.50
Medium leaf. .. 9.50 to 11.50 | 10,50 to 12.50
Goodleaf . .._.......| 11.50 to 18.75 | 12.50 to 15.00
Fine and selections. .| 15.00 to 18,75 | 15.00 to 30.50

18593 erop.
Burley. Dark
Red. Calory. Rehandling. | Export.

Trash (greem or

mixed) - cacoena $3.50 to §4.00 | $4.50 to $5.00 £2.00 to 82.25
Trash (sound) .. 425 to 450 | 5.00to 6.00 2% to 2.75
Common lugs... 450 to 5.00 | 6.00to 7.00 275 to 8.00
Medinm lngs . 500 to 6.00| 7.00to 8.00 .00 to- 3.50
Goodlugs._...ccoce... 6.00to 6.50 | 8.00to 9.50 3.50 to 3.75
Common leaf (short)] 6.00to 7.00 | 6.50to 7.50 3.00to 3.50
Common leaf __...... 7.00to 8.00| 7.50to 8.50 3.50 to 4.00
Medium leaf_.____.__| 8.00to 9.50 | 8.50to 10.00 4.00to 5.00
Goodleaf ........... 10.00 to 11.50 00 to 12.50 5.00to 6.00
Fine and selections: .| 11.50 to 18.50 | 12.50 to 14.%5 6.00 to 7.50

N. B.—Unsound or defective in condition, length, or color, or mixed pack-.
ages from 1 cent to 3 cents lower.

Clarksville market.

M. H. Clark & Bro. write as follows concerning the Clarksville tobacco
market, nnder date of December 10, 1903:

“QOur receipts this week were ¥ hogsheads. There were no public offer-
ings. Private eales 46 hogeheads of the lower grades of leaf at the late ruling,

ces. Bales would be larger but for the cold weather, which makes ware
ousemen averse to sampling.

There has been quite a movement in the loose tobacco market in purchases
of the fine and fancy crops at from §10 for leaf and §2 for lugs down to §7 for
leaf and §2 for lugs, and purchases would be larger but for the unfavorable
weather for examining crops in the barns. For old crop we quote:

Low lugs, $3.50 to #:; common lugs, §4 to $4.59; medinm lugs, $4.50 to §:
good lugs, $5.25 to 85.75; low leaf, $4.75 to $5.25; common qufisﬁ.ﬁﬂ_to_ §6.25;
med}urrgd!eaf. #6.50 to §7.50; good leaf, 27.50 to $8.50; fine and selections, none
appea . =

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt
the gentleman? ;

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly, with pleasure.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Do I understand the gentleman
to say that the farmer hasnot the right to manipulate his tobacco,
to prepare it for market?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What do you call *manipulat-
ing " it?

Mr. HENRY of Connecticnt. To sort it, to strip it.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, sir; he can not stem or twist
il without paying a tax of 6 cents per pound unless for personal
use.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticat. We do it in Connecticut with
our seedling tobacco, our wrapper tobacco. Our farmers do that
without paying a license.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I tell you right now they
are acting contrary to law. U

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. We are a law-abiding people.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Iknow that; but this just shows
that the good people of Connecticut, though they rarely make a
mistake in the matter of sending good men to Congresa, may be
l_%norant_ of some things in regard to the law. Commissioner

erkes, in his letter to me March 12,1903, thus expounds the law
on that point:

- f posed
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‘branch, there

3. A farmer may stem and twist tobacco for hisown use withount incurring

liability to tax on such to 3

4. Btemming or twisting tobacco is regarded as mnnnhctun;gfe. and a

grower or planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for , or for

jche{glrgosg of giving it away, without payment of tax. If he should en

in t business he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco, an

required to qualify as such by registering with the collector of the él.istrict,
ing statement and bond, and to pack, label, and stamp his product, as pro-

vided by regulations No. 8, pages 5 and 6.

toThiiis the law of April 12, 1902, which the gentleman helped
make.

It will thus be seen that the farmer is required to put the to-
bacco up in ** packages ”* of a certain shape and size and weight,
which he can not dngecause he hasnot the means of doingso. So
that he is not allowed to stem or twist his tobacco, but he has not
the machinery with which to put it into packages. Thus it is
clearly shown that the tobacco trusts have this law in their Tavor
on the statute book, and they are trying to perpetuate it here, with
Congress, I believe, ignorant of what is being done or what it has
done. I lmow that my friend from Connecticut is, as I am, a
friend of the farmer. He has shown that often.

‘When the farmer, although he has a legal right to sell his to-
bacco without tax while in the leaf only, tries to sell it, the
would-be purchaser says: ‘I can not pay you so much for your
tobacco becanse of this tax; you must cut down the price below
what you asked last year.”” That is the resunlt.

Mr. Chairman, I want to go a little further and read some tes-
timony that I have here, showing how much this measure will
affect the revenues. That question has been asked me before to-
day. I have shown already that in 1898, before we had any Span-
ish war tax, we collected $170,000,000 of internal revenue, and
now, after we have taken off the Spanish war taxes, we are col
lecting $60,000,000 more in 1903 than we did in 1898,

Mr. M. H. Clark, one of the ablest and best writers on the sub-
ject of tobacco, an experienced tobacconist of Clarksville, Tenn.,
as well as a good citizen, has written several articles on this sub-
ject, some of which have fallen into my hands. Here is what he
says about this revenue question:

If these re of laws are made, then a new line of customers will be
made for leaf tobacco and a new competition brought into the market, bear-
ing especially against the Italian tobacco monopoly, which is considered so
detrimantalgo,tﬁ interests of our tobacco planters and general tobacco trade.

The competition would be the greatest inst the purchasing interest, as it is

éu.stte those Italian types which would find the readiest sale in the Southern
ta

8,
It would virtually be a new demand, which might take little or none from
the revenue the Government receives the sale of manufactured to-
X}acco, as the gouthern -negroes would be large consumers of the raw leaf
tobacco, while they are but small consumers of plug tobacco. The action of
the tobacco trust in working this law through nﬁm was a blunder, and
a serious one, as it has an d against it the planters and others inter-
ested in this great staple and lost it good profits.

Now, I want to say that the negroes and laborers in the South,
and possibly elsewhere, rarely ever buy cigars. They rarely ever
buy manufactured tobacco. If they do it is “‘ plug,” for chew-
ing. They prefer what they call “*old long green,” or ‘““old

‘Lincoln twist,”* as a distingnished Republican called it the other

day, when talking about the twisted tobacco which he saw down
South during the civil-war.
In another article Mr. Clark gces further, and says:

. GIVE JUSTICE TO THE TOBACCO PLANTER.

[M. H. Clark, Montgomery County, Tenn., 1903.]

All agricultural products raise:d by the farmer—hay, wheat, corn, cotton,
hemp, and the rest—under the spirit of American Constitution and laws, in
their raw’state are free of taxation under the internal-revenue laws, and any
person can buy and sell same to consumers without vexatious nignlarlnns or
tax per pound onsame. Evensugar raised hy_ planting ean be sold by anyone
to consumers; but when it comes to selling leaf tobacco to consumersa tax
is leyied of the same amonunt per pound as if it was manufactured, and re-

.quired to be packed in boxes of specified weifhts. and vexatious regulations

mads intended to,and does, prevent the sale o
for chewing or pipe tobx 5 -

It was not always so. Raw leaf tobacco, like all other agricultural prod-
ucts, was parmitted to be sold to consumers b{ anyone until & bill was lob-
bied through Congress in 1884 by the tobacco and manufacturers of
plug and mﬁahacco; which acted as a positive prohibition to the sale of
raw leaf | co to the consumer,

The bill-was cmmingly devised by the trust, and argument was made that
the manufecturer paid a large revenue to the Government and demanded

tection from the sale of raw leaf. Butas Congress will not knowingly

wte against the agricultural interests, it was cunningly amended, per-

ttin, S)lnnters to sell their own raw leaf tobacco pemamﬁlj; to consumers,

but not through agents except by licenses, }Fyment of same tax as manufac-

tured tobacco, and vexatious re tions. This vicious legislation succeeded,

and the trost has the whole fleld, and the consumer, however he may wish it,

can buy no raw leaf tobacco, and the planter loses this small competition
against the tobacco trust.

WANT RAW LEAF FREE FROM TAX.

The facts are that in the States south of North Carolina, Kentucky, Ten-
nessee, and Missouri there are ‘.I]].NJJ r people—whites and n who
much desire to buy the raw leaf and hangit up in their cabins and chew or
smoke it as they may prefer, instead of buying the heavily sweetened plug,
for which the trnst compels them to pay from 3) to 60 cen r poundor go
without. The so-called tobacco trust has bougllt out or crusl?:d out so many
of their legitimate competitors for business that there is only a com; tive
handful of independent manufacturers left. This is notably so in the snuff

being only one indiﬁpendant factory left. This independent
concern has been 80 oppressed egal methods used to destroy its 259
and crush out its honest competition that it has been compel to appeal to

raw leaf tobacco to consumers
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the protection of the Bupreme Court of the United States and sue for §150,000
damages, which does not half cover what it has suffered.

Every tobacco seetion south of the Pot Ohio,and Missouririvers isin
a state of nnrest and distress under the g of this so-called “octopus,™
with its many arms. Growers fear further suffocation of the greatindustry
of tobacco phnuﬁ. This erop has been the money erop of these sections.

Since the American Tobacco Company and Im Tobacco Company
of Great Britain have combined and formed the British-American Tobacco
Company the planters of South and North Carolina and nia have been
rushing eircmfstomarkett-osen them before the full effect of this last
combination is felt. d

Of all the numerous strip stemmeries in the West only two have opened
their doors, one an Irish house, which stems forits own ry at Belfast, and
the other a member of the Imperial Tobacco Company. Thousands of hands
are idle, and planters have virtually no competition for their crops in the
stemming districts.

PRICES TO GROWERS SHOULD BE HIGHER.

With the conditions in the burley districts of Kentucky, Ohio, and Mis-
souri, the stocks of old leaf now redunced to a few thousand h & crop
smaller than the last, observers say that under the old conditions burlays
would be 3 to 5 cents higher than at present, but with one buyer taking, per-
haps, 80 per cent of the crop, the ln_lipependaut mamufacturers, with the pres-
ent selling methods seeking to drive them out of the trade, can give but
feeble competition, and the trust fixes the price at what it thinks the plan’
will still make enough tobacco for it.

There are no more intelligent men in the United States than the tobacco
planters. They feel the present evils and fear the darker future, hence their
conventions at Le: . Mayfleld, and in the stemming districts of Ken-
tucky and at Clarksville, Tenn. While conventions of farmers and planters
are Hroductiva of much good, they rarely achieve practical results, and nat-
urally. The :gicujmrhta have &wh ous duties to attend to and can
not combine effectival asmu]llggfvo{enpdtalists,whopanmm
loose on Wall street §1 000of bonds as a8 the presses can print them,
% the public furnish their * sinews of war,” and a; li)m&thod.sto crush
out competition, and to buy the raw material at west and sell the
product at highest, and brin, gm(}umg.:mhaidthmninhhempm

Wall street sees the game, says the ds at gﬁent are safe, and buys
them. What chance has the honest planter to contend? He can sell his crop
at 6 cents, but when a buyer wants to pay 8 cents to sell in the leaf in the
Southern States to le who prefer the natural leaf, the trust says, * no; Con-
gress passed my hi i youﬁoemsagnnd if you do s0:" and that little
competition dies, for the planter can not leave home to pedd:lo his %outiu
boxes of stipulated weigmtshof gﬁfl&lﬂ,md 60 pounds. A cute little trick

W

d dodge to work into L,
5 s Theaﬂhmfamdtomsongmtthnt
it

For every evil there is a remedy. 3
they can not be remedied all at once, but a start can be made, a is sug-
gested that the following plan be adopted as a start in the right direction:

PETITIONS TO CONGRESS SUGGESTED.

Let there be appointed in each large district—the burley, stemming dis-
trict, Clarksvillc, and the rest—a full executive eommittae.with i)ower toa%-
point subcommittees in each connty, who are to appoint a titee in eac
county district to obtain the signaturepf every mter to petition to Con-

gress. Let the petitions have an appropriate heading, asking that all laws

- prohibiting the free sale of raw leaf tobacco to consumers by anyone be at

onee andbave these massesof petitions forwarded to the esent-
atives and Benators of their districts and States. .

A can not fail to head such pe?&&gm erying so‘lluirgilrgor ust relief,

as the whole prosperity of the country upon %zri.c i’ e sale of
raw leaf toha.gco will reduce but little the consumption of é:»l tobaceo, for
many will not use it on the plantations, and as they can no natural leaf

go without, but will increase the demand for leaf tobaccoand give that much
competition the “trust.” The negroes have not received from the
United States Government the once expected “40 acres and a mule,” but it
might at least give them the chance to buy what they want—natural leaf to-
bacco—to use as they wish.

There are more voters in the country than in the to and if represent-

atives at Washington refuse justice o the country e they return
home to stay there.

God save the peaplet

The people, Lord, the people!

Not trusts and combines,

But men. God save the people!

The tobacco farmers in Tennessee and Kentucky met at Clarks-
ville, Tenn., last spring a ago and passed a resolution in the
form of a petition, which is as follows: ‘!

To the honorable Senators and Representalives of Congress:

The tobacco planters of Tennessee and K feel a great oppression
from the law passed in 1884 restric the sale of raw leaf tobacco, and
5 tural produet upon

tfull nt thatleaf tobacco is the onl
maﬁm its sale to anyone, Alfo the cereals, hay, hemp,

cotton, sugar, and other agricultural products are free of sale to anyone by

one without tax, but raw leaf*tobacco can not be sold to consumers with-
out pa; a tax of 6 cents per pound (nearly 100 per cent of its value), the
same as if it was manufactured, with one exception, viz, the planter can in
person sell to consumers his own crop without said tax, but the real consum-
ers and customers for raw leaf tobacco are the negroes and poor white le
in the cotton and sugar States, too far away from the tobacco-growing States
to be reached by the tobacco planters.

This demand is from le who use very little manufactured tobaccoand
prefer the raw leaf, and failing to ‘sﬁt that go without, therefore the repeal
of the tax on raw leaf tobacco wo canse but little loss of revenue to the
Government. The sale of raw tobacco used to be free,as are the cereals and
all other&mducta of the soil, but a law was passed by Congress in 1894, ly

1 the efforts and influence of the *tobacco trust,” placing, as afore-
said. the tax of 6 cents per pound on the sale of leaf tobacco.
Therefore, appealing for justice, the tobacco planters respectfully petition
Congress to put raw tobacco on the same footing as other vegetable products
and repeal all laws and parts of laws which prohibit the sale of leaf tobacco to
consumers by anyone, which will give an entirely new demand for leaf to-
‘bacco and lifta burden from the to planters, and we will ever pray, ete.

JAXUARY, 1003,

This is a matter which appeals peculiarly to me. I am con-
stantly a; ed to by lettarg and petitions, evg{one asking that
some relief be given. When I presented the bill a few days ago
to a distingnished member of the Ways and Means Committee,
the very moment that he scanned the bill he said that it was im-
portant, a very important matter, not only to the farmers of the

country, but immediately asked me how much it would reduce
the revenues of the Government.

I have shown, I think, as gou can all see, that it will not mate-
rially reduce the revennes of the Government, but if it does that
the relief asked for should be given. It is a tax uponthe farmers’
hands. He can not use the hand that God Almighty tells him he
must use to make a living. He becomes a pauper, a vagrant, if
he does not do so. Under the law of the land he is arrested and
put out on the vagrant force to make the highways of our country
or clean our streets. Bo that we have a law that not enly ties the
hands of the farmer, but, as you must see, it so restricts his
natural abilities and the usefulness of his tobacco lands that it

is ctically pauperizing our tobacco growers. They must
qm‘lt),Eaaising togcco or become bankrupts if this relief is not

granted.

Again, is it better, Mr. Chairman, to destroy the fobacco grow-
ers of this country than to reduce the revenues of this great
Government? Is it not befter to put back upon the statute books
the stamp on checks, from which we gathered millions of war tax
into our coffers during the recent war, than to grind and grind and
destroy and oppress the tobacco interests of the country and bank-
rupt the tobacco growers of the country? If we can not reduce
the reyenues, cut down expenditures before you cut down the
farmers. It is an outrage to permit the tobacco trust to control
the tobacco growers, rather than to have the Con control
them and make and execute laws in the interest of the farmers
and laborers.

1say give the God-made man a chance o go on with his tobacco
rajmi,l;s it was intended he should do by the great God who
made him,and as the preservation of society and his own fireside
and family require him to do. Hence it is, not only at the
instance of the le I represent, but of Members of the House
to whom I have ad d myself in private, that I have to-day
thus at great length and in a running way undertaken to bring
especially to the attention of this great lawmaking power the
unhappy conditions of the tobicco farmer, hoping tggt I may
persuade this Congress to give this relief to the farmer, which he.
says he must have, and which we know from the facts that I have
stated he must have, to remain a tobacco grower of this country.

Mr, Chairman, in order that I may have the opportunity of
rounding out my speech, I ask unanimous consent to insert some
papers to which I have alluded and from which I have quoted in
part, but not entirely read, and I reserve the balance of my time
gnd ield it to my colleague, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,

S|,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection,

APPENDIX.

TOBACCO GROWERS —ORGANIZING FOR PROTECTION AGAINST THE TRUST
ENCROACHMENTS—HOW THE PRESENT CONDITIONS AFFECT THE FARMER
AND WHAT THEY PROMISE,

[Bpringfleld (Tenn.) Herald, January 24, 1603.]

Tobaceo growers in many counties are holding meetings and orga
for the of forming some cooperative plan whereby they may p:

emselves nst the encroachments of the tobacco trustin destroying com-
petition and g the price of both the leaf tobacco as it leaves the producer
and the manufactured article as it leaves the h.cf.or{

8o far these organizations have uccon}rglg_had nothing. While it is hoped
that they magnaecompliah much _good, e can be little doubt as to the
final result. Further than that, they may serve to stimulate a wholesome

education along certain i
Trusts have come to stay until they are destroyed by national legislation,
and the people might as well make up their minds to that effect. @ pur-
f tobaceo of Louisville, a few days

chase of the Weissinger fnctonﬁa b
the Continental Tobacco Company gives the trust a complets mano;:ﬁ; o%
the whole business, except a few small concerns in different places, and the
tobacco growers are at its mercy with scarcely the semblance of what may
be called a tobacco market at home or on the breaks,

The farmer has nothing better left than to sell his crop to the local t
of the trust, or sell it on the breaks to the agent of the same party, both of
which agents receive and execute instructions from th There
may be, and doubtless always will be, some variation between the price
offered by the local agent and that for which the tobacco will sell on the
breaks, but the difference will never be g‘reater than the average upon the
whole of the cost of prizing, alnp%lng, and selling the tobacco.

This, if it can be called a market, will be practically the only future one.
Just what the price for leaf tobacco will be will depend somewhat on
circumstances. A short or bad erop will vary the general ay £ome,
The trust must have the tobaccoand it will hold out some sort of inducement
both for a full erop and a short one, but the rule by which the price will be
gauged is fixed, and not on competitionat that, but it will be the least average
price for which landowners will permit the tenants to raisze the crop, and

whatever ﬂm&mny be. Rt a SR, a
There ¢! scattered here and there, be a few faney crops an
sold at tnncygaﬂnw{n.s'le‘iﬂs must, for policy, obtain as incentive to growers
who y believe they grow the fancy crop and obtain the fancy tgﬂna.
while it amonnts to nothing with the trust, because it so little affects the av-

pri

@ i‘:a tott: the whole t::mp EEIUNIGE =

not, we admit, a very rosy view e tobacco-grow busi-
ness, but we can see no hope for improvement in the market until the life is
crushed out of the trust system by national legislation and conditions freed
from monopolyand made such that individuals can safy in business
on their own hook without the fear of being crushed by combination.
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LET THE TOBACCO PLANTER HAVE JUSTICE.

The following letter explains itself;

CLARESVILLE, TENK., January 21, 1903,
EDITOR AMERICAN AGRICULTURIST:

In a former letter attention was called to the great injustice done to the
tobacco planter by the law made in 1804, by the passage of the
go-called Wilsonr bill, which prohibited the sale of raw leaf tobacco to con-
%m;ira except by the payment of the same tax as is laid upon the manufac-

iy bacco,

As every agricultural product except raw leaf tobacco has free saletoany
and every one, by any persons, amendment was made permitting planters in
person to sell tol of their own growth to consumers. But as the con-
sumers who wish to buy and use the raw leaf live in other States, the amend-
ment was worthless to the planter, as it was intended it should be.

The Tobacco Growers' Association of this district. under the able leader-
ghip of its energetic gresidant. Charles H. Fort, and secretary, C. N. Meri-

* wether, have tng:ﬁn the matter up and are getting up petitions to Congress
to abolish all laws and parts of laws which prohibit the free sale of leaf to-
bacco by anyone to anyene.

If these repeals of laws are made, then a new line of customers will be
made for leaf tobacco and a new competition brought into the market, bear-
ing especially against the Italian tobacco monopoly, which is considered =o
de ental to the interests of our tobacco plantersand eral tobacco trade.
The competition would be the greatest against the purchasing interest,asitis

ust those Italian types which would find the ren.giest snle in the Southern
tes, '

It wonld virtually be a new demand, which might take little or none from
revenue the Government receives from the sale of manufactured to-
bacco, as the Southern negroes would be large consumers of the raw leaf
tobacco, while they are but small consumers of plug tobacco. The action of
the tobacco trust in working this law through was & blunder, and
a serious one, as it has antagonized against it the planters and others inter-
ested in this great stsglle and lost it good profits.

Its truest and most belﬂﬁt poh'gi' would have been to let matters stand
as they were and to follow lead of those enterprising jobbers and com-
pete with them for this trade.

Its immense command of capital, most of which has o:lg cost blank paper
m%}'lrinmr‘s ink, its thorough methodic o tion, trained ergeﬂx,
would have given it advantages realizin, gmﬂh where ordinary jobbers
or shippers got 1, and won the mﬁmﬁa of the planter as a competitor
against the Italian monopoly.

This great trust in its methods has been progressive and aggressive, and
whenever any of tobacco manufacture was seen tobe profits
it has at once entered into competition with it and occupied most of the fleld.

If the great ** Duke of North Carolina " has gotten the fog of **the London
yparticular” out of his brain, and the matter be brought before him, he must
clearly seo that the former action of his trust was a serious blunder, and its
true interest is now to join heartily with the planters in their efforts to se-
cure the repeal of the obnoxious law of 1804 referred to, and be able to add a
new nﬁgspecttuny profitable branch to its present aggregation of business.

Ly M. H. CLARK.

MR. YERKES'S LETTER.
WAsHINGTON, March 12, 1503,
Hon. JoEN W. GAINES, . p
Member of Congress, House of Representatives.

Bi: I have received your letters, dated 7th and 9th instant, respectively,
presenting the fol i uestions:

1. Youask, Did the -gixth or Fifty-seventh relieve tobacco
growers of taxes on tobacco raised by them; and if so, what statuteand
section thereof? -

2. Does the law tax—and if so, how much—tobacco growers when they stem
or twist their tobacco for their own use or tosell the same?

8. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for their own personal
use without paying a tax?

4. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for the purpose of giv-

it away without paying a tax? §
oL You ask for the departmental or judicial definition of the term * dealer
w‘mccO.‘I

8. You ask for the definition of the term “ manufacturer of tobacco.™

7. You ask whether a tobacco grower who stems or twists his toba

wn on his own or from a neighbor is a man ,Or,
other words, whether stemming or tobacco is manufacturing.

In conclusion, you ask if there is in existence any law which requiresa
farmer whoraises tobacco tomﬁ:hng tax for raising tobacco, or for stem-
ming httf‘:: hat:baoco. or that w. he purchases from another farmer who

W8 C0.
gr?f there is such law you ask to be referred toit, and to the section thereof,
and yon ask whether a farmer who grows tobacco ean take that tobacco
and sell it withou;gaying any tax,

Without altem 'n.gIto give you an immediate cal lanswer to each
question as presented, I have the honor to inform Xon at at the first session
of the Fifty-seventh Coi by ?:tmappro_vad pril 12, 1002, section 8, the

following law was passed rela’

- chn.qa That upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, or removed
for consumption or use, there shall be levied and collected, in leu of the tax
now imposed by law, the following taxes: :

*On snuff, menufactured of bobmeopra;:{y substitute for tobacco, ground
dry, damp, pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, when pre;
for use, a tax of 6 cents 'pgl{)onnd And snuff flour, when sold or removed
for use or consumption, s be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack-
ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff. ‘

*(On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine cut, cavendish, plug, or twist,
cut or granulated, of every description; on tobacco twisted by hand or re-
duced mtg‘? cofm‘ﬁti_on to l:la consumed, or ia?i afny ma.izmer other t!;:in the or-
dinary mode of drying and curing, prepar or sale or consumption, even
if prepared without the use of arFy machine or instrument, and without be-
ing pressed or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts and refuse SCTADS, clip-
pings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobaceo, a tax of 6 cents per pound.”

on will not find in any exemption in favor of the farmer, who
is not privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and prepare
it for consumption.

This saction is only & reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes
g.é&?&xgﬂgJu!ym,lm,mcﬂm 61,and which last act first imposed & stamp

on 0.

This E;‘D"‘].B‘lon of law has 'baian in force continuously, without change ex-

as

the rate of tax. since 4
tion 3362 of the Revised Statutes, and amenda acts, require that all
prepared and put up by the manu-
s

manufactured tobacco and snuff shall
facturer thereof in certain specified ga.cimgedu and in no other manner before
removal for sale or consumption, and pro that all eavendish, plug, and
twist tobacco shall be put vp in certain packages, and mnldngto‘bweo and

all cut and granulated tobacco in certain other ; and this section
makes no exemption in favor of the farmer or grower of tobacco.

The definition of a **manufacturer of tobacco” will be found in subsection
iof m%%ﬁ# of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section 4, act of

] s

id section 69 provides that—

- Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snnff for him-
self, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether such
manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbing of any
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf tobacco, or manufac-
tured or partia Il{ manufactured tobacco or snuff, or the putting up for use
or consnmption of scraps, clippings, stems, or deposits of tobaceo re-
snlﬁ.uog from any process of handling tobacco, or by the working or p ra-
tion of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, mﬁm clippings, or waste, by ing,
twwnnf; j;agéoma" ming, or any other process, 'ﬂberegardeduumnn T
of to i

The second pa h of that section provides that—

“Erer{ pmmm also bere as a manufacturer of tobacco whose
business it is to sell leaf tobaceo in quantities-less than a hogshead. case, or
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other n duly regis-
tered dealers in leaf tobacco or duly registered manufacturers of tobacc
snuff, or orto cgersom who purchase in packages for export; and a
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be ad as manufactured tobacco,
and such manufactured tobaceo shall be put up and ?reparad by such mann-
facturer insuch only as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with
the a] of the tary of the Treasury, shall preseribe: Provided,
That ers and s'crwars of tobacco who sell leaf tobaceo of their own
growth and raising shall not be 1 ed as manufacturers of tobacco; and
so much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are heveby repealed.”

In the first paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of to-
T, MRS R St e Al e et
ing, 8 i , or changing the to

from its natural condition.

In the secomd pan:?'m h every is regarded as a manufacturer of
tobaeco who sells an daﬁvem tobacco in its natural condition to con-
sumers, or to other than re in leaf tobacco, manu-
facturers of tobacco or or persons who buy leaf tobacco in
for export; and all leaf tol 80 sold by Bmiill]gerso‘n is regarded as A man-
ufactured tobaceo subject to tax; but thereis exception g;t- farmersand
growers are not to be as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of
their own growth and -
toYan a{{l: for a.departmental or judicial definition of the term a * dealer in

In reply, you areadvised that—

“Every person whose business it is to sell or offer for sale manufactured
tobacco, snuff, or shall be r ed as a dealer in tobacco.”

The d:.ﬂicu]b in the way of a lucid interpretation of the statutes relating
to the sale of leaf tobacco by farmers has been that such restrictions have
atnmt gg;.lpled with special tax provisions and not contained in any separate

Lrt 4

The tenth subdivision of section 344, Revised Statutes, imposing special
tax, exempted a farmer from paying the tax as a dealer in leaf tobgwo, but
he was required to confine his sales to tobaceco of own uction and
Lhi:t received by him from tenants as rent and who produced the same on

This statute also provided that nothing therein should be construed to ex-
empt the farmer or planter from the special tax who, by peddling or other-
wise, gold his leaf to at retail directly to consumers.

This provision was also reiterated in section 14, act of March 1, 1870,

The statute iny upon retail dealers in leaf tobaccoa 1 tax of §500
per annum and bl cents for every dollar of sales in excess of §1,000.

All persons were regarded as retail dealers who sold leaf tobacco directly
to consumers, or to personsother than those who had paid special tax es leaf
dealers, or manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, or eigars, or to persons who pur-
chased leaf tobacco for export.

This, in effect, was a prohibitory tax against the sale of leaf tobacco atre-
tail directly to consumers. :

This act was amended by act of March I:‘hunlm only so far as it imposed &

ial tax and provided that retail dealers d E}r annually a special tax
of §250 and 30 cents for each dollar on amount of their monthly salesin ex-
cess of §500 per annum.

It was provided, however, that farmers and producers of tobacco could
sell, at place of production, tobacco of their own growth or raising at retail
directly to consumers to an amount not exceeding §100 annually.

: This was also, in effect, a prohibitory tax against the sale o{ leaf tobacco
0 CONSUINArs.

The special tax ision was repealed by section 28, act of October 1, 1890,
This act, section 2i, made it the duty of the farmer to furnish a statement of
his sales of leaf tobacco, with the name and residence of the person to whom
sold, and the previous limitations on sales were continued, although the spa-
cial tax had been re i

The act of Aq, 28, l}mﬂ‘repmled the former act re(éuir{ng farmers to
make a sworn statement of theirsales, and since that time farmers and grow-
ers of tobacco have been pri to sell leaf tobacco of their own growth
and raising, and that received tenants as rent for their land, without
restriction as to the qﬁmtity sold, place of sale, or the businessof the per-

obacco.

sons who t.g't:rcl.uuita the
From the Iorefotnnog premises I am constrained to answer your guestions
as follow:

cuheql_orimll 3 B
1. That Ogngresa has never im & tax on natural-leaf tobaceo in the
f tobacco which they may have sold di-

hands of farmers, but only upon
re‘éﬂfz*ﬁ?im:h ik lawa iy 4f B oamte d is imposed all to-
& ar the present law a of 6 cents per pound is upon
baceo stemmed or t a farmer not intended for his own use.
3. A farmer may stem and twist tobaceo for his own use without incurring
liability to tax on such tobacco.
4. Stemming or twistinit.ahacco is regarded as manufacturing, and a
ngm‘ or planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for sale, or for
mmm of giving it away, without payment of tux. If he should en
in that ness he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco, an
required to qualify as suach hﬁ registering with the collector of the district,
statement and bond, and to pack, la and stamp his product, as pro-
vi by regulations No. 8, page 5 and 6.
1{;.(:1 have already given you the legislative definition of term *‘dealer in
tobaceo.”
6. My answer to guestion 4 is an answer to question 7.
7. The ht»tarmf ;;giz;nuwtmw tet{_‘f tobucoos’;fis deq;::g in the first and second
paragraphs o on 69, quoted on page my r.
Respectfully,

J. W. YERKES, Commissioner.

. The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stus]
is recognized for six minutes,
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Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, in this morning’s Washington Post
appears the following editorial:

GOVERNMENT ESTIMATES ON COTTON.

No end of dissatisfaction is being e in cotton-growing and cotton-
raising circles over the estimate made by the Department of Agriculture of
the season’s cotton production. The speculators on Wall street secureda tip
on the figures, or at least acted upon an alleged tip. which was emphatically
confirmed by the figr given out by the Government, and suw in
creating something like a panic on the cotton exchange. *

There is no way of telling how much of the present and recent excitement
in the tive cotton market is due to the Government's part in furnish-
ing estimates of the year’s cotton supply, but the fact remains that a most
disturbed condition of affairs exists, and many of those most deeply con-
cerned in the business blame the Government for having had a part in it.
mesm are being made the cotton manufacturers against the further

ishing of estimates by the Government.
The of the icultural Department in furnishing these estimates
is to give the cotton- managersa hint of the season's output, and thus

enable them to better ?uge their ?'archases The immense importance of
the cotton crop and the interest felt in it by home and foreign manufac-
turers are considered sufficient excuse for the
estimates of the crop and making them public. The cotton manufacturers,
however, have become convinced that the publication of these estimates do
more than The information, whiclh would be of immense ad-
vantage to the mill owners and exporters, is seized by the speculators and
used by them in manipulating the cotton market, u values, and, as
has been the case this fall, causing the closing of cotton until normal
conditions are restored.

These mill men e, and with apparent force, that it is the duty of the
Governmaent to fu h facts, but that it is not the duty of the Department
of Afrlcultu.re to go to the expense of furnishing *estimates’ for the bane-
Eﬁ. O

rnment’s part in securmg

the speculators. It is argued that if the ulators desire to secure

is advance information, they should be compelled to to the expense of

collecting it, and, further, that when the Government indulgesin dg-ueawark
it causes confusion and trouble, doing much more harm than y

It would geem that the mill men have offered pretty sound arguments in
gupport of their contention. The Government as&mntes are made before the
cotton is picked and before it could be of use either to the cotton grower or to
thecotton manufacturer. The only result, apparently, is to supply the cotton
brokers with information upop which they are able jugg.l!e wijth the mar-
ket futures. forcing prices for the entire crop up or down befor® a bale of it
is picked. ‘When the last Government bulletin of estimates was announced
the speculators ran the price up several cents.

The cotton growers were naturally jubilant, but they have not been able
as yet to realize anything upon their joy. The mill operators have called for
a conference, looking to the curtailment of production until the demand for
manufactured products warrants an increase of price and warrants them
in paying an advanced price for raw materials, Eo that nothing has been
ga&sed by the growers or the mill owners from the publication of the Govern-
ment's estimates. The only beneficiaries of this tuitous work of Gov-
ernment, up to date, appear to have been the tors,

This editorial is an attack upon the correctness of the report
made by the Department of Agriculture on the present year's
cotton crop. Itattacksit almost viciounsly, and if the high source
and high standing of this paper did not preclude the idea one
wonld think that it was inspired, from the fact that it does not
state the facts, but misstates almost every fact attempted to be
stated.

The Washington Post is quoted by more newspapers than per-
haps any other newspaper in the United States, and the character
and standing of this paper are such as to warrant belief in any
statement it makes without investigation. So much the greater
the harm done by misstatements of fact from such a source. -

This is my excuse, Mr. Chairman, for giving this matter atten-
tion in this manner and at this time,

This editorial says, among other things:

The p a0 of the Agricultural Department in furnishing these estimates
is to give the eotton- managers a hint of the season’soutput, and thus en-
able them to better gange their purchases. The immense importance of the
cotton cropand the interest felt in it by home and foreign manufacturers are
cacmnsidf.n-eciJ sufficient excuse for the Government's part in securing estimates
of the erop and making them public. The cotton manufacturers, however,
have become convin that the publication of these estimates does more
barm than . The information, which wounld be of immense advantage
to the mill owners and exporters, is seized by the speculators and used by
them in manipulating the cotton market, npsetting values, and. as has been
the case this fall, cansing the closing of cotton until normal conditions
are restored. i

The editorial charges that the Agricultural Department is doing
this work, so far as the cotton crop is concerned, for the bel;eﬁt
of manufacturers and exporters, leaving the grower out of sight
entirely. It criticises the aocu:ac% of these reports as to cotton,
but does not say one word about wheat, corn,and oats crops, that
are treated in exactly the same way. It further says:

It would seem that the mill men have offered pretty sound arguments in

g?port of their contention. The Government estimates are made before the

ton is picked, and before it could bs of use either to the cotton grower or
to the cotton manufacturer,

That statement is absolutely inaccurate. The report was made
on the 8d day of December this year, and information was re-
ceived from all sources up to the 26th of November. And now
to say that this report is made up before a bale of cotton is picked
is an absolute inaccuracy. and is not true in substance or in de-
tail. Then further the editorial says:

The only result. apparentilj , s to sy lyitt%at%ot.gg%u brok?rs with iqie?asrmn-{or
e e T e ™

Before a bale is picked! The report here referred to is the re-
port made by the I}r’wultuml Department on December 8. Peo-

ple who live in the cotton-growing country know this statement
i8 absolutely untrue, but there is an attempt being made to manu-
facture a sentiment in Congress to deprive the Agricultural De-
partment of this function. The farmers and producers are in-
terested in knowing the facts about the crop, as much so as the
surchaser of the product of their toil, and they have a right to

emand this information from an absolutely reliable and unbiased
source.

The cotton farmers can not send agents out all over the country
at great expense to bring them these facts, but the Government is
doing it for the bemnefit of no particular class, but for the benefit
of everybody in general who is concerned in this industry—the
expor}igl-;, themanufacturers, the growers, the dealers, consumers,
everybody,

This article further says:

When the last Government bulletin of estimates was announced the specu-
lators ran the price up several cents. The cotton wers were naturally
Jjubilant. but they have not been able as yet tor an g upon their
Joy. The mill owners have called for a conference looking to the curtail-
ment of production until the demand for manufactured products warrants
an increase of price and warrants them in paying an advanced price for raw
materials. The only beneficiaries of this gratuitous work of Government up
to date appears to have been the speculators.

This statement is on a par with the others referred to. Cotton
did not advance several cents, not even 1 cent. It went up about
75 points, which means three-quarters of a cent, There is not a
spot-cotton market in the United States that has not been three-
guarters of a cent higher since that report was published than it
was before, and that increase is here with us and is going to re-
main. The Agricultural Department has made an effort to be
absolutely fair and absolutely correct and truthful, and condi-
tions warrant the conclusion at which they have arrived, not-
;vithsﬂtatrédjng such misleading statements as the editorial re-

erred fo.

Mr. Chairman, I have not by me the detailed information as
fully as1 would like to have to reply to this editorial, but will use
such as I have. The great spot-cotton markets of the United
States are New Orleans, Galveston, and Savannah,

The price of spot cotton middling in quality quoted November
5 at New Orleans was 10§ cents per pound. On December 1—just
two days before the Government report was published—the price
in New Orleans was 11} cents per pound, showing an advance of
1124 points, or 1} cents, per pound. During this period of twenty-
five days no Government report of estimated yield had been made,
but cotton advanced more than 100 points. On December 1—just
before the Government report was published—spot cotton was
selling in the largest spot market in the United States at 114 cents
per pound. At noon on December 3 the Government report of
estimated yield was made public and spot cotton jumped in the
same market to 12} cents per pound, or 75 points.

On last Saturday, the last .ﬂ; for which we have quotations,
spot cotton middling in alunlity sold in New Orleans at 12} cents
per pound, orin one-eighth of a cent of asmuch as it sold for on the
day the report was published, showing a net gain of 62} points. or
$3.25 per bale. Mr, Chairman, thinkof the many millions of dol-
lars this means to the cotton farmers whose cotton had not been
marketed when this report was published, and the Washington
Post is clamorous to have these reports discontinued. Has not the
farmer as much right to know facts beneficial to him at Govern-
ment nse as any other class of citizens?

Mr, Chairman, it is altogether whose ox is gored as to the
source of these complaints against the Agricultural Department.
I remember quite well that when the report of the Department
as to the August condition of cotton was Fuhliahed about the 1st
of September last, showing a condition of over 80 per cent, and
about 8 per cent above the ten-year average, that there was a
great clamor went up from the bull speculators in New York and
elsewhere to the effect that the estimate of condition was much
too high, and was made in the interest of the mills, and was in-
tended to put the price of the new crop down when it came into
the market. Now, after the crop has been practically gathered,
and with much better and more accurate and reliable sources of
information, the Department makes an estimate of the size of the
present crop, and the accusation is now made that the estimate is
much too small and made in the interest of the specnlators.

Mr. Chairman, the object of the Government report is toplace
the growers on an equal footing with the dealers in cotton. The
Department speaks to everybody, and its benefits are general and
confined to no class, while the reports and estimates coming from
private sources are made to subserve private interests and are
never made public unless it is in the interest of private gain.

The Department seeks information from every available source,
including growers, ginners, manufacturers, merchants, bankers,
carriers, State agents, traveling agents, the records of statistical
bureaus showing which source gave best information in the past.
This year additional agents from the Department reported
Texas. The greatest possible effort has been made to give reliable
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information as to the probable yield of cotton and the report is
entitled to the highest consideration.

The argument made in the Post as to cotton is equally applica-
ble to reports made by the same Department on wheat, corn, and
oats, but there appears no demand to abolish them. The whole
fight is made against the cotton grower. It has been charged

- that the report of the Government as to cotton leaked. This is
sitively denied by the Department, and is entirely disproved

y the course of the market on December 3, the day the report
was made public. The Cotton Exchange in New York opens at 10
o'clock a. m, and closes at 8 o'clock p. m. The Government re-
port was made public and read in the exchange at 12 o’clock noon.
.On December 8, 1903, the December option opened at 11.65 per
pound and sold down to 11.59 just before noon. The report was

read at noon, and the December option closed that day at 12.32,
showing a gain of seventy-three points from noon, after the report
wasread, until 3 o’clock, when the exchange closed. Now, if any
speculator or broker had had a tip as to what the report would be,
does it stand {o reason that futures would have declined just in
advance of the publication of thereport? No,indeed. Ifadvance
information had been given of the character of the report cotton
wonld have advanced instead of declining, as it did.

The methods of the Statistical Office of the Department of Agri-
culture make leaking impossible.

The more important reports are not opened until the morning
of the day when the rh to the public, and not until after
the door of the office of the Statistician and his assistants who do
the final tabulating is locked, no one being permitted to go in or
come out until the report is made up and bronght to the Secretary
for his signature. 1t is then given to the public, to the whole
world, at one and the same moment.

Mr, Chairman, these repeated attempts to discredit the good
faith and honesty of one of our great Departments of Government
are to be deplored and frowned upon,

The late report of the Government has saved to the farmers,
who toil in the cold and in the heat, many millions of dollars.
Most usually the price of cotton is kept down during the gather-
ing and ginning season, and until the European and American
spinners have purchased their supplies, after which speculators
have taken hold of the small remnant of cotton and run the prices
up and made fortunes for themselves. But, thanks to the Agri-
cultural Department, the farmers of the South this year are get-
ting the benefit of information as to the actual size of the crop
that they were of themselyes nnable to procure.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, there is no one here at
the present time who desires to speak on this side, so I give way
to the gentleman on the other side.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I now iield thirty-
five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Lixp].

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time that I shall
occupy I shall not attempt any general discussion of the tariff.
I shall discuss only certain phases of the question. One reason is
that 1 do not t-l'u'n§ that a general discussion of that question at
this time is called for—certainly not so far as the general merits
of the policy of free trade or protection is concerned.

It seemns to me that since the decision by the Supreme Court of
the United States in the income-tax cases the possibility of free
trade in thiscountry, were it desirable, no longer exists, By that
decision this country is irrevocably committed to a tariff policy
for purposes of revenue at least, and a tariff for any purpose is
necessarily protective to a greater or less extent under present
industrial conditions.

By modern processes, not only in this conntry but the world over,
the cost of manufacture has been cheapened to such an extent
that any tariff on a commodity produced at home is necessarily
protective. Icanimagine that twenty, thirty. forty, or fifty years
ago a 20 or 80 per cent tariff might not have been highly protec-
tive, but with the modern and cheaper processes of production it
is now necessarily so in many industries.

We hear a great deal said on both sides of the Chamber in
regard to a protective tariff and a revenue tariff, as though the
two terms represented distinct and opposed policies. They may
have in the past, but there is little ground for distinction any
longer. What is imposed to-day as a revenue tariff is also a pro-
tective tariff, and from this time on, when our industrial activity
covers almost the entire field of human endeavor, any tariff levied
upon the commodities that we produce within our own domain—
and we produce everything—is necessarily a protective tariff to
its extent, In the future it will be more accurate to speak of the
tariff as *“high*’ or ‘‘low” than to speak of a revenue tariff or a
protective tariff.

Aside from this there is another reason why any academic dis-
cussion of the question has ceased to be of importance, and it is
this: We are to-day absclutely the greatest industrial nation in

XXXVIII—14

the world, not only in our capacity to produce, but in the amount
and character of our industrial production. My Republican
friends will undoubtedly suggest that the protective policy has
made us such.

Granting this to be true, and I do not care to discuss the ques-
tion, for no one advocates a free-trade policy, let me suggest to
you that the other great industrial nation of the world, England,
relatively greater than we are—not in fact, becaunse her domestic
trade is much smaller and her population is less—has attained
her industrial greatness under a different fiscal policy, the policy
of free trade. So that here we have an historical and absolutely
incontestible fact, that the two leading nations of the world have
attained industrial greatness, one under an almost constant policy
of protection and the other under a continuous policy of free trade.

‘With these facts before us it seems to me that it is economic
folly to predicate absolute right or wrong of either protection or
free trade. Like other economic policies, either may be right or
wrong, according to the circumstances or situation of the coun-
try for which it is proposed. In a country such as England was
when it adopted the policy of free trade, with its favorable situa-
tion and facilities for commerce, with its large amount of capital,
and with the industrial progress that it had already made, free
trade was undoubtedly the best adapted and most beneficent fis-
cal policy to develop and advance its industrial greatness,

So in the United States, a young country, rich in natural re-
gources, richer than any other in the world in raw materials, not
rich in capital, with a sparse population, and that population not
skilled in manufactures, there is every reason to belicve that the
protective policy has had a beneficent effect in stimulating its in-
dustries.

If these suggestions are true, and they seem to me incontestible
in the light of history, then the question that presentsitself to us
to-day is not protection or free trade, but the practical question,
What shall we do under existing conditions to further onr indus-
trial and commercial interests in the greatest degree? I am de-
lighted to see perhaps the leading advocate of the protective policy
before me [Mr."HEPBURN], the gentleman who certainly has made
the most elogquent appeal to the House that has been made for the
preservation of conditions as they are. I will submit to him this
proposition, because it is the basis upon which I shall present the
questions that I propose to discuss,

The proposition is this: A fiscal policy is useful to any country
in connection with its industrial development to the extent to
which it tends to develop and extend the demand for domestic
products without unduly burdening the consumer. A fiscal policy
1s injurious in the same respect to the extent that it tends to
destroy, reduce, or embarrass the demand for home products or
home manufactures.

Now, to the extent that the protective policy has furthered our
industrial and general growth—because 1 wilt concede that under
the conditions that have prevailed it has had a stimulating effect,
although I do not concede that it does not produce other effects
that possibly counterbalance its good effects, but which are
largely ethical rather than economic—to the extent that the pro-
tective policy has benefited American industry, it has been by
restricting and burdening the importation of foreign manufac-
tures by the tariff, thereby increasing the demand for the domes-
tic product.

By increasing the demand, by broadening the field for the
domestic product, it has tended to increase the price of that
product, because, in increasing the demand for a commodity,
necessarily, other factors being equal, it increases the price. By
reason of increasing the price it hasinvited additional capital and
additional labor into industrial production, and, by that means,
it certainly has extended the scope of labor, and possibly increased

wages.

The effect of the free-trade policy in England has been identie-
ally the same. By reason of her greater industrial advance and
progress than any other nation in the world at the time, by reason
of her commercial situation, by reason of the fact that she was
ready to supply the civilized world with the results of modern in-
vention and industry to a greater degree and earlier than any
other people, she wisely adopted a policy of free trade and invited
the commerce of the world to come withont let or hindrance, and
thereby created the greatest possible demand for her domestic
products.

Now, our situation was different from that. What worked well
in England and created the greatest possible demand for domestic

roducts—I mean that fiscal system—might not have worked well
ere.

Now, then, starting from this premise, the virtue in the policy
of protection rests on the proposition that it affords the greatest
possible demand for domestic products.

Whenever any legislation, whenever any tariff schedules,
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whether denominated protective or otherwise, cease to have that
effect, and, on the contrary, have a deterrent effect on production
and commerce, curtailing consumption at home, harassing and
restricting tmtia, reducing the demand for our productsabroad,
and only burdens the domestic consumer, it ceases to be justifi-
able, gentlemen of themajority, even on your own ground, on the

of protection; and that is the great difficulty with our
tariff to-day.

It has ceased to be an economic policy.that tends to develop,
foster, and bring forth the greatest industrial activity within our
domain, and to make the largest, broadest domestic and foreign
market for our products. It is this that we complain of; it is for
this reason that we appeal to you to forget partisan interests
for the moment and meet the present necessities of our situa-

on.

‘Why, Iread in a Republican Philadelphia paper that came to
my desk the other day—the Inquirer, November 18—that a steel
plant in Philadelphia has negotiated a large sale of steel rails in
Asia, of which fact I am very glad, for we are all d of any
conquest made by American capitai and American industry.

I read this statement:

The price of $22.88 per which the company gets for rails sold to the

18 w th i

e e W e g f iy e
Now, I am proud of the fact that American industry should
reach a point where a ton of steel rails can be 1:tr0d1.1c£»dv at soch
figures, but I would be prouder of the fact if our legislation were
such that 1’:1113 American people could have part of the benefit of
it. [A use,

I tE'aa? gut on the Pacific coast for a couple of weeks just before
I came down here, and I learned of an occurrence that impressed
the sitnation with reference to our iron and steel schedule on my
mind in a greater degree than anything that has yet come to my

buyers, but s

notice.
As you all know, there is an immense packmg industry on the
Pacific coast. A great deal of tin plate is used in that industry.

There is also a large demand for sheet steel and sheet iron for
Alaska. On the trip referred to I learned what I am now about
to state. I am not going to give names, but what I shall say is
capable of verification by anyone who is curious. The Northern
Pacific Railroad Company, to which I shall refer, will give you
the data and the facts.

A firm in Portland, Oreg., dealing in hardware and handling
large quantities of tin plate and
needed some six or seven carloads of such material. This was
about a year ago last summer. They wrote to Pittsburg, the
only place where those commodities could be bought, to one of
the subsidiary companies of the steel trust, and received quota-
tions. These people at Portland found that the price made by the
Pittsburg company was exorbitant, that it left no profit to them
on the basis of the contracts that they had entered into, so they
sent up to Vancouver, a thriving town just over the Canadian
line, I think within 15 miles of the United States boundary, and
they procured a firm of Canadian brokers to write to the same
concern a letter similar to that which they had sent, to ascertain
at what prices they could buy these seven carloads of tin plate

and sheet steel.
The Canadians were given from eight to

qﬁgﬁaﬁons. rnngi_tg
eleven dollars per ton less than t otations to the American ap- | Ii

licants. Attheinstanceofthe Port firm theCanadian brokers
Emmadintely ordered the tin plateand thesheet steel.” In due conrse
of time the orders were filled and the bills of lading, with drafts
annexed, were sent to the bank at Vancouver. Those of you who
are at all familiar with dealings in that kind of commodities
know that the manufacturer usually advances the freight, directs
the route of shipment, and sends draft with bill of lading. These
cars had been routed from Pittsburg to Chwago, from Chicago to
St. Paul via the Burlington road, and from St. Paul to the Pa-
cific via the Northern Pacific Railroad.

In due time, as I say, the bills of lading, with drafts attached,
arrived in Vancouver, and the Vancouver brokers promptly paid
the drafts, indorsed the bills of lading, and sent them to their
Portland customers.

They immediately put themselves in communication with the
Northern Pacific Railroad and found that the cars were in transit
somewhere in North Dakota. They demanded that the cars should
be diverted, so as to be sent—three to Portland, two to Seattle, one
to Tacoma, and one to another point, I think, instead of being
carried through to Vancouver. They had the title papers—the
bills of lading—indorsed; the drafts duly receipted. The railroad
company could do nothing else than comply with the demand, and
the cars were diverted, and this clever Portland firm saved about
§3.000 by the transaction.

Now, Eentlemen, speaking to you as American citizens, what
do yonu think of a condition of affairs that compels our own citi-
zens to resort to lying and subterfuge to get t decent treat-

eet steel found that they | %

ment that they onght to be entitled to as a matter of right under
our own laws? And still you say, “ We stangﬁt.” Party pol-
icy, the exigencies of a prospective campaign, will not justify you,
you say, in remedying these evils at this'time; nor do you prom-
ise to do it at any future time.

If my time permitted, I should like to call your attention to
some of the schedules in the present law, and commeént on the
burdens that they impose upon our people, but I can not go into

, and will insert them in my remarks.
Ad valorem duties collected on the following commodities in 1903,

Per cent.
Earthen, stons, and china Ware. .o oo cmeias ceeem oo annns
Leather manufactures . ... _......... £ = =
Teeaeis s

ow and p! ap to..... =

Lead andg mnufncmres%! -
Sugar and mol #rrh
Bay

e
, hemp, or jute......
Flannelstnrmderw%ar

zoods, woolen, for women and chil o
Batyormgol -1 B o oo . 2
e Y R e R S R S o1
Calico, value not over 7 cents per ya &
|51 Y I s Nl W el e Y .
Bleached cotton, valued at not more than Tecentsparyard. ... ... 8

In the iron and steel schedule, notwithstanding that we pro-
duce more iron and steel than any other nation and more cheaply,
our exports in 1902 amonnting to over $08.000,000, we impose rates
of ad valorem duty on the items named, as shown by Treasury
returns for the year 1902:

T R e st S s s B
Band steel for making band saws. ..o oo e

Boiler or other iron or steel plate, cold rolled
Common sheet iron or steel, valued at less than § cents per pound. 57

Wire ... cool.o e U S R R 40
Wire coated with zinc or tin (galvanized 51
‘Wire rope smaller than No. 16 . _.__.._._ 81
‘Wire rope larger than No. 16 and all sizes 5t
R e -4t
Pocket knives._.___ 1]
Cutlery, average ......... [V
Bcissors and shears, average 51
Bariron (chareoal). .. . ... 29
Flat iron (not less than 1 inch wide 1
T O . o s s s o e i 23
Bteel rails (railway) .o oo -
R IR s i i b s Lot e s e e et L s T S RN B e 2

Schedules like these, in view of the present state of the ind :
do not stand for protection—you can not justify them as such.
They only afford opportunity for * graft.” They retard railroad
development and other construction at home, and handicap our
manufacture2 abroad.

There is hardly a village in the North having a population in
excess of 5,000 where there is not a fac of some kind manu-
facturing implements, manufacturing engines, tools, carriages,
and what not. My city of Minneapolis sends hundreds and thou-
sands of machines and engines abroad every year—thrashing ma-
chines, harvesters, plows, cultivators, bicycles, gasoline engines,
steam engines, wagons, carriages, and a variety of manufactured
articles requiring iron and steel—and there are many smaller
cities in our State developing manufacturing in numerous similar

nes.

But they have been hampered and restricted for years in their
work. Why? Steel and iron are their raw materials, and unless
they can get their raw material, their steel and their iron, sub-
stantially on the same basis of prices which prevails in the mar-
kets of the world they are handicapped. By these exorbitant
schedules you enable the trust to hold up these hundreds of
smaller manufacturers and prevent them from getting the raw
material that they need to engage in the world's competition,
which they are otherwise better equipped for in many lines than
any manufacturers in the world.

these and many other schedules your tariff has ceased to be

a protective tariff, because instead of furthering and increasing
the demand for domestic production it has decreased it. Instead
of encouraging industry it retards industry. Mr. Chairman, I
arose really not to speak on these questions so much as to call at-
tention to a.nothelj sitnation connected with our tariff, which to
mt{ mind is more important to the American people than is any
other pending question.

The fact that I have grown up in the North Star State, that I
have lived a neighbor to Canada all my life, perhaps enables me
to speak, not only with stronger personal convietions, but with

ter familiarity than most of yon. I remember when I was
in this House, a young fellow, fifteen or sixteen years ago, I had
occasion to discuss onr Canadian relations. I remember one oc-
casion when the Honse passed a bill pellmell, at the suggestion of
President Cleveland, to retaliate against Canada for some imagi-
nary wrong.
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The whole performance was absurd; but there were only two
men in the House, the gentleman from Penm{‘lvanis [Mr, Dar-
zm..LA]and myself, who recorded our votes in the negative. The
bill died in the Senate. If you will look at the map of North
America which is usually displayed in the lobby, you will find
that on our northern border, extending from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, a distance of over 4,000 miles, is a country much larger
in area than ours. It is peopled by the same people—that is, it
has drawn its population from the same source. They speak the
same ]ang'uﬂge They read the same literature as we do and have
on the whole the same system of government, at least so far as
g.gelfglgﬂovemment is concerned. They are actuated by the same
i :

They are Americans just as intensely as are we. Those of you
who justify the protective policy on the ground that it protects
our own people against the competition of a lower population, a
lower standard of living, a lower standard of wages, can not
truly say, if yon know the Canadians as I know them, that we
are jugti.ﬁed in maintaining a tariff wall against them on that

nnd.

The standard of living in Canada, excepting possibly in the
Province of Quebec, is just as high, just as promising for the
future as the average standard in the States, and I think possibly
a little better, 'What about this country to the north? Some of
you say it is a cold, barren, worthless region. There was a time,
gentlemen, when our country was less known and less regarded,
when the population of thisconntry was much less than Canada’s
six millions.

‘When this country became one of the nations of the world in
its own right it had less than 3,000,000 people. The place occu-
pied by the magnificent city of Minneapolis, which I now have
the honor to represent, was not a village fifty years ago. The
great State of Iowa, so ably represented by the gentleman before
me [Mr. HEPBURN], was a frontier settlement fifty, or, at the ut-
most, sixty years ago.

But look at that map again, as I suggested, and you will ob-
serve that the great interior basin of North America extends with-
out interruption from the Gulf of Mexico clear up to the Arctic
Ocean. This basin in the aggregate comprises the largest, rich-
est, most valuable agriculturdl area in the world. In physical
conformation it is a unit. It ought to be commercially. It will
be. It is destined to be a unit commercially and economically,
whether it will be politically or not. I do mot care for political
unity.

You are familiar with the portion of this area south of the
boundary line. The tillable area north of our boundary line is
almost as large. I speak from personal knowledge. A year ago
last summer I started from Minneapolis and went 1,700 miles
north and west into Canada. I traversed the larger portion of

the northwestern Provinces, whose area and population are as |

follows:
Popula-
Area. | fion,1001.
£q.miles.

Manitoba.. | 8,96 255,211
Alberta.__. 100, 000 65,876
Assiniboia_ el 90, 340 67,385
British Colombia _......_.. 853,300 178, 657
Saskatchewan ... ooy 114,000 25,670

This immense domain is more than twice the size of Texas;
three times the size of the original thirteen States; larger than
Minnesota, the two Dakotas, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Ilinois, with
Michigan, Ohio, and New York thrown in. Andwhat about this
vast territory? Let me tell you that for a distance of over 1,200
miles in that jonrney I saw wheat fields dotting the prairie—grain
fields as good as I ever saw in our State or in Dakota. I wasup
in that region some twelve years ago,-when I was a Member of
this House before. Then it was a wilderness west of Manitoba,
but now it is dotted with settlements all the way up the Saskat-
chewan River and into the Peace River country. ithin the last
three years grain production in that region has more than doubled.

The wheat crop has increased from 25,000,000 bushels per annum | ba

to upward of 50,000,000, and I presume it will reach 60,000,000
or 63,000,000 this season 1 do not assume to speak with ab-
solute accuracy in these figures, but the statistics are readily ac-
cessible.

This immense region is destined to raise more grain, more
cereals other than corn, than any equal areain the United States.
But notwithstanding these conditions and this development at
our own borders, taking place before our eyes, with a wanton
ghortsightedness, influenced by the petty notions that prevail in
New England and have dictated the policy of this ﬁatand grow-
fng nation for the last quarter of a century, we have shut our-

selves 'lt)f); a tariff barrier from participating in the development
and in the trade of that magnificent territory.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
tinﬁhi-“ BRUNDIDGE. Does the gentleman desire any further

@

Mr. LIND. 1Ishould be glad to have fifteen or twenty minutes
more.

Mr, BRUNDIDGE. I yield to the gentleman twenty minutes
more.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman is recognized for twenty
minutes.

Mr. LIND. This region not only will raise immense quantities
of grain, but is capable of developing and maintaining as high a
degree of prosperity and civilization as we have in Iowa, Wiscon-
gin, Minnesota, and the two Dakotas. It is bound tocome, and in
a short time. The young men from Iowa, the young men from
Dakota, the young men from ounr State, the young men from Illi-
nois, are going there, went there last year and the year before,
not by thousands but by tens of thousands, to participate in the
development of that magnificent domain,

Do you blame them for going? Did youn not do the same when
you came out to the prairies in Illinois; when you ventured to
Oregon? Did not my father do the same when he came to Minne-
sota? Some of you before me ventured to tgg to the frontier
prairies of the Dakotas. Itis in destiny—althongh I almost de-
Elise the word after the way it has been prostituted of late—but
if there is any permissible use for it in connection with politics
I say it is in the destiny of this continent that that section shall
bia parsla and parcel of ourselves, econemically at least. [Ap-
plause,

Why stand in the way? Why will you not permit those of our
own blood, of cur own langnage, of our own ideals, and onr own
manners—in fact; I heard it said that my colleagne from the Red
River district strayed into Canada to electioneer last fall, and did
not discover that he had strayed until he was told. [Laughter.]
I say, why will you not permit those people to trade with us, to

“be part of us economically?

AMr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield
for a question? y

Mr. LIND, I will,if my time can be extended. What is the
question?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the
gentleman from Minnesota whether he thinks the people of the

rovince of Quebec are of the same standard of living and of
the same standard of blood as the people of the United States?

Mr. LIND. If Iunderstand the statistics correctly of the State
from which the gentleman hails, the standard of living, or at
least the antecedents, of a considerable portion of the popula-
tion of Massachusetts is very similar to the standard of living
and the antecedents of the people of the Province of Quebec. [Ap-
plause.] And I was very careful in my preliminary statement to
except—

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts again rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. LIND, I will yield for a question.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Are yon not aware of the
fact that the standard of living is very much higher among the
people of Massachusetts, although perhaps some few of them are
of similar descent? Are you not also aware of the fact that the
French pc;‘:g:}iﬁon in Quebec is increasing in far greater ratio than
any other birth rate in the Dominion of Canada?

Mr. LIND. Iam not familiar with the rate of increase of the
population in French Canada. I have never had an opportunity
to inves%ivgate. My acquaintance with Canadians has been wholly
in the West, and that is the future of Canada, as it is of the
United States. [Applause.] Now, I said the suggestion has been
made that those people might sell a few dozen eggs, that they
might sell an occasional mutton, that possibly they might ship a
éﬂ:tle crean;ha.nddap %mom]s]ll céz:gsghto the New Yori market.

upposing they do! ey shi eir entire product—ev
porgifd :f it—it would be less t?mm 2 per cent ofp the Amerig;g
product. =

Now, gentlemen, do you think seriously that that wonld em-

rrass our markets? If yon will consult the statistics you will
find that we have sold to Canada this year as much agricultural
produce—yes, over 100 per cent more—than Canada has sold to
us. ers and produce merchantshave found a market in
Canada during the first ten months of 1903 for $16,000,000 worth
g{m n];.eat and dairy products, breadstuffs, cotton, fruit, and live-

Thereason for that is, in part, that the whole Klondil® or Yukon
region, the gold region in Canada, is largely tributary in trade
to the west coast of the United States.

I am glad to see a gentleman from the west coast before me. I
say to him that if we had freer trade relations with Canada, if we
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had free trade with Canada in natural ucts, his State and his
neighboring State of Washington would supply every pound of
food that goes into the Klondike. Is not that true?

Mr. HERMANN. We are practically doing it now.

Mr, LIND. You are doing it now in face of the restrictions
that are now imposed. You sent them over $3,000,000 worth last
year, and that amount could readily be doubled.

It is said also that the Canadians would sell us somas lumber. It
is unfortunately trne they do send a few clapboards to the New
England coast, and that is where our weakness lies. If Canada
had kept her clzﬁboards off the New England coast we would
have no tariff wall. They have sold us this year about §3,000,000
worth of lumber, and we sold them $5,000,000 worth, Isthata
great difference? Some of the gentlemen before me, who were
members of the Committee on Ways and Means in the last Con-
gress, and are again, if I read the report aright, argned that it
would not do to suspend the coal tariff; that such action would
injure the American coal industry. Congress did temporarily
put it on the free list. Will you continue it there, or will yon
contend again that the American coal industry is threatened?
Let us look at the facts.

‘We bought from Canada during ten months of this year, end-
ing with October 81 last, some §3,000,009 worth of coal, and sold
the Canadians some $16,000,000 worth in round numbers, Should
we object to such exchange? Is it not ridiculous for a great,

werfal nation like ours to use such a petty argunment? Why,I

islike in a discussion to devote so much time to figures, but there
is a class of figures here that I wish to interest you in. I selected
some of our exports to Canada and imports during the ten months
ending on the 81st of October, 1903, in just a few, but they indicate
the character of the trade.

Ezxports to Canada.

Agricultural iImplements ..occcceer i ccecciiccneraenmenaen §3,461,714
re A T W WA 1,719,642
Breadstuffs ............... 6,000,000
Ve o A S el e 1,995,124
Books and printed matter .. 1,401, 620
Paper and manufactures of. 1,295,833
Leather, furs, and manufactur 2,603,466
Cotton, and manufactures of..... 6,766,126
Coal, anthracite .....oe--.... K, 045, 004
Coal, bituminous . 49,985, 600
i ARSI e 2,130,599
Lumber and furniture 4,822, 734
G e o g S s 0 ) S R T e S AL S ek YR 8,000,857
Toole, electric apparatus, sewing machines, locomotives, cycles,
typawriters, vahlelos i o e aaeaa 5,044,553

Horses._ .......... :
gna.] e I
Jopper and ore . y
Paparpulp_ ... ,B18,
Furs and hides. 2 584 3%
Wool and flax 391,
Lead.... 300,
Liguors . 333,138
Sugar ... 221,053
Lumber... 8,020,836
TER ... — 448211
TObDRECO «cusiteacaacaa 850,535

We sold the Canadians in the last fiscal year, endicg June 30,
approximately §125,000.000 worth, while they sold tou: a litfle over
§55,000 000. I may not be correct in these figures, kut they are
spproximately right. Now,{hare figures do nct t211 half the tala.
Th-y sold us raw material, products of the for:st, the mines, and
the =cil. We sold them industrial products—sewirg machines,
tyr ewriters, electrical instruments, electrical machinery, engines,
a-dmachinery of all kinds. If there isany one rale well settled in
e-oncmics it i3 that profitable export is in articles that have been
carried to the highest point of industrial finish.

Here are the figures of United States trade with Canada for
three years, 1901-1903:

Year ending June 80— Ea’g;g‘m ‘Imgggdlg?m

P11 e e R B D St e e 07,746,519 932, 478
100 s bk LN A L e T e ‘%ﬁ.mm %,m,am
U A R e e AT e 125,081, 881 55,523, 648
Tt yE T A L L e e 845,436,625 ‘ 147,208,699

There is ten times the profit to America in exporting an Elgin
or a Rockford watch at 850 than there is in sending out $50 woerth
of grain. Now, our exports to Canada were largely of that profit-
able class—industrial ’ﬁ?:ds—and our imports were chiefly of the
raw-material kind. t is not all. If we had trade relations
which permitted our commerce to follow the natural channels of
trade, not only the present but the future trade of the great in-
terior region from the Minnesota State line to the Arctic Ocean,
which Ihave referred to, would be ours. Its natural ountlet wonld
be down the Mississippi Valley, to Lake Superior, and to Lake
Michigan.

Geographically and physically that great interior country is cut
off from the rest of Canada. There is a physical barrier of nearly
a thousand miles of rock and morasses to be traversed without

rofit, without local freight, between Winnipeg and Ontario.

hile, as I say, if you would givethe natural factors in commerce
the (}Spportunity to operate, that entire traffic would come through
our State.

Ispeak tomy colleagues from the Northwest with full assurance
that they will not deny the statement that the one factor that has
contributed the most to make Minneapolis g‘reat is the develop-
ment of her milling industry—through the development of that
magnificent industry, the greatest in the world, and throngh the
energy and foresight of our earlier business men, Charles Pillsbury
and others, living and dead.

Minneapolis has become the greatest primary wheat market in
the world. It makes every bushel of wheat raised in Minnesota
and the Dakotas worth 2 to 6 cents a bushel more than it would beif
our section were dependent on Chicago or any other eastern point.
Some of us know what has made Milwankee famous. [Laughter.]
All of us know what has made Minneapolis famous—** Pillshury’s
Best.” To maintain the standard of 131?31: magnificent bread and
of all of our flour, our mills must have a certain proportion of
hard wheat; and let me tell you confidentially that wheat raised
in Towa and southern Minnesota and South Dakota is deterio-
rating somewhat from year to year, both in guantity and in

nalify.
g Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Willthe gentleman permita question?

Mr. LIND. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is it not true, as a matter of fact,
that the mills of Minneapolis grind a considerable portion of the
grain that is raised within, say, 100 or 150 miles tributary thereto,
the Dakotas and Minnesota?

Mr, LIND. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Is it not also true that the cash
price of wheat raised in that vicinity at various times in the year
is from 1 to 4 and 5 cents higher than in any portion of the north-
west market or the market in Chicago?

Mr, LIND. Possibly. :

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If that is true, is the speech of the
gentleman in the interest of the farmers of the Northwest or is
it in the interest of the milling industry in Minneapolis? If it is
in the interest of the milling interest at Minneapolis, will not the
breaking down of the barriers and allowing this great quantity
of wheat to come in across the border and pass to these mills have
a tendency to reduce the cash price of the wheat grown by the
farmers in the Dakotas and in Minnesota?

Mr. LIND. The gentleman is making a speech. Let me pro-
ceed to answer his guestion. Iwantto say to my friend, who rep-
resents a portion of the old district I had the honor to once rep-
resent——

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Adjoining the gentleman’s district
at the present time.

Mr. LIND. Let me say that I am not here to represent any
one interest of Minnesota. I own one of the good farmsin the

entleman’s own county.

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota.
mine. [Launghter.]

Mr, LIND. What little property I own in this world is in-
vested in farms. I speak on this question as a farmer. I am
thoroughly familiar with wheat farming in our State. The gen-
tleman only supplemented my statement by his question. His

nestion implies that by reason of the mills in Minneapolis and
the resnlting large demand for wheat, wheat frequently com-
mands at Minneapolis 4 to 5 cents per bushel more than the gen-
eral market price. That is true. I started fo say.and the gen-
tleman will not deny the fact, that the wheat in his section. in
TIowa,and in the southern portion of Dakota is somewhat deterio-
rating in quality.

What has made Minneapolis flour great? What has given it a
world-wide market? Isitnot its superior quality and the faith-
ful maintenance of that quality? Buf, to maintain that standard,
we munst have the stronger wheat, that wheatrichin gluten which
comes now only from the prairies of the Dakotas and from the
northern part of our State and, in decreasing amonut, but which
we must obtain from Manitoba and from the other Canadian
Provinces in the future.

If for possible present temporary gain you think that our mill-
ers should be prohibited from maintaining the quality of their
goods and maintaining their world-wide market, where will your
farmer neighbors and mine land when ** Pillsbury Best’” has ceased
to sfand for what it now stands? You know, as I know, that our
local wheat commands the price that it dces only becanse our
mills can as yet obtain enoungh of the stronger northern wheat to
mix with it.

But I trust, my friend, that you and my other colleagues from
our State, who are men given fo economic thought and study, will .

The gentleman is a constituent of
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take a broader view of this whole question, one commensurate
with its importance to the future of our State. Do you think
that a tariff of 20 cents a bushel helps the price of grain in Min-
nesota? Do you think that the tariff on hog products helps the
price of hogs? Last year hogs were 5, 6, and 7 cents a pound;
this year they are 3 cents a pound; steers, last vear, 7 and 8 cents
apound; this year, under 3cents. If the tariff helps those prices, for
God’s sake give us more tariff on hogs and more tariff on steers.

But you know as well as I do that it is absurd to contend that
the tariff can help the price of a commodity of which we produce
millions npon millions of pounds or bushels, as the case may be,
for export. In some corner in Minnesota or Michigan, away from
railroads, the tariff on these commodities might have a local ef-
fect, but it can not influence the market price of onr staple exports.
But thisis the weakness of extreme protection; thatis, the ethical
weakness of the policy which makes men come here as exponents,
agents, advocates for this little special interest or that, instead of
standing by the great general economic interests of the nation
that need attention. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. TAWNEY. May I ask the gentleman a question?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. TAWNEY. Iask that his time be extended two minutes
that I may ask him one question.

Mr. LIND. Would not the gentleman make the extension a
little longer?

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam willing to make it five minutes.

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I yield the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Linp] fifteen minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman is extended for
fifteen minutes. Does he yield-to his colleague? :

Mr. LIND. Certainly.

Mr. TAWNEY. Iwish to ask my colleague whether he thinks
a tariff of 20 cents a bushel on wheat affects the price of that arti-
cle in Minnesota or the Northwest generally? I will answer the
question in the language of a gentleman from his own town or
city who came here during the last Congress——

Mr. LIND. My colleague is not asking me a question.

Mr. TAWNEY. And urged uponme theidea of removing that
tariff, but when he was asked what effect that would have upon
the price of wheat in Minnesota and vicinity, he said it wounld re-
duce the price of wheat to the farmers by perhaps 4 to 5 cents a
bushel. %Jat was the answer of that advocate for the removal of
the duty on wheat,

Mr. LIND. Now, Brother TAWNEY, I donot claim a monopoly
of the folly in Minneapolis. [Laughter.] There are men there
wiser than myself and also those whoarenot wiser. [Laughter.]
Before the gentleman asked his question I was suggesting that we
take, if you please, a larger view of this wheat question thanthat
suggested by him and my other friend.

We all know that next to cotton our chief export consists of
wheat and wheat products. It will so continue for many years.
Our principal American competitor is Argentine in the south, and
Canada on the north is rapidly becoming a factor not to be de-
spised in the markets of the world. Now, let me ask the gentle-
man from Winona, my colleagne, if this is not a true statement

of an economic principle, that the price of any commodity is reg-

l;nlated?by the number of competing factors, either as sellers or
uyers y

The more competitors offering a commodity for sale, the less

}n'ice it will bring; the more competing buyers, the higher price

t will bring. If you permitted natural causes to operate in trade;
if yon permitted the great future wheat crop of that region to be
handled along nature’s route and by the men and means the
best equipped in the world to handle a great grain crop, viz, the
people of Minneapolis and of thé Northwest, every bushel of that
wheat would pass to the markets of the world through our coun-
try and through our commercial channels, or at least under con-
ditions which we in part controlled.

Instead of reaching Europe as a competing factor at nnseason-
able times, to be dumped on the market when not wanted, at a
low price, it would go there as part and parcel of the one great
American wheat crop. The American wheat crop would then be
offered to the foreign consumer as required, instead of being sub-
jected to a dual competition in its sale, and that in the aggregate
would mean infinitely more than any possible temporary gain of
a cent or two in a locality, but I do not concede that the repeal of
the tariff would affect the price except for the better,

But wheat is only one out of a score of commodities that might
be mentioned. Why, Canada has mines, forests, water power,
coal. oil—all of the natural resources that have made the United
States great, all in the infancy of their development. Will yon
continue to deprive our young men of the opportunity to assist
in their development? Will you forever compel them to renounce
intercourse with their kinsmen if they go there?

In another aspect the upbuilding and development of Canadian

trade merits consideration. 'When established it will be a per-

manent trade. It will not be of the temporary character of the
trade which results from mere differences of industrial develop-
ment. It will be as permanent as the differences in climate and
latitude. What have the farmers of Minnesota and Pennsylvania
to exchange? Absolutely nothing. If the industrial develop-
ment of Minnesota were the same as the industrial development
of the State of Pennsylvania, there would be little commerce be-
tween the two States.

Trade clong lines of parallels continues only so long as there is
a marked difference in industrial development. All permanent
trade—Jefférson saw this and Blaine saw it—between nations, the
trade that is not dependent on differences in industrial develop-
ment, extends along lines of longitude instead of lines of latitude.
I said the Pennsylvania farmers and the Minnesota farmers can
not trade. Tennessee farmers and Minnesota farmers can trade
and do trade. We send them the old-fashioned cheerful Min-
nesota ‘* Murphy;” they send us the sweet potato. They sendus
tobacco, and we send them flour. The South sends us fruits and
early vegetables, and we returnthe productspeculiar to our section.

One of the large items of imports to Canada, over a million dol-
lars, was fruit. I left Minneapolis in July—strawberries selling
three boxes for a quarter. When I reached Winnipeg the next
morning they were selling at 25 cents a box. At that very time we
had bushels—hundreds of bushels—in my own county to be
shipped, the same as we shipped every day into the Red River Val-
ley during the season and into the Dakotas, but on account of
the tariff barrier we could not send them to Canada. Now, that
is wicked. I believe it to be wicked in the sight of God to thus
prevent the good people of Canada from enjoying the luscious
fruits that we produce to the southward. [Applauseand laughter
on the Democratic side. ]

Nor do we profit by it. You, my Republican friends, are prone
to talk about Democratic inefficiency and Democratic short-
sightedness. If at any period in the history of our country it has
been worse than yours is now, all I can say is, may the Lord have
mercy on the memory of Democracy. On this question the only
rational, efficient legislation the country has had it received at
the hands of the Democratic party. In 1854, foreseeing the pos-
gibilities and the future of our great neighbor to the north, the
Democratic Administration then in power negotiated a treaty
providing for free trade in natural products between Canada and
the United States.

In the year before the negotiation of that treaty we exported
eight millions to Canada. In the year following the negotiation
of that treaty our exports increased to $15,000,000 and our imports
grew almost apace, not quite; and so our trade increased from
year to year until the treaty. without any human being hav-
ing given a tangible reason for the act, was abrogated by usin 1566.

Ever since that time, by a persistent course of irritation, little-
ness, unbecoming a nation as great as ours, we have done every-
thing to annoy and estrange our Canadian friends.

Mr.,TAWNEY. Willmycolleaguepermitan interruption there?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. LIND. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. That treaty of 1855 was a treaty merely for
the exchange of natural products, was it not?

Mr. LIND.  Yes. & :

Mr. TAWNEY. And the balance of trade the year before that
treaty took effect was how much in favor of the United States,
can the gentleman state?

Mr. L%ND. Well, it was very trifling.

Mr. TAWNEY. From thirty-two to thirty-four millions the
year before.

Mr. LIND. Oh, the whole trade, my friend, between the two
countries was less than $15,000,000.

Mr,. TAWNEY. Waell, the report of the Bureau of Statistics
shows that it was between thirty-two and thirty-three million
dollars, Now, the year before the treaty was abrogated the bal-
ance of trade had changed so that it was almost $30,000,000 in
favor of Canada. Isnot that a fact?

Mr, LIND. No. '

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the fact as shown by the figures
furnished by the Bureau of Statistics. Now, I will ask the gen-
tleman just one question more.

Mr. LIND. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. Isit not also a fact that since the abrogation
of that treaty our trade with Canada has been constantly increas-
ing, and has increased every year?

Mr. LIND. It has been increasing.

Mr. TAWNEY. And the balance of trade in favor of the
United States has been increasing every year?

Mr. LIND. Yes. Now, there is the point. So long as Ameri-
can statesmanship is based upon such arguments as that, that
because we have the advantage of a sister nation—for we have
it—and so long as that advantage tends to our profit, no matter
how it irritates, no matter what desperation it drives the other
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nation to, no matter what retaliation or foreign alliances it may
drive that nation into, we must persist in it, forsooth, because it

pays. ;

{Iar. TAWNEY. I understand my colleague is pleading for
charity in trade.

Mr, LIND. Iam not pleading for charity. If there has been
any plea for charity in my remarks up to this moment I would
like to have some gentleman call my attention to it. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] The Canadians meed mnot our charity.
They have a dominion as magnificent as onrs, and they are begin-
nbning to ha.;e just as mnclljlypluck and seltt;’h-suﬁcilency as 1ive h;\}r:;

t you and your party, by persisting in the exclusive policy that
has pre mletf for the last five years, have driven Engfigh states-
men into the advocacy of a counter policy which, if it prevails,
will canse you to plead for charity before your farmer constitu-
ents. [Applaunse on the Democratic side.]

I want to say to my friend from the First district of Minnesota

r. TawxEY |, who undoubtedly thinks that he is representing

is farmer constituents well—I know he means fo, and I only
regret that he can not take a broader view of his duties and of
their necessities [applause on the Democratic side]—you raise
a good deal of porkin your district. I raise some on my farm.
Heretofore we ﬁve been selling hams and pickled pork as well as
flour in Germany. In the ten months which expired on October
31 last we sold to the United Kingdom, Germany, and France of

these commodities, as follows:
Uhnited States exports of wheat flour during ten months ending October 81, 1503,
Country. Quantity. | Value.
nited Kingdom 7 G042 | 430,009, 342
United Kingdom. o oo e e e e ] L] v i)
T A S 668,083 | 2,619,840
France 2,021 12,524
United States exports of hams and pork.
Country. l Hams. Value. Pork., Value.
'l&oé%d%s $17, 795, 68,811,890 | $6.111,712
‘ "B80.043 | 90,158 | 2653,163 248,973
96, 365 10,418 133, 487 12,815

This shows how tariff war affects our exports to the Conti-
nent.

By reason of the retaliatory tariffs which the * graft ’ schedules
in our tariff law have raised i us, and upon which you
“ stand pat,” our farmers have virtually been cut out of the mar-
kets of continental Europe. And if Chamberlain’s proposed
policy shounld be and Canada become of the proposed
imperial commercial union, our farmers will be cut out of the
English market as well, and it will be a sorry day for us if they are.

I believe that even in national affairs instead of pursuing a
narrow, selfish, and ahortsi?lhted policy it is better to act on the
inincipla of ““Live and let live.” [Applause on the Democratic
side.

'I‘h:L Canadian tariff is reasonable as compared to ours. It
averages less than 25 per cent ad valorem, and onrs is nearly 50

r cent.
peThat the Canadians should complain of this treatment is natu-
ral, especially as they are our largest customer next to England.

The Canadians desire free trade in natural products. I believe
that we can well afford this concession. trade relations
. were mutually profitable under that arr ent during the

ﬁlﬁféthat the treaty wasin force. I call attentionto the following
table:

Table showing our trade with Canada during the reciprocity tnﬂef,{ ‘im'., in-
ils opera-

gtudiu.gﬁue years prior to its adoption and the Jull yearw
ion.

[Treaty period, March 18, 1855, to March 17, 1866.]
g Im into rts from
¥ear ending June 20— United States. [United States.
B e e e s e e s me e e $§1,320,309 , 585, 170
1851 ... 5,219,718 g. 787,002
1852 . 5,409, 445 10,229, 608
1858 ... 6,527,560 12,423,121
1864 ... 8,784,412 24,167,012
R e S e 15,118, 289 21,741,808
1L PSR iR 21,276,614 29,025,349
1857 .. 22,108,916 138,482
15, 784, 836 23,604, 526
10, 287, 565 258,100,404
23,572, 796 22 595, 993
22,724, 489 22,676,518
18,511,025 20,573,070
17,484, 786 27,619,814
23, 608, 738 26,574,024
83,158,672 27,520,939

Canada allows England a preferential of 33} per cent on manu-
factnres. If we accorded her natural products the same treat-
ment as England does, we would, of course, demand and be enti-
tled to the same rednction npon our manufactures.

Much more might be said on this subject, but my time does not

it, Iwill print some extracts from an article which appeared
in the November number of the Gateway, a magazine published

' at Detroit:

In overlooking Canada we have by the richest country,
many ways one of the most desirable countries with which to enter into
reciprocal trade relations. For one thing, facility of communication is abun-
dant as that between the different States of the Republic.

Canada, or British North America, lies next to us, and, like our conntry,
is growi.ni Btnggndtmxly. We formerly had a reciprocity treaty with Can-
ada. In ys the trade of Detroit was not shut l?hustt mn} itand };lb(aria:’i

we fou

ere our man

We found customers there with the same facilit
Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, and every other State
did business

and me 5

How is it to-day? A wall. hard to through and as restrictive of inter-
course as the Chinese Wall we hear about, fences us in. In this situation our
trade with the 5,000,000 of Canada about equals our trade with one of the
minor cities of our land.
Every State that borders on the Dominion of Canada realizes the handi-
CAp o1 commerce by the costom-houses of the two nations.

@ have been stu diuerectmi;thmmﬂ.ﬂ barriers against Canada. It

does not require the knowledge of a student of political econom
result. Itis {ly plain to those of us who live nearest the national
boundary, reaching across the continent, from the mountains of Maine to

the bays of Oregon.
Qurtariffs have brought retaliatory tariffs from Canada. Forevery stroke
we have given her she given us a counterstroke. Both stroke and coun-

terstroke have been the oceasion of much loss, It is all very foolish. The

time has come to get back to sensible ways in dealing with nurnaisilbora.
To thia extent of , institutions, and sympathy they are people like
ourselves.
EXPORTS OF 1903, BY COUNTRIES.
In the fiscal year just closed our exports totaled §1,420,135,014. By world
grand djﬁs:ionsyg;e bution was: :
Euro §1,029,587,728
No 215, 640, 051
Asia 57,954,
South America 41,114,001
Oceania .. 87,408,086
1,420,138,014

practical question now is whether the United States will be wise—as
t%.’mk will be unmistakably foolish—as we believe—in per-

mitting best American customer to develop through

failurs to recognize the importance of the existing situation.

& with Canada in 1902 1n identical classes of goods

tal of about $40,000,000 of imports from the Dominion and about

$97.000,000 of exports, a heavy balance in our favor. From the list we select

a few articles showing the most important interchanges:
Trade of the Dominion of Canada.
Exportsto | Im

Articles. nited |from United

States. Btates.
gn 5‘5. 493 u Kr| m
o b
158, 565 +1,795,105
747,415 8,041,991
212,174 2,758,179
4,145,808 456, 208
653, 241 1,179,818
| Ha 504, 247 121,624
ngm. R 1,700, 442 2,174,318
Iron and steel, and manufacturesof ... ... 2,460,528 25,167,421
Leather, and manufactures of .............. 64, T 1,464,832
Provisio 182, 818 2 468, 281
870,308 2,173,034
503, 605 250,572
228,625 87,90
265, 910 254,408
16, 723, 829 b, 0656, 270
If these “%pea.ﬂ' c™ fi gignifyanything, they show such an ration
of the laws of supply anmnd as p‘ract.icnﬁy nullifies the high tariff argu-
ment in this connection. With hampering duties removed, trade would in-
crease in both directions, and for every dollar the Canadian made he would

send 60 cents or more back to this country for the purchase of more goods.
Reciprocity in noncompetitive prod only is not a sensible p tion

in its relation to Canada. The t to bear in mind is that it would be be-
yond the power of Canada to send goods enough here, under the most un-

red‘ilsmdt , to canse serious competition in the American market.
What she could send would be of enormous benefit to her, for she issmall in
numbers, but it would be only a trifle in comparison with the production of

this country.

In other words, we can afford to be generous with the Dominion, as we can
afford to deal generounsly and humanely with the Philippines, to say nothin,
of the fact that our merchants and manufacturers want more of goodg
for the purpose of ma money with them,

Can we afford to do rwise than meet the Dominion halfway with a
trade proposition and evince a disposition to treat her fairly? The menace
which overhangs the State of Mainecontributesto the answer to this question.
Oneof the most powerful which isoperating to favor the construc-
tion of the new Canadian transcon tal rai.lwagis the fear that the United
States will withdraw the bonding pfivﬁgfnswhic the Dominion now enjn'{'a
Canada fears American j ,and New England jingoism particularly.
Her railroads are constructed east and west, when they should run
north and south. ve tanght her to fear instead of rel
Portland bids fair to become a conspicuous vietim
Can we afford toignore the importance of negotias
th Canada?! As £ nals sa;

one of the
“the pressure of her determination to become an ind
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guggests, in effect, that one of her first steps will be to bar the importation
of foreign manufacturers. :

‘We had better wake up and press the subject upon Co and
cially upon our own Congressmen, with the energy that the subject deman

[lEn time of Mr. Lixp having expired, Mr. BRUNDIDGE yielded
to him two minutes more.]

Mr. LIND, Mr. Chairman, since I was last a Member of this
body great events have ired. We haye disposed of a foreign
war. It brought trouble, it brought problems that I think will
embarrass us in the future, but it also brought blessings, and the
greatest of those blessings—that the American people have awak-
ened to a consciousness of their greafmess. [Applause.] We
know to-day what it is fo be an American. It means more than
it ever did before. With that national consciousness, with this
greatness before the world, let us approach these great fiscal and
economic questions in the same spirit, in a spirit as broad and com-
prehensive as that of the elder statesmen and befitting the future
and the potentialities of this nation. [Prolonged applause on the
Democratic side.]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. :

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Bisaor having taken
the chair as Speaker pro t‘emcgmre, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed bill and resolution of the following titles; in which the con-
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: -

An act (S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain,
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired).

Benate concurrent resolution No. 23. =

the ouse O esenfatives concurri
the;xe:o bi:"gﬂ?mfiumsmp?} (covafs, at tﬂ’a%g:mm_ nt Printing Oﬂioe.m" 5,500
additional copies of the annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immi-
tion for the year ended June 30, 1903, with illustrations, of which 1,000
shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Rep-

resentatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Burean of
Immigration for distribution.

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL.
The committee resumed its session.
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr, Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BEarL].
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the great-

ness and the power of the Republican party. I know that in the

twinkling of an eye, almost, it has changed the geography of the
world. I know ﬂ{nt over the night it can make one republic by
despoiling another. It has done so. But there is one thing the
Republican party

can not do, and that is to put the Democratic
party in the attitude of opposing the great isthmian canal.

The Democratic party was the pioneer, was the pathfinder, in
this great enterprise of connecting the two t oceans by a canal
through which might pass the argosies of the world’s commerce,
Democratsin season and out of season, in the House of Represent-
atives, in the Senate, in party platforms, upon the stump, and
through the press, wherever their voices could be heard, have
dinned into the ears of the American people the demand for the
construction of this canal.

Long before some of the saints of this new dispensation came
upon the scene, even while the present ‘** strenuous’ one was in
his swaddling clothes, Democratic Presidents were clamoring for
the construction of thiscanal that would bind together the Orient
and the Occident by ties of commercial interests and commercial
friendship. Beforeasingle Republican now in public life had iden-
tified himself with the movement, and when, indeed, the Repub-
lican party stood in either apathetic indifference or, in serving the
great transcontinental railways and other antagonistic interests,
in positive opposition to the idea, a great Democrat, now and for
a long while past a distinguished member of the Senate from the
South, was devoting the best energies of his life to crystallizing
sentiment in favor of the isthmian canal.

vor will the party now permit differences of opinion as to the
route of this canal to affect its loyalty to the canal idea. Demo-
crats have had their preference as to the route. For a generation
past, while the great crusade in its favor was going on it was
waged upon the theory that it would be constructed upon the
Nicaraguan route. The canal and the route became identified, so
that the project became known as the Nicaraguan Canal. With
scarcely an exception, engineers have declared it to be the most
practicable route; commissions appointed by the Government re-
ported in its favor; only two years ago the House of nta-
tives declared, with scarcely a dissenting voice, that the canal
should be built and built as a Nicaraguan canal. In the Sen-
ate an amendment was adopted giving the Panama route the
preference, but providing that, if satisfactory terms for the con-
struction could not be agreed upon with the United States of
Colombia, then the President should negotiate for its construc-
tion by the Nicaraguan ronte.

The treaty with Colombia failed; the law was mandatory in its
{n‘ovisions; it gave the President no discretion. Democrats be-

ieve that the law issupreme; that it applies with equal force to the
President of the United States and to the humblest citizen. We

believe the President should have o the law, but he did not,
He has negotiated a treaty with the freshly hatched Republic of
Panama for the construction of the canal by that route, and this
treaty is before the Senate for ratification. —
It is not because a canal is to be built that Democrats are dis- ’
satisfied; it is not because the Panama route may be the route by
which the canal will be built that Democrats criticise the recent
conduct of the President; it is not because they hope to restore
to Colombia the sovereignty over Panama that Democrats attack
the President, but it is to protest against a wrong, to ap to
the conscience of the American people to disavow an act which if
established as a precedent will enda-n%er our peace in the future
and which will lessen the confidence of the world in our moral in__J
tegrity as a nation.
For fifty years past the Government has been seeking to cement
the ties of friendship between the United States and the Soumth
American governments; to overcome the feeling of fear and dis-
trust with which they were inclined to us; to demonstrate
to them that we did not covet their territory and had no designs
upon their sovereignty. Especially has this been the case with
those governments having sovereignty over the ferrifory across
which a canal could be dug. In 1848 we entered into a solemn
treaty with New Granada. New Granada wasafterwards merged
into the United States of Colombia and the latter succeeded to all
the rights and benefits of that treaty. ,

I desire to quote a of Article XXXV of that treaty, ex-
prﬁssing in part the obligations assumed by each Government, as
follows:

f{‘hnd inadorder t.osect;r; to themselves the tranqguil a.;:.d ﬁenstaigtngnjoymﬂnt
vantages, as an especial com or thesa vantages,

:nd t?: the favors th:y have acquired by tg:‘nsn " articles
of this treaty, ghe United States tees positively

y

¥ the presen stip'uE the trality of the bef:
gg:mus,;ith th: view t.htggnﬁe ﬁmg?tﬁiom toyng 1:11::; the C:l.lr:l:
sea may not be i or em at any future time while this
treaty éxists; and in consequence the United States also guarantees in the
same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada
has and possesses over said territory. a

1t will be observed that this article recites that certain special
advantages have been given to the United States in the preceding
articles of the treaty. Under this treaty the United States Gov-
ernment secured the right of transit across the Isthmus of Panama,
and as parf consideration therefor the United States guaranteed
two things, viz: First, the complete and perfect neutrality of
the Isthmus of Panama; and, second, “the rights of sovereignty
and property which New Granada has and possesses over said

territory.”
his treaty was made inst after a wa [ _secession which had
been In progress for the preceding ve years within the limits

of New Granada, and it was designed to prevent its possible re-
currence. Under the provisions of the treaty the United States
interfered in more than one instance to protect the sovereiﬁ;y
of New Granada and its successsor—the United States of Co
bia—over the territory of Panama. Article XXXV, beforequoted,
could not have been designed to protect Colombia against the

ion of European nations, for the Monroe doctrine of ounr
Government, independent of any treaty stipulation, would effect
this object. It did not have in view the protecting of Colombia
against the attacks of other South American governments, be-
cause none was threatened and none contemplated. Its covenant
surely was to protect Colombia against dismemberment by in-
ternal disturbances, and for more than fifty years this Govern-
ment observed its obligations.

You will observe, Mr, Chairman, that on November 8, 1903,
the Government of the United States was bound by its traditional
policy of amity and friendship to Colombia to do no act sub-
versive of her sovereignty, and, in addition, was bound by the
most solemn tfreaty obligation to protect this sovereignty. If, as
a fact, this Government had become weary of fulfilling its treaty
obligations to Colombia, it had the right, in the way recognized
by international law and by honorable means, to abro%:la.;e this
treaty of 1846, but in doing so good conscience would have re-
quired us to relinquish the rights we had secured under it. We
could not honorably and consistently refuse to perform our part
of the contract and 'yet require the other contracting nation to
perform its part.

On March 21, 1902, the United States nezotiated another treaty
with Colombia, known as the Hay-Concha treaty, and on January
22, 1903, the Hay-Herran treaty was signed by the representatives
of the two Governments. This last treaty was ratified by the
Senate on March 17, 1903. Colombia apparently was still suspi-
cious of the designs of the United States upon her soveignty and
evidentlymcéﬁ;ui-‘:d an additional pledge from the United States,
?‘ndl:ltl.‘egoth proposed treaties the following provisions were
inserted:

The rights and privileges ted to the United States by the terms of th
convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia ove:
arm&ised.mm over whose boundaries such rights and privileges are to be ex-
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The United States freely acknowleages and recognizes this sovereignty
and disavows any intention to im: it in any way whatever, or to increass
its territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of her sister republics of
South or Central America; but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the
&zm‘s of the republics on this continent, and to promote, develop, and main-

their prosperity and independence.

It was provided by the Hay-Herran treaty, ratified by the Sen-
ate on March 17, 1903, that to become operativeit must be ratified
by the United States of Colombia on or before September 22, 1903.
T{lis was not done. Two special complaints are waged against
Colombia—one that she refused to ratify a treaty from which we
%ed to derive a manifest advantage, and the other that this
Té: was brought about by corrupt means, and proceeded also
from a desire to drive a better bargain with the United States in
order to secure $20,000,000 or $25,000,000 instead of $10,000,000
provided for in the treaty, and that the failure of Colombia to
ratify the treaty would delay the United States in its purpose to
copstruct the canal.

n so far as the first complaint is concerned, it can be dismissed
with but little consideration. Itisa right inherent in every na-
tion to decide for itself whether or not a treaty negotiated by its
representative shall be ratified where ratification is required.

e President and Secretary of State of the United States nego-
tiated the Hay-Concha treaty, but it was not ratified by the Sen-
ate. Colombia had no just cause of complaint becanse of this.
In 1884 we negotiated a treaty with Nicaragua for the construe-
tion of the canal, but the Senate refused to ratify it. Nicaragua
did not make war upon us because of this failure. Within recent
years we negotiated a treaty with Great Britain which our Senate
rejected, and yet Great Britain did not feel aggrieved.

Nor can justification be found for our conduct because Colom-
bia attempted to * drive a sharp bargain.” We drove a *‘sharp
bargain >’ with the New Panama Company ourselves, compelling
them, under threat of building the canal by the Nicaraguan
route, to agree to accept our valuation upon their concessions and

roperty.

IJ-Nor.c:a].n we defend our conduct because corrnpt influences may
have conspired to delay the construction of the canal by the re-
jection of the treaty. It took half a century in the United States
to educate the people with respect to the canal project: to over-
come the tremendous influences opposing it absolutely and seek-
ing to defeat it by delay. Against it were arrayed powerful in-
fluences in the North and East, because the South and West, by
reason of their geographical position, might reap the prime ad-
vantage, and the great transcontinental rai s have made their
influence felt becaunse the canal threatened to destroy the monopoly
of transportation which they have so long enjoyed and upon
which they for so long feasted and fattened.

At the very time the Spooner amendment to the Hepburn bill
was passed, by which the canal route was changed from Nicara-
gua to Panama, the very contingency that has happened—the
rejection of the treaty by Colombia—was provided for when it
directed the President to construct the canal by the Nicaraguan
route should Colombia fail, after a ‘‘ reasonable time,” to ratify
the treaty with the United States. That law has never been re-
pealed. Itshould have been obeyed. The President in his recent
message used the following language:

No man is al::ova the '.Iaw‘snc}h }m :?:n li)l; hqlt?w Cl;it:;eléi;r do v:g fhk slmy z_n.ag's

(o] 1 ence e 1.W 18 de-
mﬁ awﬁéﬁa‘;%f&“f.ﬁau ;n favor. g

How hollow and insincere these words seem in the light of the
flagrant violation of the law by the President himself.

Now, Mr. Chairman, let ns briefly examine into the part played
by the United States in the recent revolution in Panama and see
how it comports with fair and honorable dealing with a sister
republie and with the established precedent;sl off {i?;n Government.

s I oo S 1 B B WS
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that were transpiring. nor were they disinterested spectators of
what was ocenrring. It was known to the conspirators against
Colombia that if the United States lived up to its treaty obliga-
tions the revolution would fail. It was not expected that it would
do so. It must have been known that our Government would
not do so. Indeed, it has been current in the press that a promi-
nent promoter of the revolution had the audacity to visit the
Secretary of State before the revolution occurred to discuss with
him coming events. It was an open secret for weeks and months
that a revolution was coming as soon as the plotters in the United
States and France were ready for it, and it was openly proclaimed
that it would have the moral support of the Administration.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I interrupt the gentle-
man?

Mr, BEALL of Texas. With pleasure.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In June, or July or August.
the Baltimore Sun accurately foretold the whole business, and

| “MORAL" AID TO UPRISING—UNITED STATES MAY SUPPORT THE MOVE-

said it was being concocted in Paris and here. I will give the
gﬁcleu to the gentleman to insert in the REcorp if he wishes

g 3

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Iwill be very much obliged to the gen-
tleman. It was also an open secret that such a revolution was
being fomented, and if the Administration didn’t know about
it the Administration was practically all there wasin this country
in ignorance of what was occurring, [Laughter on the Demo-
cratic side. ]

I will insert in the RECORD these extracts from the Baltimore
Sun of different dates, long dpr‘ior to the revolution, which show
that something was expected to happen.

BOLD STEPS FOR CANAL—STATES OF PANAMA AND CACUA MAY SECEDE
FROM COLOMEIA—ROUTE GOES THROUGH THEM—DRASTIC MEASURES ARE
THREATENED UNLESS COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT MAKES IIASTE TO RATIFY
TREATY.

WASHINGTON, June 11.

In case the Congress of Colombia declines toratify the Panama Canal treaty
at its meeting beginning June 20, it is thought exceedingly probable that the
two Colombian States of Panams and Cacua, occupying all the Isthmus of
Panama, will revolt and set up an indepzndent republic favorable to the in-
tereats of the canal.

Information has recenfly bzen received by the State Department from
agents of the United States in Colombia which shows most cosclumrel{ that
the people of Panama and Cacua are in favor of the canal treaty, and that they
are working strenuously for the ratification. * * *

The 1bility which is said to exist that Panama and Cacua will secede
in case Ee treaty is defeated will preclude the possibility of the State De-

rtment entering into any negotiations with Nicaragua looking to the rati-

cation of the treaty for the construction of a canal over the Nicaragua
route. It n'u:F'be stated upon the best authority that the United States in-
tends to build its canal over the Panama route, and that confidence is felt at
the State Department that either the treaty will be ratified b{):ho Colom-
bian Congress or else some sort of an agreement will be reached between the

States of Panama and Cacua whereby the United States will obtain the

privilege of construction.

In the event of a coalition between Panama and Cacua it is more than
probable that the United States would have to promise its protection to the
new reﬁlublic m&mt Colombia. The two States together would form a re-

ublic larger n Costa Rica, and with the canal passing through it wounld
in an excellent position to be s=21f-snpporting. ;

Itissincerely hu&d by the State Department that the treaty will be ratified
by Colombia and that it will be nnnecessary to resort to drastic measures in
order to procure the right of way acrois the Isthmus. Confidential reporta
are being received from time to time by the Department regarding the pos-
sibilities of ratification. One day these are of optimistic charncter, only to be
followed shortly by a report from another section of the country in which it
is said positively that the treaty has not the slight chance of being ratified.

This appe three months before the limit given to Colombia
to ratify the treaty had expired and indicated that at that time a
revolution would follow the defeat of the treaty, and that the
President would wait such revolution rather than obey the man-
date of Congress as expressed in the Spooner amendment, and
that *‘ drastic measures’’ would be resorted to by this Govern-
ment in order to procure the right of way across the Isthmus.
In the light of subsequent events this article has the appearance
of being inspired. The treaty did fail, the President did wait for
the revolution to occur, the Administration did resort to ‘* drastic
measures.”

Permit me to direct the attention of the House to another
special from Washington to the Baltimore Sun of July 28, 1903,
more than three months before the revolution occurred:

MENT IN PANAMA—SITUATION REGARDED GRAVE.
WASHINGTON, July £7.

Not for several months has the feeling of the State Department official
intheiranxiety to see the consummation of the Isthmus canal project, reach
such a high degree of encouragementas it did to-day upon the receipt of news
from Colombia that a revolution is imminent in that ublie.

* % * * * * *

The last few months advocates of the canal, who have bean greatly dis-
couraged by certain opposition in Colombia, have been hoping for a revolu-
tion in that Republic. It is believed now that the time for suchan outbreak
has arrived, though the belief is entertained in some quarters that ratifica-
tion of the canal treaty will follow the first sign of revolution and possibly
settle this disturbance.. 4

There is every reason to believe that the United States will give encour-
agement to the revolutionists ehould the break come. Itiscaid that agents
of the Panama Canal Company are prepared to finance a revolution, feeling
aessured that the United States will givo it moral support. The scheme is to
have the Btates of Panamaand Cacua seceds from the union in Colombiaand
establish another government. It is held that with the moral support that
the United States could offer it would be impossible for the pressnt Govern-
ment of Colombia to withstand the revolutisn.

There is no doubt that had the United States not interfersd in the
revolution in Colombia by seizing and operating the Isthmus reilroad the
revolution would have succeeded. Tharefore, without such interference by
this country & second time, it is thought the Government wonld eollapse an
the insurgents be installed as rulers. The interests of the United States in
the case are entirely different now. At the time of the last revolution the
canal project was not in its present shape. At the present the Urited States
wonld give moral aid to the insurgents, even though it acted within the
bourds of **benevolent neutrality.”

This special emphasizes several facts:

First. The ** State officials " felt ‘‘ encouraged ™ becanse a revo-
lution was threatened.

Second. That certain * canal advocates’ have been hoping for
a revolution.

Third. That the revolutionists would be encouraged by the
United States with ** moral ** support.
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Fourth. That the French Panama Company (the company sell-
ing their possessions to the United States for $40,000,000) would
*‘finance *’ the revolutionists.

Fifth. That the *‘interests’ of the United States favored the in-
surgents. Yet at this time the United States was at peace with
Ceolombia, and bound by solemn covenants to protect her against
dismemberment.

I direct your attention now to what appeared in the Baltimore
Sun of August 20, 1903.

SECRET PLOT IN PANAMA—VOREIGN RESIDENTS INVOLVED IN THE CANAL
AGITATION—ALREADY PREPARING A BLOW—IT I8 EVEN DECLARED THAT
THE XEW GOVERNMENT TO TAKE CHARGE HAS ALREADY BEEN SELECTED.

SAVANNAH, GA., August 19.

An English owner of valuable properties in Panama, who came to buy
machinery, said to-day:

“You may look for a governmental revolution in Panama at any time.
General Cobos's recent n.t.temgm Emmatm-c. but he and I and every for-
eign resident of the Isthmus know that a de facto government has been ge-
lected; that it has the support of the only trooﬂ;ﬁs available for service, and
that the word of American property owners is all that is needed to see Gov-
ernor Muti supplanted—this time in earnest.”

The hiteh in the canal treaty is not surprising to those of us who have
most at stake, the foreign residents, but has been a foregone conclusion for
months, Failure on the part of the United States to complete the Panama
Canal meansruin to many, serious loss toall. Revolution that shall terrorize
the powers in Bogota i3 easy to arrange. The army has not been paid for
months, and & promise by the foreigners to pay each enlisted man $0 in gold
and officers sums proportionately larger has gained an enthusiastic, though
sacret, allegiance.

But if it be said that these extracts r?resent only the opinions
of the newspaper correspondents and do the President and his
Administration an injustice, let me call your attention to a re-
markable interview given out by Senator McCoyas, of Maryland,
on Augnst 26, 1903, and appearing in the Baltimore Sun of An-
gust 27, 1803, Let it be remembered that Mr. McCoMas is a Re-

ublican Senator, a close personal and political friend of the
%resident, called by the President into council in his efforts to
win Maryland for the Republicans, and in every way situated so
as to reflect the sentiment of the President.

M'COMAS'S VIEWS—WHAT HE THINKES ABOUT NATIONAL AND STATE AFFAIRS,
FINANCES, PANAMA, AND CUBA—THE ADMINISTRATION MAY SUPPORT SE-
CESS8I0N.

HAGERSTOWN, Mb., August 2.

* # * Benator McComas also believes that the extra session of Congress
will not begin before November9, * * *

Ho is also ratisfied that nothing can stop the nomination and election of
Mr. Roosevelt next year, and he believes that the us canal will be
dugat Panama. If the Colombian Government holds out against the treaty,
then, in the Senator’s opinion, the State of Panama and possibly one or two
other Btates will secede and set I;‘1111 a g‘overnment which will treat with the
United States, and that in seceding they will receive the moral support of
the Administration at Washington. ]

® * - * *® * *

Di&lgux;ing national affairs, Senator McCoMAS said to the the Sun corre-
spondent:

t# # % The Panama Canal will be built. There will ba a revival of the
agitation for Nicar: induced ﬁ? the rent refusal of Colombia to
ratify the treaty ratified by us last March. eve Marroquin will succeed
and we will get the treaty. If we do notI believe Panama, with or without
other Colémbian Statee, will declare her independence, if necessary, to
achieve this waterway, to make her a great state. :

**The United States is pacific and just to all South American countries. In
the intorests of civilization and of America we must favor within the inter-
national law this enhf,htened country, which wants what the world wants—
the isthmian canal. Our moral infinence would st.ronxllly support Panama.
However, the Colombian Government may yet prevail, and this treaty is
backed by the Marroquin Colombian Administration, which is potent with
the Colombian Congress.”

Among the great metropolitan papers of this country none has
been more loyal to the Republican party nor more earnest in the
support of its policies than the New York Times. On November
6,1903, this paper contained a remarkable editorial under the cap-
tion *‘A national disgrace,’” in which the policy of the Adminis-
tration was criticised in the severest way. In the course of this
editorial the following statement of facts was made:

Pending the consideration of the treaty at Bogota the prediction was con-
fidently made in this conntry that if ratification should be refused the State
of Panama would secede, set up a government of its own, and make a treaty
with us to permit the building of the canal. In proof of the fact that this
was not empt&wuhtim we have now before us the disclosure that three
months ago 4, inchester rifles, 1,500,000 rounds of ammunition, and other
materials of war to the value of 60,000 were shipped from Morgan City, La.,
under clearance papers puxt"porung to cover a cargo of lumber. Theattempt
to land these munitions of war on the Colombian coast 2 miles north of
Colon failed becanse the Governiment troops had got wind of the matter. The
steamship having the arms abeard then sailed away for Porto Rico, a Terri-
torial posseesion of the United States, where the rifles and ammunition were
successfully delivered over to the revolutionists, :

However that may be, itisa fact that the plans of the insurgents were
known in New York more than iwo months ago. It was to this country that
the authors of the plot naturally turned for help.

The revolt occurred on the 2d of this month, and & new government on
paper was created, It isa fact that will not escape observation that seven
war vessels of the Navy were, by orders from Washington, dispatched almost
on the instant from nearby stations for Colen and Panama. We werein a
position to make an immediate display of anarmed force on both coasts of
the revolted State,

The revolution that was scheduled to occur, and which it was
said repeatedly months before would have the support of the
President, did occur on the afternoon of November 3, 1903, It
was rather a significant fact that it occurred just at the time the

Blolls were closing on election day in the United States, just too
te for the people to voice any protest by their ballot.

The following correspondence, by cable, between the State
Department and the representative of the United States at Pana-
ma, shows how keen this Government was to catch the first in-
telligence of the uprising to which ifs ** moral ”’ support was to
be given. According to press reports, the gunboat Nashville
appeared on the scene during the preceding twenty-four hours,
Tli}:le mine is laid, The fuse is ready. Let the fireworks begin.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, November 3, 1903,
(Sent 8.40 p. m.)

- Upr&sing on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in-
‘orme:
LooMis, dcting.

Mr. Ehrman {o Mr. Hay.
PANAMA, November 8, 1903.
(Received 8.15 p. m.)
No uprising yet. Reporied will be in the night. Situation is critical.
EHRMAN,

Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay,
Telegram.
k ]Puuu. November 8, 1903.
- (Received 9.50 p. m,)
Uprising occurred to-night, 6; no bloodshed. Army and navy officialstaken
prisoners. Government will be organized to-night, consisting three consuls;

also cabinet.
Holdiers changed. 8§ same movement will be effected in Colon
Order prevails so far. Bituation serious. Four hundred soldiers landed
EHRMAN,

u
Colon to-day Barranguilla,

Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ekrman.
[Telegram.]
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Wushington, November 3, 1903,
Sent 11.18 p. m.)

. Message sent to Nashville to Colon ma&not have been delivered. Accord-
ingly see that following message is sent to Nashville immediately:

“ N ASHVILLE, Colon:

“In the interasts of e make every effort to prevent Government h'oﬁ
at Colon from praceec{)i?kc to Panamal.? The trn.ngit of the Isthimus must
keptopenand order maintained. Acknowledge. (Signed) DARLING, dcting.”

Secure special train, if necessary. Act promptly,

Looyis, Acting.,

Mr, Loomis to Mr. Ehrman,
[Telegram.]
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, November |, 1908.
2 (Sent 12.02 p. m.)
Communicate with commander of gunboat Bogofa and state plainl
this Government, being responsible for mainmi:giog peace and k&pingym
sit open across Isthmus, desires him to refrain from wantonly shelling the
city. We shall have a naval force at Panama in two days, and are now or-
dering men from.the Nashville to Panama in the interests of peace.
Loos, Acting.

My, Ehrman to Mr. Hay.

[Telegram.]
PAxAMA, November 4, 1903.
(Beceived 7.10 p. m.)
}Ia? meeting held, Indegendanca ublicly deﬁchre(}m'él‘hree consuls ap-
roved organize government, com Federico Agustin Arango,
goma.s Bogota in sight. vd,
ERRMARN.
Ar. Ehrman to Mr. Hay,
[Telegram.]
PANAMA, November 4, 1908.
(Received 9.50 a. m.)

Cables Nashville received. Nashville notified. Troops will not be moved,
Last night gunboat Bogota fired several shells on city; one Chinaman kill
Bogota threatens bombard city to-day. 24 2 i

EHRMARN.

My, Ehrman to Mr. Hay.
[Telegram.]
PANAMA, November 5, 1908,
(Received 12,50 p. m.)
Received an official circular letter from the committee of the provisional
government saying that on 4th political move oceurred, and the De: ent

of Panama withdraws from the Republic of the United States of
and formed the Republic of Pmmip ) 3 boosidn
Requested to acknowledge the receipt of circular letter,
EHRMAN.

Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman,
[Telegram.]
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, November 5, 1903.
(Sent 3.15 p. m.)

Acknowledge the receipt of circular letter and await instructi
taking any further action in this line, g
LooMis, Acting,
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Afr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman.
[Telegram.]
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, November &, 1908,

- (Sent 5.00 p.'m.)
Keep Department informed as to situation.
Looxrs, dcting.
Afr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay.
[Telegram.]
. PAxAMA, November 5, 1903,

(Received 942 p. m.)

Colombian trocps reembarked per Royal Mail fér Cartagena. Bogota sup-
posed at Buenaventinra. Quiet prevails. E
HEMAN.

Afy. Ehrman to Mr. Hay.
[Telegram.]
PANXAMA, November 6, 1003,
(Received 11.55 a. m.)

Thesituation is peaceful. Isthmianmovement hasobtained so farsuceess.
Colon and interior provinces have enthusiastically ljoinad independence.
Not any Colombian soldiers known on isthmian soil at present. Padilla
equipped to pursuo Bogola. Bunanu-Varilla hasbeanappointed officiall
dential agent of the Republic of Panama at Washington.

y confi-
EHRMAN,

Myr. Hay to Mr. Ehrman.
[Telegram.]
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
“ashington, November 6, 1903.
(Sent 12.51 p. m.)

The people of Panama have, by an a .parentl);iumui.mous movement, dis-
solved their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and resumed
their incependence.

‘When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form,
and wi:hout substantial opposition from its people has been established in
the Stite of Panama, you will enter into relations with it as the responsible
government of the territory and look to it for all due action to protect the

and property of the citizens of the United States and to keep open

e isthmian transit in accordance with the obligations of existing treaties
governing the reletions of the United States to that territory.

Communicate above to Malmros, who will b;tggmrned by these instruc-
tions in entering into relations with the local a rities, =t

X.

But that is not all. On November 2, 1903, the day before the
“ rayolution’ occurred, the Administration was preparing for it
and was carrying out its determination todespoil Colombia, to pre-
vent the Government force from landing, not on the canal strip
alone—the only strip in which this Government had an interest—
but at any place within 50 miles of Panama; and onr war vessels
are now patrolling the coast of Colombia to prevent the landing
of any Colombian troops upon Colombian soil, and our marines
are stationed along the border line of Colombia to prevent her
army from marching overland into Panama to put down the revo-
lution which our own Government helped to incite.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apims] this morning

in an attempt to defend the Administration related the occur-
rence of the abdication by old Dom Pedro of the Brazilian throne.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania was the representative of the
United States in the capital of Brazil at the time. He says he
saw the old Emperor in his carriage ride through the streets one
afternoon; that a revolution occurred that night, the Empire tot-
tered and fell, and the Emperor sailed away. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania made an admission that should have caused
his removal. He admits that he knew nothing of this revolution
being in contemplation until it occurred. We have certainly ad-
vanced since then, Mr. Chairman. We have an Ehrman on guard
at Panama now, and Loomis and Darling are *‘ acting "” at Wash-
ington. Ehrman was not groping in darkness, like the gentleman
from Pennsylvania was in times past, because Ehrman knew be-
fore the revolution ever occurred that it was going fo occur.
[Laughterand applause on the Democratic side.] By some sort of
mental telepathy Loomis here in Washington knew in advance
that it was going to occur, and it may be that for fear that it
might not ocenr on time he sends Ehrman a gentle reminder, sug-
gesting to him that something ““ ought to be doing.”

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man allow me to ask him a question?

Mr. BEALL of Texas, Why, certainly.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The same allegation was made
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE]. A rumor
that a revolution had broken out in Panama was brought to the
State Department by a person representing the Associated Press.
Thereupon, with that prudence which should be exercised by the
State De ent, a telegram was sentto our mﬁjrﬁentative there,
asking if the rumor was trne—not informing him that a revolu-
tion was expected to take place. This is evidenced by the noteat
the head of the co ndence sent to the House of Representa-
tives at their request by the President, showing how that dispatch
was sent. -

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I yielded for the purpose of a question
only, but if what the gentleman states was sufficient authority

for the State Department to act, then it ought to have acted
weeks and months before, becanse the press of this conntry teemed
with suggesﬁons that a plot against the integrity of the United
States of Colombia was being formed, and the details of that plot
were known under the very shadow of this Capitol.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit an
interruption?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. That telegram was sent to find
out whether the rumor was true.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. In order,if it was true, I presume, that
recognition might instantaneounsly be accorded the bantam Re-
public. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] That
illustrates the grounds of my complaint against the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. He is entirely too slow. He couldn’t report
the details of the Brazilian revolution until it had occurred. The
gentleman from lvania should sit at the feet of Elirman
and Loomis, They don’t do things that way. [Laughter.]

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If we were as slow as the Dem-
ocratic party the canal would never be built. [Laughter on the
Republican side.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I did not understand the remark of the
gentleman.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman had listened
to my remarks this morning he would have heard me say that the
Administration is to be commended for seizing the opportunity
to construct a canal under more favorable conditions than has
ever happened before.

Mr. B of Texas. Of course the gentleman would com-
mend the Administration for *‘seizing’’ anything; that is what
we are objecting to of late years. There is a disposition mani-
fested by the Republican party to *‘ seize ” anything that is lying
around loose. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] There is too
much *‘seizing” and too much ** Ceesarism ” being displayed in
this country.

The State Department evidently wanted a revolution; it ex-
pected a revolution. It inquired whether one had reported for
duty. The representative at Panama answered, ‘“ No uprising
?et.” But he afforded Loomis consolation in what followed, for

t notified him that the revolution would come off in the night,
and it did come off at 6 p. m. [Laughter.] Two hours and
twenty minutes after the secession special was due by Loomis’s
time card in Washington it hove in sight in Panama. mis
was the acting chief dispatcher for the Roosevelt Revolution
Road, and Ehrman ran an information bureau. One hour and
thirty-five minutes after the Department of State was advised by
Ehrman that a revolution was expected it was notified by the same
party tliat. % m}v)gluﬁon h’:& z:ilready mx:u‘rm}:i and that a gov-
ernment wo organiz uring ight ** consisting of
three consuls and also a cabinet.” i e

But the gentleman said this morning that it was damgerous to
reflect upon this Republican Administration. That sounds like
Russia. I concede that it isdangerous for a Republican to reflect
upon it, because this Administration is on horseback and has
teeth, and if a gentleman on the other side doesn’t prostrate him-
self he is likely to suffer mutilation. The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania dare not reflect upon this Administration. He has post-
offices and patronage at stake; his portion of the * official pie”
would look smaller than 30 centsif he did. * Pie’’isthe favorite
Republican provender. Ina contestbetween principle and ‘“ pie "
principle better take to the woods so far as the Republican

£ is concerned. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic
side.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me
a question?

he CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr.h BEALL of Texas. If the gentleman will not make a
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentleman
that there is only one post-office in my district, and the Senators
from my State take care of that.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Well, I don’t know much about Penn-
gylvania. Iaccept his statement that there is but one post-office
in his district, but there must be other ““ plum trees ' for him to
shake. The gentleman from Pennsylvania flaunted the Stars and
Stripes this morning and said he stood for the sentiment ** Our
country, right or wrong.” We echo the sentiment. Adopting
the expression of a distingnished orator of the North we are for
our country, ‘‘If it is right, to keep it right; if it is wrong, to get
it right.”” It is because we love our counfry that we protest
against this course of dishonor—this departure from the tradi-
tions of the past.

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DIxsMORE] a few days ago
denounced the conduct of this Government in its dealing with °
Colombia and Panama as unprecedented in our history and
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unwarranted by internationallaw. Complaint has been made that
the opinions quoted were not modern enough to suit the case.
Until now I have cherished the belief that it was far wiser and
better for one seeking to fortify his position by authorities to go
back to fundamental principles and to the founders of the Goy-
ernment—to seek counsel from those who guided our country in
days past and gone. It is not a matter of rise that the Presi-
dent refuses to heed the example of manﬁ of his predecessors, for
his estimate of their character is wholly at variance with the
pognlar conception. 'We have been taught tolook with deference
and respect back to the fathers and founders, to heed their admo-
nitions, and to follow théir examples. But the President has
disillusionized us. Instead of giants in those days, there were
pigmies; instead of statesmen, there were mounte s and im-
ﬁturs; the vaunted statecraft of the fathers was a myth, and

glories achieved upon the field E_ﬁ? before the incomparable
splendors of this peerless soldier of Jnan,

The President once wrote a history of Thomas H. Benton, and
in this book he consigns to oblivion many hitherto historic char-
acters; and for the information of the House and as a warning
against the folly of ever looking to their words or examples in
times of national stress I desire to read what he has to say in
regard to these *‘ little Americans.”
= jT m‘&rmsox.—Schohﬂy. timid, and shifty doctrinaire, who supplanted the

er Adams,

Mox —H rteons, high-bred gentleman, of bility,
bt wel) Rtiad to aet ass Prosaantis] ﬂmgd during m&’ﬁ““mu} e
years of that era of good feeling which from 1816 to L

JAcksoN.—Ignorant, headstrong, and straightforward soldier; of strong,
narrow mind and Mmdim' with few statesmanlike gualities.

VAx BurRex.—Fai y served the mammon of unrighteousness, both in
his own State and later on at W: on.

HARRISON.—General Harrison already shown himself to be a good
soldier and a loyal and honest public servant, although by no means stand-
ing in the first rank either as warcraftor statecraft; but the mass of
his supporters apparently dered the facts, or supposed that he
lived in a log cabin. the walls of which were decorated with coon skins, and
that he drank hard cider from a gourd as more important than his
capacity as a statesman or his past services to the nation.

YLER.—He has been called a mediocre man, but this is unwarranted flat-
tery. He wasa politician of monumental littleness. * ¢ * His chief men-
tal and moral attributes were peevishness, fretful ohaﬂm!v), inconsistency,
e Ao R bl o hrn B Rl g ""’W‘“"”ﬂ“‘ﬁ&

2 ImMos
::ar dimtamnityt.h’:gm hﬁndghimtops]lygug;e feelings as to make
him really think thathestoodachance to be renominated for the Presidency.

PoLk.—Who was, excepting Tyler, the very smallest of the small line of
Presidents who came in between Jackson and Lincoln.

TAYLOR.—He was neither a great statesman nor yet a great co;

mmander.

P1ERCcE.—A small &uﬂd&n, of low ca: and mean ud
to act as the servile tool of men worse 1 a.ntglmselt‘ but also abler, He was
ever ready to do any work the slavery leadersset him, and to act as their at-

; doany i t
B T e TR e tal ot ORI R
The Panama “‘ revolution ’ occurred at 6 p. m. November 8.
Itsindependence was recognized at 2.45 p. m. on November 6 by
the United States. What justification was there for this action?
What was there to i No stable government had been
formed. A self-constituted junta had assumed power under the
protection of the United States war vessels. Press reports were
responsible for the statement that the flag of the insurgents was
raised by a naval officer of the United States. It had noarmy; no
navy. It had not enough citizens of Panama in its support to fill
its offices, and it had to conscript Frenchmen interested in the old
canfaltgo .
1 (-]

mpany.
support o
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doctrinaire” (Jefferson) said that to be entitled to recognition it
“ must be made by the will of the nation substantially declared.”
The Government of Panama did not represent the ** will of the
nation,’”” nor was it substantially declared.

John Quincy Adams, when Secretary of State, said recognition
would follow when—
the independence is established as a matter of fact, o as toleave the chance
of the opposite party to recover their dominion utterly desperate.

In 1823, in discussing the attitude of this Government toward
certain revolted colonies in South America, he used the following
langnage:

‘When a sovereign has reasonable hope of maintaining anthority over in-

nts, the acknowledgment of the independence of such ts
would be an international wrong. It is otherwise when such soversign is
manifestly disabled from maintaining the contest.

That “ Presidential figurehead’’ (James Monroe) refused to
racgi,fmize the independence of certain South American States
un J—

it is manifest that all those provinces are not only in full enjoyment of

their independence, but, considering the state of warand other circumstances,

that there is not the most remote prospect of their being deprived of it.
The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield ften minutes more

to the gentleman.
Mr. gEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, theRe&t;bliwn part%
reversed itself npon the two great principles that gave it

and life. Tt was born as a protest against slavery. Within recent
vears it has recognized and permitted slavery in the Philippine
Islands. Itsfirst success precipitated secession, and its first Presi-
dent made war upon it and destroyed it by the sword. This last
Republican Administration sets its seal of approval upon seces-
sion, not only by encouraging it in Panama, but in using the
Navy—and if need be, the Army—of the United States to prevent
its suppression.

In 1836 Texas declared her independence of Mexico. Her peo-
ple had been largely drawn from the United States and were one

in ]mlgu.aﬁ, one in tradition, one in sentiment, and one in &‘l}i’l*
ration with the people of the Union. By their valor in the field
they had enriched the history of the world. Theyhad made that
era the heroic age of the Southwest. They had given the Alamo
to the world as a shrine dedicated to imperishable heroism; at
Goliad they had furnished the world the inspiring spectacle of
heroes dying for liberty; at San Jacinto they had vindicated their
right to be ; they had dispersed and driven from their soil the
invading army; they had captured its leader; they applied to the
United States for recognition. Mr. Clay of Kentucky, in a re-
E:;ﬂmnda in the Senate on June 18, 1836, used the following
age:

About three months only have ela since the establishment of an inde-
nt government in Texas, and 1t is not unreasonable to wait & short
SOOI e S RS
institute relations with it g gl
At that time the **ignorant, headstrong ’ Jackson, of ** narrow
mind and bitter ﬁ’rej'udice, with few statesmanlike ities,”
was President. He had been the close personal an litical
friend of Houston and of Crockett. He had been a soldier; he
knew how to appreciate valor. All the impulses of sympathy
of sentiment, and of interest urged upon him the recognition .f
Texas. In his message to Congress in December, 1836, however,
he used the following language:

The acknowledgment of a new State as in t and entitled toa place
in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and responsi-

bility, but more Ily so when such State has forcibly separated itself
gbgmitgwdmﬂnfwmdmmbgrﬂmﬂMmam
n over

And again he says:

It has thus made known to the world that the uniform policy and practi
of the United States is to avoid all interference in disputes which merely g
lata to internal t of other nations, and eventually to the
authority of the prevailing party without reference to our partic inter-
eawhandviewsu:tothemantﬂo!thssrmnﬂm;:mmy.‘ N

ce of New Granada, of Ven-

*
We acknow the independen
ezuela, and of Ecuador only after their independent existence was no longer
a subject of dispute or was actually acquiesced in by thoss with whom the;
had been previously uhnﬁed. It is true that yth regard to Texas the ctrivl

authorities of Mexico been , ita armies defeat

chief of the Republic himself captured, and all present power to control the
newly organized govenm:ent of Texas annihilated within its confines. Bu
on the other hand, there is, in appearance at least, an

immense dhpari;{ho
hysical force on the side of Texas. The Mexican Republie, under another
Execuﬁve, is rallying its forces under a new leader and menacing a fresh
invasion to recover its lost dominion.

But it is sdid in this House that we are interested in Panama;
that it is to our commercial advantage to recognize Panama in
order to hasten the construction of the canal. Compare thisspirit
of to-day with the spirit of 1836 as viewed by Jackson:

But there are circumstances in the relation of the two countries which re-

uire us to act on this occasion with even more than our wonted caution.
&‘em Was once cluimadnss]nrto! our perty, and there are among our
citizens those who, always relnctant to abandon that claim, can not but re-
gard with solicitude the prospects of the reunion of the territory to this
country.
% A t].u.rgga pgrtt;;on of its civilized é%gbimr:;ls are = ?htsfrum threintgjni{ad

tates, e same language ourselyes, che: @ same
pnutica?.%e:d religious, and are bound to many of our t:itlzensh{ t.ie!Ii:I of trgr:g‘-

ship and kindred blood; and, more than all, it is known that the people of
t'na.% country have instituted the same form of government with our own,
and have, since of your

f - openly resolved, on the ac-
knowledgment by us of their independence, to seek m into the Union
as one of the Fed);.ml States. Thislast is a matter of peculiar
delicacy and forces ugm us considerations of the gravest character,

The title of Texas to the territory which she is identified by her in-
dependence. She asks us to acknowledge that title to the territory, with an
avowed design to treatimmediately for its transfer to the United tates. It
becomes us to beware of a too early movement, as it mugm subject us, how-
ever unjustly, to the imputation of seeking to establ the claim of our
nelighbors to a territory, with a view to its subsequent acquisition by cur-
selves.

Prudence, therefore, seems to dictate that we should still stand aloof and
maintain our present attitude, if not until Mexico itself or one of the great
foreign powers shall recognize the independence of the new Gwe'rn.men:nrg
at least until the lapse of time or course of events shall have proved beyo
cavil or dispute the ability of the peotgle of that country to maintain their
separate sovereignty and to uphold the Government constituted by them.
Neither of the contending parties can justly complain of this course. By
pursning it, we are but carrying out the long-established policy of our Gov-
ernment, a policy which has secured to us respect and influence abroad and
inspired confidence at home.

In 1849 the Hungarian patriots were struggling for liberty
under the leadership of Lounis Kossuth, The splendid heroism
they displayed and the fact that they were in revolt against the
most intolerable oppression stirred this country most profoundly.




220

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

DECEMBER 14,

Inspired by the most commendable sympath%, there came a demand
from all sections upon the President of the United States to recog-
nize the independence of Hungary. Taylor was President. ‘‘He
was neither a great statesman nor a great commander,” and he
refused recognition to Hungary.

In a special message to Congress he gave his reason, as follows:

My purpose, as freely avowed in this correspondence, was to have ac-
knowledged the independence of Hungary had she succeeded in establishing
a government de facto on a basis sufficiently permanent in its character to
have justifled me in doing so, according to \‘.E.e usages and settled principles
of this Government, and although she is now fallen and many of her gallant
patriots are in exile or in chains, I am free still to declare that had she been
successful in the maintenance of such a government as we could have recog-
nized we should have been the first to recognize her in the family of nations.

But if all other precedents were lacking the course pursued by
the Government of the United States in the great civil war settled
beyond all cavil the policy of the United States. Eleven States
seceded from the Union. They established a government of their
own. They had a president, a vice-president, a cabinet, a con-
%Teaa. They were performing all the functions of government.

n population they had a third, in area a half, of what was then
the territory of the States. They had the nucleus for a navy
which was driving the commerce of the United States off the seas.
They had an army of the best soldiers the world ever saw. The
superiority of the southern soldiers stand to-day admitted by Mr.
Roosevelt himself. He says that to the decline of the militant
spirit of the northeast was—
duahmurs than anything, the undoubted average inferiority of the northern
to the southern troops, at any rate, at the beginning of the war of rebellion.
The southerners by their whole mode of living, their habits, and their love
for outdoor sports, kept up their warlike spirit; while in the North the so-
called upper classes developed along the lines of wealthy and timid bourgeois
type, measuring everything by & mercantile standard (a peculiarity debas-
ing one if teken purely by itself), and submitted to beruled in local affairs by
low foreign mobs, and in national matters by theirarrogant routhern kinsmen.
The militant spirit of these last certainly s them in good stead in the civil
war. The world has never seen better soldiers than those who followed Lee.

These soldiers were led by Bean:jgnrd, by Joseph E. Johnston,
by Albert Sydney Johnston, by Hood, by Jackson, and, above all,
by Lee, who, according to Mr. Roosevelt—
will undoubtedly rank as, without any exception, the very greatest of all the
great captainsthat the English king les have brought forth, and this
although the last and chief of his ant:.lﬁl;:ig?a may himself claim to stand as
the equal of Marlborough and Wi gton,

That army of the South had routed the forces of the Govern-
ment, had driven back the invading army, and was in sight of the
Capitol. The Confederacy applied to fi governments for
recognition. Mr. Seward was Secretary of State. England’s
‘““‘interest’” would have been subserved by the recognition of the
Confederacy, except that it would have involved her in war with
this Government. Mr. Seward, in the course of his very able
correspondence on this subject, committed his Government to the
policy that—

ize the ind de f ta dsof 4 ibly determi
50 aivsinsion 1%, the Tamily of hatans is the highest poemible, exarcise o
sovereign B;:war. because it affects in any case the w e of two nations
and often the peace of the world.

And he further says:

Humanity has, indeed, little to hope for if it shall, in this age of high im-
provement, be decided without

that ﬂ‘:ggu'lncipla of international law
which rds nations as moral persons, bo 80 to act as to do each other
the least injury and the most , is merely an abstraction too refined to be
reduced into practice by the enlightened nations of western Europe. Seenin
the light of this principle, the several nations of the earth constitute one great
federal republic. 'When one of them casts its suffrage for the admission of
new members into that republic, it ought to act under a profound sense of
moral obligation, and be governed by considerations as tgure disinterested
and elevated ms the general interests of society and the advancement of
human natare.

At that time Abraham Lincoln was President of the United
States. Mr. Chairman, I was born in the South, reared in the
South; my father, my brother, my kindred, fought in the armies
of the South. I love her history, her traditions, her memories.
I would not exchange the heritage thus bequeathed to me for all
the gold of the barons of trade. But we of the Sounth are forget-
ting many of the bitter memories of the past. We join ¥
wit% all other sections in doing honor to the memory of Abraham
Lincoln.

In this crisis of my country’s history, when precedent seems
abandoned, when principle seems forsaken, when we are begin-
ning to worship new and strange gods, when our destiny as a na-
tion is * quivering in the wind,” I say, Would to God that in
such an hour and such a crisis there stood at the helm a man with
the gentleness and courage, with the honesty and experience,
with the wisdom and statesmanship of Abraham Lincoln to guide
the old ship on its wonted way, avoiding the shoals and the nar-
rows and the dangers which it must encounter if it on in
the course it is now going. [Applause on the Democratic side.]
- Mr. Chairman, for forty years the Republican party has been
hiding behind the tombstones of its t men—first of Lincoln,
_ then of Grant, then of McKinley. It can not in this instance in-
voke the example of Lincoln, nor of Grant, nor of McKinley. For

almost ten years, beginning with 1868, the Cuban patriots were
struggling for theirliberty. Grant’s sympathies were with them,
The interests of our people wonld have been subserved by the
freedom of Cuba. The insurgents there were, under all the rules
of international law, a thousand times more entitled to recognition
than the Republic of Panama; but with Grant ** strennosity *’ was
not a mania, and this stern and silent soldier chose to abide by
the example of the fathers.

Again in 1895 the struggle began anew in Cuba. It wasofa
character to appeal to our sympathies; it stirred our hearts; the
trade of our nation with Cuba was destroyed; the propertyrights
of our citizens were imperiled; the wail of starving thousands
in Cuba assailed our ears; the condition was intolerable. Cuba
was appealing to McKinley for help, for recognition, for a place
amongst the nations of the world. McKinley applied to Cuba
the test applied by Jefferson and Monroe, by Jackson and by Tay-
lor, by Lincoln and by Grant, and would not yield to Cuba's im-
portunities, but chose in preference to send the armies and the
fleets to Cuba as an act of war, to check and stop the unspeakable
horrors being enacted there.

Mr. Chairman, it is better to follow the old landmarks. We
are too great to play the bully over the weak, The world hates a
bully; it honors a man or a nation that dares always to do right.
The weaker the other nation the more careful, the more consid-
erate, we should be. It is better for us to honor the memory of
the fathers by walking in their footsteps than to dishonor and
discredit them as we are doing at this time. They chose the path
of safety; soshounld we. They chose the way of honor; so should
we. They chose the way of right; so should we. The rights of
other nations, the honor of our own, and the safety of our people
all plead for this Government to stop before it goes too far; before
it molds wrong into a precedent; before it enthrones force; be-
fgg‘e }'t destroys liberty. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic
side.

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr, Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER].

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I had not expected to take up
the time of the House so early in the session. I had thought of
exercising that modesty which is becoming in a new Member:
but there have been two statements made upon the floor recently,
by men conspicuous in leadership on the other side—one economic
and the other political—which, it seems to me, demand a reply,
even if it be by a new Member.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr, HEPBURN],in his speech on the
19th of November, said:

There is labor in every part of this country for every man who wants a
place to work. .

And that sentiment found, as it necessarily and properly would,
applause upon the Republican side. There was no reason why
tﬁera should not be applause upon the Democratic side, if it were
true! And then the gentleman from Iowa proceeded:

b%nd there is a compensating wage for every man who will performa day’s
v

It is because my views are go entirely at variance with what
the gentleman evidently re, as a ‘‘ compensating ’’ wage that
I have asked for the privilege here now of making some com-
ments upon what in my estimation is a most extraordinary state-
ment.

‘What constitutes a compensating wage? In my humble judg-
ment a compensating wage means the entire product which any
laborer gives to an article by his toil, and if any part of the value
of that labor which he has implanted upon that article is sub-
tracted or taken away by some other power, then to that extent
that labor does not obtain a compensating wage.

Is there any man, even upon the Republican side, who will
claim to-day that, as we see growing up on the one hand gigantic
fortunes almost beyond calculation, and as we see in our great cities
especially hundreds of thousands of individuals who scarcely know
where their breakfast is coming from in the morning, who will
pretend that these men, these hundreds of thousands of individ-
uals, having none of the wealth of the world, have rece’ved com-
pensating wages for their past toil?

Mr. Chairman, I want to cite a few anthorities to show the lack
of proper compensation, the lack of a compensating wage to the
laborers of this country. A year ago a hearing took place which
attracted the attention not merely of the people of the United
States but of the whole civilized world. A great contest had been
waged in this country for months, in which on the one hand were
arrayed the most powerful band of monopolists that probably ever
afflicted any conntry and on the other hand 140,000 of almost help-
less toilers. That struggle had gone to such an extent, had con-
tinued so long, the industries of the country had been so seriously
affected, that there arose an almost universal demand that the
contest should cease, and a commission was appointed—whether
properly or not I am not going to discuss—and that commission
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gave a hearing. I want to read from the New York American
somo of the comments on that hearing,
SCRANTON, December 9, 1902,

The members of the strike commission wept to-day when a miner told his
gimple straightforward story of incredible treatment, of inhumanity that
astounded the judges.

Just think of it! In the United States of America,in a country
that it is boasted possesses greater freedom than any other coun-
try in the world, and where protectionists at least claim labor
gets a higher wage, we are told this body wept when they heard
of the inhumanities which had been practiced upon some of the
men then out on strike. It goes on—

The veil was raised a few inches and the commissioners were astonished
as they looked beyond.

I will not burden the House with all the details. Let me call
attention only to one or two things, as set forth in the reports ap-
pearing in the New York American and Journal. That paper's
comment follows:

Coll had had every bone in his body, except his neck, broken in the service
of these people, and after the strike had been turned out of his house—
place, itis true, but the only home he knew—with a sick wife, her hundred-
year-old mother, hisson, and the children of two comrades who had been killed
at work, and with whom he in his charity had shared his home. They had
been turned out at & moment’s notice into the cold street to perish, His wife
had died as the resultof the exposure, and he had just come from burying
her to tell his story.

THE TALE OF KATE BURNS.

Mrs. Eate Burns, whose husband was killed in the Markle mines at Jeddo
fourteen years ago, testified that since then she and her children have been
working to pay off rent and coal. k

“1 have lived at Jeddo all my life,” she said. * My father was a miner and
I married a miner. For nine years he worked hard,and when he was carried
home dead I had no money saved to bury him. He had been run over by a
locomotive in the mines, but there was no redress. I was left with four
children, the oldest 14 vears of ags. 'We had been living in a four-room house,
but after his death I moved to a two-room house.

“] buried my husband with thie money contributed by his friends, and

t nothing from the company. I had togoto work as soon as my child was
Egm 1 took in washing, cleaned offices, did housework, and everything
that was possible to keep togsther my little family.

KOTHING FOR HER WORK.

““For the two-room house I was charged ﬁ.ﬁﬁ per month. I found that I
got nothing from the company for my work in the offices, as my earnings were
credited to the rent bill. For six years I got no credit from the company
store.

* When my eldest boy was 14 yearsof agelsent him to the mines,asIneeded
the money d rately, He was to get I8 cents a day, but his first pay day
he got a due bli; of §326 forf rent and coal. i

*I kept on working as hard asIcould to pay thatbill. Ihadreceived noth-
ing from the company for m{ husband’s death. Two years later I sent my
gecond son to the mines, and e, too, kept working for nothmfein cash. We
have been working ever since and at last have worked off our debts, but have
nothing else to show for all these years.”

‘Where is the “ compensating '’ wage for the Burns boys and
their heroic mother? Remember the latter years of this tragedy
were enacted during the vaunted period of prosperity. terminat-
ing—if the tragedy has really terminated—in May, 1902, the very
zenith of this period.

*Compensating wages’’ we are told existin the United States for
every man who desires to work, and yet the evidence was brought
out that under this systemof slavery that existed in the anthracite
coal regions of Pennsylvania these children worked for fourteen
years and never received one solitary penny of cash in wages.

Who were the men that had brought that great industry into
this condition? To find the origin of the formation of the coal
trust you must go back to the time when Franklin B. Gowen first
started to form that combination. Gradually the combination
became greater, gradually the power of the monopoly became
stronger, until the time came when over 90 per cent of the produc-
tion of anthracite coal was carried on and controlled by the men
who, according to the constitution of the State of Pennsylvania,
wers acting illegally in everything they did in the mining of that
coal.

A former Secretary of State of the United States—a former
Attorney-General—characterized these men in this language.
Mr. Richard Olney said:

Who are they that are so insistent upon the suppression of lawlessness in
%)ha i::ubining regions? Why, the most unblushing and persistent of law-

reakers,

For years they have defied the law of Pennsylvania, which forbids com-
mon carriers engaging in the business of mining. 1

For years they havediscriminated between customersin the freight charges
on their mﬂrwfa in violation of the interstatecommerce law.

Fur years they have unlawfully monopolized interstate commerce in vio-
lation of the Sherman antitrust law.

Indead, the very best excuse and explanation of their astonishing attitnde
at the Washington conference is that, having violated g0 many laws for so
long and =0 many times, they may rightfully think they are wholly immune
from either punishment or reproach.

Does any man in this country believe that these 140,000 anthra-
cite toilersreceived a *‘ compensating wage?”’ Does any man here
believe theiawere in receipt of a ‘' compensating wage?'’ The
most remarkable agreement, probably, ever made in this country
is that agreement which these monopolists have tricked these
miners into: ** For each increase of 5 cents in the average price
of white ash above $4.50 at tidewater the miners are to secure an
addition of 1 per cent in their pay.™

But it is based upon a minimum
and a half dollars a ton, of which
monopoly.

rice of $4.50 a ton. Four
is absolutely nothing but

THE RECURRING ANTHRACITE COAL PROBLEM.

If there were any doubt from any other feature of the Anthracite Com-
mission report that the anthracite ronopolists were able to exertan hyg
notic influence over that Commission, this *shrewd " provision must dissipa
it. It certainly displays t shrewdness from the standpoint of the opera-
tors, but it is the **devilish shrewdness™ of a highwayman or a_bunccaneer.
If Captain Kidd had offered to divide with the captains of the ships he looted
on the basis of 5 per cent to them and 9 per cent to himself, provided they
agreed to bring other merchantmen within the ** sgl;are of his influence,” he
would not have layed as great cunning, nor have effected & more one-
sided than that the operators have ‘' dished ™ the miners with in this

cleuse.

Observe the cool effrontery of the proposition! The miners are toreap no
advantage, so far as this proposition gconcemed; there is to be noameliora~
tion of tﬁe insufferable conditions that were the cause of their striking, until
when? Not until their oppressors have secured a price for the product of
these very miners which gives the o tors at least 81.50 a ton over and
above what wounld yield dividends on the actual capital invested.
Monopoly is to receive at least four times as much profit as will pay a high
rate of dividend on actual capital—£§2.50 per ton would suffice that—bafore
:hislmaal\:horiak their lives in digging the coal are to derive any benefit from

clause.

But even this does not disclose the real malignity of the “agreement!”
Realizing that while the great American public gave no concrete evidence of
their sympathy for the miners in the shape of d?;ncial assistance, yet there
was a strong feeling among the le genrqll{ that they were not recaiving
an adequate or even fair wage, and that a slight rise in the price of anthra-
cite ghould be endured, if there was no other way to insure the miners receiv-
ing decent wages, the * wd» gentlemen who exploit the public through
monopolizing the anthracite deposits use this very agympstby of the people
for the further undoing of the poor. They say, in effect, * You ought not to
com; if anthraciteat tidewater does cost more than ﬂ.wa ton: you your-
gelves expressed sympathy for the miners in the wages we were *enabled ()"
to ya{hpem when coal was low; surely you will not complain of paying a
trifle more, now that you know that for every 5 cents increase in price the
miners are to receive an increased wage.”

A ‘* compensating "’ wage, I suppose.

So far as the public yields toany such spacious pleading it is tantamount to
an admission that $4.50 is a fair price, and operatesas an estoptgzlof complaint
aguninst that figure s an oufrageously high one. But note the di vilish cun-
ning of the proposition from another point of view. None appreciate better
than the men who dominate the anthracite “‘gentlemen’sagreement’’ that the
high prices of commodities of the past four or five years have reached their
zenith, and that prices are bound to fall very generally—the slongh‘.x:g off of

rices of Mr. Morgan's “undigested securities” is pretty strong evidence
?ha.t they ara of holding them until the “lambs* take them off their
hands—for some time to come. Therefore, ng as they do an almost
absolute monopoly, and being able to fix ;}Jﬁce anywhere they please
(short of driving consumers to the usa of bituminous), the coal trust will be
in a position whera they ean, in the era of low p which will surely soon
come for all articles not monopol , continue to charge even so extortion-
ato a price as $4.50 without the le doing much “squawking,” the sams
public having in effect admitted that that price was " fair "—or else why use
it as the minimum price from which any increase in the wages of the ers
must count?

On the other hand, the miners will find their hands tied should they again

rotést against the prices and conditions under which they are emploved.
E‘hey will be told, * Wk gu agreed that all demands for an increase of
wages shall count from ; that was an admission that that figure wasa
lowone. You see that wo are now ogmﬂnﬁ our mines at a loss, as we are
eelling coal for less than §4.50 a ton. How isit possible for us to pay a higher
rate, when even the rate we now pay resulis in our being oompeﬁed to sell
at a loss¥ If the operators feel themselves equal to keeping their connte-
nance while doing 8o, they will probably gravely suggest that the miners ac-
cept a sliding reduction in wages until such time as the price of coal shall
again reach §4.50.

I can think of nothing that so aptly illustrates the value of this
concession by the coal barons as the story of the boy who, munch-
ing an apple, is asked by a smaller boy standing by, to * save me
the core;”” to which modest request comes the rejoinder, “ There
ain’t gomg to be no core.”

And this is called a ** compensating wage "’ by gentlemen on the
other side. .

I want, with the permission of the House, to read another clip-
ping. Itisa clipping from a paper that in my judgmentis doing
more than any other newspaper in the United States to call the
attention of the country to the distressing conditions which exist
in many industries—the New York American. Thisis an extract
from a sermon delivered by Cardinal Gibbons a few days ago, in
which the Cardinal spoke of the conditions obtaining in the cloth-
ing industry in the city of Baltimore. It is as follows:

In a careful investigation I have discovered that after laboring for six
days at from ten to twelve hours a day, their weekly compensation amounts
to $5 or §8, and with this pittance they have to pay for housa rent, food, and
clothing, end other expenses incident to family life. They are living on
gunrﬁniwagea The result is that in a few years they become incapacitated

or Work.

I would ask gentlemen on the other side when these toilers in
the clothing sweatshops of Baltimore become incapacitated for
work—the evidence showing that they receive only six to eight dol-
lars a week, and therefore obviously can not lay by anything to
maintain them in their old age—from whence are they to receive
the *‘compensating wage” which is to support them when they
become incapacitated for work? This is not a unique condition.
The conditions in the coal industry and the clothing industry are
not unique in the United States. Right in my own city, New
York,in the Borough of Brooklyn, where I live, for fwo years men
have climbed my door stoop nearly every day, asking me to use
what influence I possessed, which is extremely little, to get them
a job in the parks of that city. |




222

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

DECEMBER 14,

And what do these men receive in the park de under
the government of that great city? They receive $2 a day in
wages, and if they work every day in the week they earn $12.
These men who do not have to go through acivil-service examina-
tion have got to take the chance that climatic conditions will be
favorable, so that they can work. A friend of mine who is a fore-
man in one of the parks tells me that on an average the men do
not work'more than four days in a week. In other words, these
men are begging for an opportunity to get a job where they can
not expect to earn more than $8 a week in the great city of New
York, where rents are so high and where prices have been in-
creased in this period of * p rity,”” where trusts have been
able to squeeze labor down and raise pricesup. In that great
city these men beg for an opportunity to earn $8 a week. The
cost of living has gone up 37 per cent during this period of so-
called prosperous times, and at the best wages have not gone up
more 10 per cent.

A compensating wage! Isit a compensating wage that gives
to the toiler a 10 per cent increase in wages and then makes him
Ey 40 per cent more in the increased cost of his commodities?

ing upon this subject, I want to read a little article that
appeared in the New York World on December 3. It is properly
headed “Oil and philanthropy.” Oil and philanthropy—that
is a combination, it seems to me, that ought to *‘ fetch” the
American people. In speaking of what the Standard Oil Com-
pany has done, the World said:

Within three years it has increased the wholesale price of kerosene from 8}
cents a gallon to 13, It has wrung 125,000,000 out of the host of small consum-
ers of oil, not to make up for greater cost of production, but fo increase divi-
dends already enormously swollen hiy the unfair trade methods which, by
crushing competition, have made the frust sole master of the oil market.

an interesting coincidence in anniv es, the new oil extortion oc-

curs just before Christmas. It was just before Christmas last year, when

gﬁll wasAhigh, that g%v;jhommlq prig:eh wmi‘ adv?]lnc&;d from 10} cents a o
t. According cago dispatches President Harper 1s expec

get some of thess extorted millions for his university this Christmas, ng ke

B]ﬁ?tv;ﬁi that gift to a university eonstitute an act of exculpati
Mr. Rockefeller for what Dr. Slicer calls his * respon.aihﬂg' ty for unto, sﬁ-
fering among the poor throughout the Eastern Statesi™

QOut of the pockets of scantily paid workers in Baltimore; outof
the pockets of 140,000 toilers in the coal-mining region of Penn-
sylvania; out of the pockets of the poor people of this land; be-
cause it is only t‘}ill?egoar people that use oil to illnminate their
houses. One hun and twenty-five million dollars is the price
that we have got to pay to the Standard Oil Company alone for
this glorions period of prosperity. One hundred and twenty-five
million dollars—or a large portien of it—goes into the pockets of
a half dozen men, who are already in possession of such great
wealth that they could not throw it away if they tried.

It would not be possible for John D. Rockefeller to throw away
in silver dollars, one every second, if he began on the 1st day of
January and devoted every moment of the year—never stopping
to eat or sleep—to the close of the 31st of December, it wounld not
be possible for him to throw his income away, let alone his princi-
?1. And yet we are told that this is prosperity! Prosperity?

es, ity has come during the past four years to thosemen
who have control of the great monopolies of the coun It has
enabled these men with what reputation they formerly had to
delude the American people and foist upon them so-called ** securi-
ties,’”’ three-quarters of which is water, and the American people
S[Ea. ﬁz}l?eng} that they can not digest that proportion of water.

ughter,

I spent last summer in the highly protected State of Pmtsg};
vaniz, in a State where practically every man bows down to thi
idol “‘protection.” and if that theory worked in that State at
least you would think that prosperity would be found. Andyetat
the farmhouse where I stopped, a2 farm laborer who was asked, to
my positive knowledge, to go towork on two other farms received
a wage of 85 a week and a small house to live in. Is that a com-
pensating wage? Fortunately for him he has only a wife and one
small child; but if he had nine or ten children his wages would

have been no higher. Five dollars a week for eight months in B

the year is all that that man is sure of receiving.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow an
interruption?

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. BAKER. I want to say, this being the first time I have
spoken upon this floor, that I shall maintain the invariable rule I
have followed outside of this House, to answer every question
that may be addressed to me, no matter who the gentleman may
be. [A: Ia.usei]o
Mr. OE?MST . Iwant to ask the gentleman where in Penn-
sylvania this occurred?

Mr. BAKER. In Pike County.

Mr. OLMSTED. That is not very specific.

. Mr. BAKER. I will be more specific; it was near Milford.

Mr. OLMSTED. That man must have been a man of feebls
mind, because there isn’t an able-bodied man in Pennsylvania
that can not get §2 a day. [Laughter.

Mr. BARKER. Let me say that the upon which this man
was employed the whole of last summer is sitnated 2 miles
from the city of Port Jervis, in a town called Matamoras, and
for the gentleman's own information I will give him the name of
the farmer if he wishes. That man to my positive knowledge
received a wage of $5 a week and a small house in which to live,

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to call the gentleman's attention to
the fact that Port Jervis is not in Pennsylvania. [Laughter.]

Mr. Isaid it was 2 miles from Port Jervis, over in
Pennsylvania, at a town called Matamoras, and if the gentleman
is familiar with the geography of his own State he will know
that Matamoras is in Pennsylvania. [Laughter and applnuse.l
A gentleman on my left calls attention to the singular fact tha
Port Jervis is in three States, one of them Pennsylvania, so it
might have taken place in Port Jervis and still have been in
Pennsylvania.

Buf, as I have already said, this sitnation is not unique. It is
not unigue to the mining industry; it is not unique to the cloth-
ing indnstry; it is not unique to the farm laborers. Why, sir,
in the great State of Iowa. where we are told every man has his
bank -account, the farm laborers do not receive in wages during
the whole year as much as the mileage (some $400, I am told) that
is paid tothe gentlemen from Iowa to come to Congress. [Laugh-
ter and applause on the Democratic side.]

Now, I want to read something else to this Honse. A gentle-
man who I suppose has done more for the great State of Pennsyl-
vania (in the estimation of the people of that State, but not mine)
than any other man was, at the time of the t labor struggle
at Homestead, very careful to remain secluded at Skibo Castle,
was very careful not to respond to cablegrams sent to him aski
that he use his influence to see that that titanic struggle be
brought to an end—that gentleman would hear nothing of the
moanings of the men who were shot down at Homestead, but he
has a great deal to say abont the “* beneficent’ system instituted
by the United States Steel Corporation which is called a ** bonns*
plan for their employees. What does Mr. Andrew Carnegie say?

At a meeting of the Iron and Steel Institute, in London, May 7,
re:fgrring to stock-bonus plan for employees, Mr, Carnegie
said:

In the bonus granted to employees we have proof of regard for them—

Heaven save themark! ** Re%ard for the employees '’ is the way
in which Mr. Carnegie speaks of this little * arrangement’’—
which ean not but tell, and the distribution of sharesin the concern has an
advantage which so far even no partnership has enjoyed.

True! Never before in any large way, on any large scale, has
an industrial corporation been able to foistupon its workmen—as
a favor—stock at 82} which is selling to-day in New York at 524.
This is the way they ‘‘ regard ”’ their workmen. This is the way
that great protected industry, the United States Steel Corpora-
tion, ** takes care’ of its employees.

That this infant industry wonld perish from the land, that the
strong arms of its brawny workmen wonld wither up, that its
tall chimneys would topple and fall, that the ore and coal in the
ground which this corporation owns would secrete itself nearer to
the center of the earth, perhaps finally coming to the surface at
the other side of the glo ina, if it were not for the tariff,
we have the highest anthority to prove.

Its first president, its spectacular president, Charles M. Schwab
(a man after the President’s own heart), in one of those confi-
dential communications which occasionally pass between captains
of industry, but which rarely see the light of day, writing to Mr,
Frick under date of May 15, 1890, said:

VAST PROFITS OF THE “TARIFF-PROTECTED TRUSTE.

As to the future, even onlow prices, Iam most Emfuine. Iknow positively
that England can not produce pig iron at the actual cost for less than 321.50
r ton, even allowing no profit on raw materials, and can not put pig iron
ints arail with their most efficient works for less than §7.50 a ton.” Thiswould
makerailsat net cost to them at§12. 'We can sellat this price and shipabroad
80 as to net us §16at works for foreign business, nearly nstgoodns home busi-
ness has been. What is true of is equally true of other steel products.
As a result of this we are going to control the steel business of the world.

You know we can make rails for less than §12 per ton, leaving a nice mar-

inon forvign business, « Besides this foreign costs u'gfoing toinereass year
%y year, because they have not the raw material, while ours is going to de-
crease. The resultof all thigis that we will beable tosell our surplus abroad,
run our works full all the time, and get the best practice and costsin this way.

The following is the comment of the New York Herald on Mr,
Schwab's letter:

A time, when steel rails could be made here at 812 a ton and sold abroad
at ilﬁ. the price of stecl rails, according to the records of the American Iron
and Steel tion, were §28.12 & ton.

With the stockholders receiving 100 per cent on actual cost of

lants, etc., or $133,000,000, and 150,000 employees receiving
120,000,000, one naturally asks, even in this case, who is getting
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the ““ compensating *” wages? Isit thestockholder or the employee?
Only this very day an Associated Press dispatch reports:
STEEL TRUST CUTS WAGES—AN ERA OF RETRENCHMENRT WILL BE ENTERED
UPON JANUARY 1.
NEW YORK, December 14, 1908.
oS sy 1y g S e Vil et
on am , 1904, a T cen G

employees of the o mbggn‘n wﬁf suffer wage reductions ranpq from 5 to
20 per cent. This reduction will affect about 150,000 workmen in the various
grades of the subsidiary companies, The remai.uinﬁom per cent of empl
are members of the Amalgamated Association of n, Steel, and Tin Work-
ers, whose wage schedunle runs to July 1, 1904 ;

he finance committee of the steal ration has, it is understood, under
consideration the dismissal of many high-salaried employees, in addition to
those already discharged, but no statement on this point was forthcoming

It \};'as asserted that, barring some nnforeseen technicalities, employees of
the corporation who participated in the profit-sharing plan will, in the com-
ing month, receive a § di:irg.aend on the preferred to which they sub-
gcribed at §52.50.

* Unforeseen technicalities’’ is good. I suppose it was an un-
foreseen ** technicality ** that caused the stock, which the employ-
ees were gracionsly permitted as a favor to purchase at $82.50, to
fall to §52.37%, when the insiders—the promoters—unloaded. Itis
probably also an ** unforeseen technicality *’ that requires these
b per cent fo 20 per cent wage reductions, so as to bring them, I
suppose, down to what the gentleman from Iowa calls a *‘ com-
pensating”’ wage. The New York Tribune’s report says:

Information was received in this dt& [New York] from Pittsburg yester-
day that by an arrangement between the Amalgamated Association and the
independent sheet steel mills an inerease of output will be allowed, while the
workmen accept a cut inwages. This agreement is expected to lead to an
amicable res.fi;'ustmant of ngs achednles at the plants of the steel cor-
poration, go that the employees %11 be permitted to turn out more work to
make up for the cut in wages, and the cost of production, therefore, will be
decreased. =

The italics are mine. What an admirable arrangement! The
men are to be allowed to work harder to enable them fo earn as
much as formerly. We never hear of the stockholders being
“allowed’ a cut in dividend! If is always the employee who
must suffer. Will my Republican friends maintain that their

idolized system of * protection ”’ compels the employer to pay the
high rate of wages that that system of taxation *‘ enables’ them
to pay?

As a result of this—the ability to produce steel rails in the
United States at $12 and less ton, as against a net cost to pro-
duce in England of $19—and as a resuls of *‘ protection,” the
United States Steel Corporation was able to earn fits to the
enormous amount of §111,000,000 in 1901 and $133,000,000 in 1502,
a total of §244,000,000, after making deductions for depreciation of

lants, etc. The wages paid doring these two years amounted to
113,000,000 in 1£01 and $120,000,000 in 1902,

When it is considered that it is extremely doubtful if it would
cost $125,000,000 to duplicate all plants, machinery, wharves, rail-
roads, etc., of the company, it will be seen that its earnings have
really amounted about 100 per cent a year.

Innumerable instances of the great disparity between what
labor receives in wages in a protected industry and the ‘‘ compen-
sation’’ which goes to the trust controlling such industry could
be cited, but I admit that none are more glaring than—

BORAX.

Most of the borax produced in the world is obtained in the
barren and sterile region of California, where Chinamen and In-
dians who dig it receive the high wage of §1 to $1.25 a day—when
they work. rax is controlled by a trust known as * Borax
Limited,” an English corporation whose stock, however, islargely
owned by Americans. Because Great Britain has no tariff for
“ protection,” * Borax Limited * sells its borax there for 2} cents
while charging 7% cents a pound here,

‘Who gets the * compensating * wage in this case! The China-
man or the Indian who dig the borax in as inhospitable a region as
exists probably on the globe, where no vegetation can grow, and
gets the munificent of 81 to $1.25 aday, or * Borax Limited ’
(unlimited as to itsability to squeeze the American people) which
makes at least 300 per cent on the actual costtoit ollz"eeovery pound
of borax it mines and manufactures?

If this pro ity of which we hear so much ing as being
due to Republican policies really exists, how is it that every
weelkly trade paper and almost every issue of our daily newspapers
contain accounts of lockouts and shutdowns and reductions of
wages? Is it that the wages heretofore paid in these industries
have been more than *‘ com ting?” Do the protected barons
feel that the workingmen have been getting too large a propor-
tion of this prosperity, even after they have paid 40 per cent more
for the necessaries of life, and they (the monopolists) have not
been getting their share? If this is so, why dowe hear that more
millionaires were made in that garden spot, that very Alhambra
of “ protection > (Pittsburg) during 1900,1901, and 1902 than pre-
viously existed in the entire country? Not so much boasting, T

know, is made of 1903, as it is currently reported that *oil and
philanthropy ** have been getting in some fine work, as a result of
which some budding millionaires there are now counting their
wealth in six or even five figures instead of in sevens as before.

I will not take the time of the Honse to read this imposing list
of shut-downs, lockouts, and wage reductions, culled chiefly from
good Republican newspapers. [ will ask leave to insert them in
the Recorp as part of my speech. I will, however, quote now
what the International Mercantile Agency, of which ex-Director
of the Census Merriam is the head, said, about December 5:

The week is characterized by further slackening industry. Weages of
200,000 industrial employees have been reduced 10 per cent or more, and prepa-

rations are making to effect a similar reduction with respect to 300,000 others
in various lines cn or about January 1.

As indicating the slackening in industry, we may note the fall-
ing off in the production of pig iron. The Iron Age of Decem-
ber 10 says that the production fell from an average of 1,600,000
tons a month for J n? , Angust, and September to 1,074,000 tons
for November, and that *‘such a drop within the short space of
two months is altogether unprecedented in the American iron
industry.’* Yet it says thatnot only did the stock of iron greatly
increase during November, but that for the first week in Decem-
ber there was a still further falling off in production.

On Qctober 22 the Boston Transcript, a leading Republican
paper; said:

i Ia i the test erisis sinen the paniec of
* Qrg‘m:ftzehgs &nmesﬂmsmn%ed tﬂf“ befarm close of the yeagaﬂm gigﬁ
ploying concerns of the country will have discharged nearly 1,000,000 men.

On November 11 the New York Journal of Commeree and Com-
mggcinl Bulletin, the greatest journal of this class in this country,
said:

It wonld be folly to shut our eyes to the fact that industrial and in turn

| eommercial depression are following right along in the walke of the financial

collapse, Mills are shutting down; mining is being restricted.
WORKINGMEN ARE ANXIOUS.

The National Labor Tribune, of Pittsburg, in its last issue,
gives this pointer:

Wages are expected to come down at the first of the year in all directions.
1?1“5;:{7 craft—iron and steel workers notably—have been reduced already.
Justice re%uéms that other things should come down in proportion. Let rent
and taxes be lowered, if the workingman is not to be ground between the
upper and the nether millstone.

Apparently a new idea has occurred to these labor papers. Ifit
can be made to work, the w rners will not in the future have
to carry the heavier end of the burden of industrial depressions.
They will unload on somebody else. When the demand for goods
falls off and the manufacturer’s profits begin to diminish the manu-
facturer reduces his working force or reduces wages, or both.
‘When the demand for labor slackens and labor’s earnings grow
less why can not he have his rent, taxes, and other costs of living
reduced accordingly? How nice it would be if he could pass this
trouble along.

But the workers will not get relief in these directions. Land-
lords refuse to reduce rents, because they know that there are
just as many houses and as many people who have to live some-
where; that is, until they freeze or starve. The total taxes of the
average family are about $125 a year, of which $10 goes for State
and local taxes, §25 for internal revenue, and $90 for tariff taxes.
Of the tariff taxes only about $15 goes to the Government, there-
maining 875 going to thetariff trusts and other protected interests.

There is no good reason why this 875 a year of tariff taxes which
goes to the protected trusts should not be taken off even when
times are good and when wages are high. When wages are low
and men are out of work every unnece burden should be
lifted from the laborer'sback. This burden can belightened only
by the action of Congress; but, unfortunately for the workingman,
they have elected the wrong set of men toCongress. The “stand
patters ”’ are now on deck here, and they would see the working-
men of this country sweat blood before they would think of offer-
ing the relief that could be given only by stopping the * graft*’ of
the trusts.

President Roosevelt in his message has not mentioned the word
tariff. He has joined the *‘stand patters.”” Every Republican
now says that the tariff should not be disturbed until after the
Presidential election. Of course the real reason for this is that
the protected manufacturers have paid for the privilege of tariff
taxing the people and will not consent to let go of the privilege.

WAGE REDUCTIONRS, CLOSED MILLS, ETC. -

As indicating the continued and rapidly increasing decline in
wages and in the number of workers employed, the following ad-
ditional news items are guoted:

e [From the Iron Age, December 10, 1908.]

in t sheat mills are demanding of -
tion of mméi?m ‘Workers that union vir:s\g D ltﬁh &mﬁdm%

per cent, this haing the reduction already made in the nonunion mills of the
American Bheet Steel Company. In case the association refuse to accept
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this reduction, the opinion is expressed that all but two or three of the mills
willnlim closed down and all orders will be pooled and worked off at the mills
running.

‘Where will union labor be then! '

Effective on Tuesday, December 1, the wages of 321 men employed at the
blast furnaces at the Ohio works of the Carnegie Bteel Company, Youngs-
towz, Ohio, were reduced 8.47 per cent. Common labor was reduced 6§ per
sen

How nicely graded these reductions are!

On December 16 wages will be reduced from 10 o 20 per cent in all blast
furnaces in the Mahoning and Shenango valleys. All the furnaces of the
United States Steel Corporation will nuﬁie a corresponding reduction.

To help out the * bonus ™ plan, I suppose!

Three furnaces of the Carnegie Steel Company’s Edgar Thompson group,
at Bessemer, Pa., are now idle.

Tte Lake Bhore Engine Works, Har%nm:r.e. Mich., have reduced wnges in
all departments 10 per cent. At the shops of the Duluth and Sounth Shore
Railroad, in that city, hours of labor have been cut to nine daﬂmith a pro-
portionate reduction in wages. Beveral hundred men gre affected,

It is stated that poor trade conditions have caused the Brown & Sha
Manufacturing Company, Providence, R. L., to lay off 600 men for an indefi-
nite period, and to reduce the hours of the remaining machinists from 6) to
B9 per week.

‘Why does not this company ‘‘leave well enough alone’ and
“‘stand pat’’—keep their works running?

The plant of the American Steel Foundries, at Sharon, Pa., which was
closed down last week on accountof scarcity of orders, has started up in.
The wage scale has not been adjusted, but the men will continue at work un-
til an agreement is reached. The molders have been notified of a reduction
in wages from a basis of ﬁnbilgar day to $3.15 per day.

Employees of the galvanizing department of the Wheeling Corrngating
Works, Wheeling, W. Va., have besn notified of a reduction in wages of 20
per cent, effective December 1.

BAILWAYS CUTTING DOWN.

Abont October 14 the New York Times, under the above head-
line, reported as follows:

Third Vice-President W. C. Brown, of the New York Central, admitted
yesterday that large reductions were being e on his road.

“The forces are being reduced,” he said, “El‘rﬂ
terial decrease in_business is anticipated. That is but natural when steel
mills are closing down, and in the present conditions of the building trad
owing to strikes. We understand that the outputof pigiron will be mmﬁ
25 per cent. That means 25 per cent less coke and also 25 per cent less busi-
pess for us, The men lat go for this reason will be mostly shop men."

Of course, those who choose to do so can accept the interested
optimistic vaporings of Republican statesmen and discard the
disinterested warmings of our great trade and labor journals and
of our financial and commercial anthorities. But if, as has here-
tofore been supposed, the iron and steel industry is the barometer
of business, then a great industrial storm will soon be upon us.

CREATOR AND PRESERVER OF PROSPERITY.

A significant letter appeared on November 28 in the Youngstown
(Ohio) Vindicator, It is addressed to ‘‘Senator M. A, HANNA"
(creator and preserver of prosperity), and reads as follows:

DeAr Sin: I am an employee of the Republic Iron and Steel Company, of
Youngstown, in the Bassemer department. The works are closed since elec-
tion for an uncertain length of time, and I am out of work. Most of the fur-
naces and many of the other mills in this valley hare also been closed since
election, so that I can not get work an{:hem else, and the cost of living is
higher than I haveever known it to be. I amsure younhavenot been in-
formed of the eondition of things or yon would have prevented it; for you
sald in your speech here on October 15 last that if you were elected prosper-
ity would continue, but if Johnson were elected the mills would be closed and
{;‘ig” Eeduced. I voted the Republican ticket bacause you said this and I

! L.

'I‘%Yee"gtfmhead" Democrats among my neighbors aroe saying that you
knew better when you made such a statement, that you made them to de-
coive the Heop‘.e into voting for you, and that you are no better than any
other confidence man or fraud. Now, Mr, A, what we want is for you
to show these lying Democrats that your word is as , a3
yon said it was, and that you can 1"g'we us back prosperity. Please order the
mills to open and wages restored to the old figure by December 1 and oblige
many of your admirers.

To this letter, which is signed *‘John Smith, vice-president
Hanna meeting, October 15,” there is a postscript admonishing
that ‘*if you don't do something soon there will be soup houses
in this valley.” 2

Soup houses! Why, the man must be crazy! Our Republican
friends tell us that soup honses are only established when the
Democrats are in power. And yet it does sound a little strange,
does it not, that proaperity, which these Youngstown people were
promised should be theirs (if they would only then forever politi-
cally bury the man whom the monopolists all over the country
fear more than any other man—Tom L, Johnson), should have
followed its self-constituted guardian out of town? For the sake
of the people of Youngstown, and for the sake of the reputation of
the Republican party, I hope prosperity's gnardian will catch the
first train to Youngstown and take prosperity back there with
him, and thus avoid the charge that the Republican party is giving
those people soup houses instead of prosperity. ~ % X

These same gentlemen who were largely responsible for foisting
a thonsand million dollars of water upon an unsuspecting public
were also guilty of exploiting another trust known as the ** ship-
building trust,” which is practically all water. I suppose that
was in order to enable the ships to have some of their natural ele-
ment in which to float. [Laughter on the Democratic side.]

What does the receiver of that corporation say? He says that

for the reason that a ma-

2s your bon

tltls_ 'i:?rm.aﬁon of the company is an *‘ artistic swindle.” Justthink
of i
A gentleman who has been a member of the other House, a
tleman who is sufficiently responsible in the great State of
ew Jersey to be selected as trustee for this defunct corporation
and its few assets, says the formation of that company was an
“ artistic swindle,” and it was to the gentleman who was mainly
responsible for the flotation of that company that the Member
from Ohio a year ago sent that frantic telggmm, ** There are
10,000 frantic miners in my district; for God’s sake stop the
strike!”” He knew—the Member from Ohio knew—where was
the seat of power in the United States. He did not send any tele-
am to the other end of Pennsylvania avenne. No! He sent
is telegram to the corner of Wall street and Broad street., He
knew that there was the seat of power in the United States, and
he sent his telegram there beseeching that the influence of the
power of government which was sitnated there should be used to
settle the coal strike, which otherwise meant, in his judgment,
the loss of his seat in Congress.

These gentlemen have been guilty not only of an *artistic
swindle,"” according to the lang'uagne used by ex-Senator Smith,
but they have also been guilty of wholesale plunder. Even Re-
publicans must admit that if there is any plunder going on, the
men or body of men engaged in plunder can only plunder those
who are in possession of wealth, and if the plunder is effected,
then the men wvléglﬁreﬁously had the wealth are shorn of it while
the plunderers off with the booty. '

Now, if plundering has been going on in the United States un-
der the gis of these great financial nﬁfnahea, then it necessarily
follows that the people have been plundered. But that does not
gurprise the gentlemen from Pennsylvania. Yon have been so
accustomed for years to laying the whole American people under
tribute that it does not surprise you that a financial magnate
should only lay a few thousand investors in stocks under tribute.
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] ;

1 am absolutely impartial in my denunciation of robbery. Inot
merely say that it is wicked under the so-called theory of * pro-
tection *’ for a few men to be given the gower to put their hands
into the pockets of the American people, but I also say it is equally
wicked when a corporation does what it is charged by the present
government of the city of New York with having done. The cit{
of New York ch that one of the great trusts, not satisfied,
suppose, with putting its hands into the pockets of the American
people to the extent of $70,000,000 a year—the sugar trust—but
because, I imagine, it needed a few more dollars to declare another
one-fourth of 1 per cent dividend—has stolen $325,000 worth of
water from the city of New York.

Gentlemen, any man that understands the influences that con-
trol men must know that when you confer the power on a man
or a body of men to rob legally, just assure as they get the oppor-
tunity to do it they will rob illegally, as the sugar trust is charged
with doing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] While the de-
moralizing effect upon many who possess no legal power to rob,
unless their moral nature has been fully developed, is to throw
the glamour of respectability, of *‘shrewdness,”’ over stealing
when carried on on a large scale, which incites them to petty pec-
ulations and breaches of trust.

Incidentally I might call the attention of the gentlemen on the
other side to the fact that there are some 75,000 textile workers
whose wages have recently been reduced from 15 to 25 per cent.
I am curious to know which the gentleman from Iowa regards as
the compensating wage. ‘Was it the wage paid before the redunc-
tion or that now paid? If it is the wage formerly paid to these
textile workers, then how comes it that having performed their

rt of the bargain entered into between them and the boss of the
Edépubiicnn party in Ohio, if not of the country, when he invited
them to stand * pat,” to “‘leave well enongh alone,” and they
have stood ** pat”’ and voted for the Republicans and ** prosper-
ity "—why, I ask, is faith broken with them? Why are their
wages reduced? Isit claimed that the wages thess men received
before the 15 per cent to 25 per cent reduction went into effect was
more than ** compensating?”’

The newspaper which puts this item in circulation very prop-
erly suggests that it would be well for these men, the men em-
ployed in that industry,to *‘let well enough alone” and not rank
themsalves with those who are termed ** agitators!’> And yet,
referring again to the remarks of the distinguished cardinal, I
want to say, as he says in speaking of the condition that exists
in the clothing business of Baltimore, ** You can agitate the ques-
tion; by agitation the air is stirred, the eky is cleared, he&thy
discussion is provoked, yon arouse public attention to pressing
grievances, you invoke popular sympathy.”’ (I doubt, however,
the ability of even a cardinal to invoke sympathy from the bene-
ficiaries of protection.) **You remove tha veil so that ona-half
of the world can know how the other half lives.”

It is because a few individuals have the power conferred upon
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them by legislation to rob the great mass of the people. Itis be-
cause of that that one-half of the people do not know how the
other half—the lower submerged tenth—live in this country.

Why is it that a * compensating ’’ wage is not paid to the coal
miner; to the worker in the clothing sweat shop; to the farm la-
borer; to the factory operative, whether in cotton, worsted,
woolen, and paper goods, boots and shoes, or other industries; to
the sales girl of our city department stores; even to the clerks and
~ bookkeepers—most of whom regard themselves as superior to
factory operatives—thousand of whom, even in New York, with
its high cost of living, receive less than $12 a week? Why is it
that despite the manifold inventions which more than anything
else mark the latter half of the nineteenth century, inventions
which in some industries have increased the power of labor to pro-
duce ten, twenty, and, in some few instances, forty fold—why is
it that capital even (capital not engaged in monopolistic enter-
prises or having some monopoly privileges) finds its return stead-
ily diminishing, except, maybe, during a few years of particu-
larly flush times? The answer to one is the answer to all of these

ueries—monopoly! I am well aware that in the public mind
the word monopoly is associated almost exclusively with what
has become known as the * trusts,”’ but these combinations are
merely the more glaring illustrations of the effects of monopoly.
The ownership of valuable land in our large cities, of water
powers and water privileges—wharves, etc—of mineral and tim-
ber lands, constitute monopoly privileges, and their ownership
confers a power quite distinct from the possession of capital by
the same individuals.

The exclusive franchises to perform certain public functions in
our cities, such as the supplying of gas, water, and electricity,
street-car and elevated railroad service, as well asinterstate trans-
portation, are monopoly privileges of the highest value, the pos-
session of which gives the power to continnously tax the people.
Colossal fortunes have been secured (“‘earned’ is the mistaken term
most generally used) by the few men controlling these enormously
valuable privileges, which have been used to lay the whole people
under tribute. The factory girl and the sales lady of our great
stores many of whom receive as little as from $3.50 to $5 per
week, have their scanty earnings reduced by the extortionate toll
which the street-car monopolies exact. A service which it re-
quires a stretch of the mind to figure as costing one-half of the
b cents collected (even if seats were provided for all), and for
which a 3-cent fare would yield a generous dividend on the actual
capital invested in the lines and their equipment. This2-cent ex-
cess collected twice a day constitutes during the week a serious
depletion of the meager wages which these girls receive, and has,
undoubtedly, been the means of driving many of them to the
streets.

How is this condition to be altered? By what means can we
prevent the further appropriation by monopoly of anever-increas-
ing proportion of the wealth which labor and capital produces?
The answer is simple. Complex as our present civilization ap-
pears to those who have not studied economic principles, it is
complex only in the subdivision of labor. The effects of monopoly
are as clearly apparent to those who will study the matter as
though primitive civilization existed and all wealth was produced
directly from the land. To secure a ‘‘ compensating’* wage to
labor, to secdre a just and full return to capital, we must strike
at the causes which produce monopoly. e must strike at the
roots. We can do this by substituting in place of the cumber-
some, unintelligent, discordant, complex system—or lack of sys-
tem—which taxes production and accumulation, which says, in
effect, to every individual that the more industrious and more
effective your methods of production, the ater judgment and
gkill displayed therein the greater burden of taxes shall you bear;
while it says to monopolists, in effect, the more yon monopo-
lize natural opportunities (thereby depriving labor and capital of
the means of production) the greater the extent and scope of your
monopoly, and the less use you permit these opportunities to be
put to the less burden of taxation shall you bear. To secure a
** compensating ** wage to every toiler it is but necessary to re-
store natural law, to institute the ** natural »’ system of taxation—
the single tax. No words that I can use can so clearly and graph-
ically portray the benefits that would follow if this were done as
those contained in Ethics of Democracy, by Louis F. Post,
who in this book has illumined fundamental Democratic princi-
ples, and who, week by week, in the columns of the Public com-
ments upon current events of the day from the standpoint of real
Democracy in a manner that can not fail to- clarify the thought
of those who read his paper, and I therefore commend it to my
Republican friends on the other side, who stand so much in need
of it. He says on page 141:

By means of the Bingle-tnx principle the abolition of land monopoly can be

fully accomplished. By means of the single-tax method it can be far ad-
vanced. Under this simple land reform, sound in economics and unassail-
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ous and continual loss. Land would have to be used, and be well

used, or be abandoned. There would be no Iﬂvﬁt in mere ownership. That

1 being reached—indeed, long before it had been fully reached—trade

E:uﬂng meanwhile and by the same method been freed by the abolition of

commereial and industrial taxes and of h.lg:_hway obstacles, the benefits of

economic improvement would be generally diffused and the evil spirit of the
trust would be exorcised.

With the annual value of special landed advantages applied to common
use and no longer retained by private owners; with taxes on indunstry thus
made nnnecessary, and consequently abolished; with highways from
:Eecinl ‘privilegg; with unused land everywhere made freely accessible, and

@ barriers of industrial corral thus broken down; with demand for pro-
ductive work thereby made to exceed supply, and through the free intsﬁphy
0 the economic forces of consumption and production tually to
maintain that excess—with these demonstrable effects of the single tax
real.izlj%@, th];are_wcmld ‘IL)I? no more poem‘bélg;;hfn a&b&fgignsmhmmd t:;l?s-

usiness wi agreeme e wa
Io‘?].g?isgl:rga with a paper ﬁg&r ¢
GOD HELP RHODE ISLAND!

I now come to the political matter that I expressed a desire to
discuss at the opening of my remarks. A few days ago I was
impelled to ask the Member from Ohio this question on the occa-
sion of his annual anteelection prophecy: ‘* Does the gentleman
know that the reelected governor of Rhode Island is the same
kind of a man as Tom L. Johnson—a Single-Tax Democrat?’’ and
as the only reply he made was, “ God help Rhode Island!’ and
as I now learn that that portion of his remarks wherein he spoke
of the recent election in that State does not conform to the facts,
I take this, the earliest opportunity, to state just what the facts
are, and also why I, a resident of another State, deem it of
importance that the country and also the prophet of the Repub-
lican party should know for what these men stand.

It will not do for my Republican friends to insinuate that the
people of Rhode Island do not know for what Governor Garvin
stands, They know he stands for—

EQUAL ELECTORAL REPRESENTATION,

So that 200 votes in a Republican rural community shall not
have equal political representation with 10,000 Democratic votes
in Providence. :

gllga in morals, no one could hold any kind of land out of use without suffer-

THE INITIATIVE.

So that not more than 5,000 voters shall be required to initiate
amendments to the Constitution, to be submitted directly to the

people.
TAXATION OF PUBLIC FREANCHISES.

So that the exploiters of special privileges shall not escape taxa-
tion—the farmer and workingman now bearing nearly all the
burden of taxation.

THREE-CENT RAILWAY FARES IN PROVIDENCE.

So that shop girls shall not be forced to give quite so large a
proportion of their scanty earnings to monopoly.

TEN HOURS' LABOR IN TWELVE HOURS FOR MOTORMEN AND CONDUCTORS,

So that these men can occasionally see their children during

daylight.
THE REFERENDUM. ¢

So that no franchise shall be valid until approved by a majority
vote of the electors.

He has been several times a member of the State senate as well
as of the lower house, having been elected some thirteen times,
as well as having been a candidate for Congress at four successive
Congressional elections, while as the Democratic candidate for
governor in 1902 and 1903 he polled on each occasion from two to
five thousand more votes than the other Democratic candidates
for State offices.

General GROSVENOR, among other things, said thatthe Repub-
licans last year elected the lieutenant-governor by 700 or 800 and
this year by some 8,000. I have here a letter from Governor Gaz-
vin's secretary, in which he gives the figures which show that the
Democratic candidate for lientenant-governor was elected in 1902
by 2,164, and that so far from the Republicans electing their can-
didate in 1903 by 7,000 to 8,000 he only had a plurality of 381, saf-
cient, it is true, to elect him, but indicating no such change of
political sentiment in Rhode Island as the gentleman would have
the country believe.

“*God help Rhode Island!” It would seem that this appeal is
unnecessary, as the people of that State at the last two ePections
have given the best evidence of their ability to help themselves.
For years that little State has been the happy hunting ground of
the boodler and corruptionist. Immense sums have been annu-
ally spent to make certain that the State would remain in the
‘*right” column, the column which the gentleman from Ohio
states is to aggregate some 260 votes in the electoral college.

Like Tom L. Johnson,in Ohio, Governor Garvin is one of those
few men in public life who will not spend one illegal or corrupt
dollar to influence golitical results, not even to secure his own
election. As he is by repute a poor man, it is very doubtful
whether, even if he had the disposition, he could raise pennies
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where the Republicans raise dollars. The beneficiaries of * pro-
E:lction ’l’loare not conta-ibt;tin g t(f) the support vicif real %e:tngrats—

ose who op every form of special privilege. But the gen-
tleman from Ohio says, ‘‘ We have not only bofi branches of the
legislature, but wehave them by alarger majority than we elected
them by one year ago.” What does the gentleman mean by a
larger majority? Does he mean to imply that a majority or even
plurality of the voters in Rhode Island last year, or even this year,
voted for the Republican candidates for the senate and the assem-
bly? Iimagine not. Yet I can not see how the uninitiated could
draw any other inference from his langnage.

‘What are the facts? We find that in 1902 twenty towns—with
a total population of 36,672 and but 8,994 voters, and in which
the aggregate vote cast for all these twenty Republican senators
was but 3,855, or 43 per cent of the vote of those towns—elected
a majority of the senate, which consists of thirty-eight members.
‘While 3,855 Republican voters were able, under the grossly un-
fair apportionment existing in Rhode Island, to elect twenty sena-
tors, 1t took 22,579 Democratic votes to elect ten—not twenty—
senators in Democratic districts. We thusget a glimpse of what
the Democrats, under the leadership of Governor Garvin, have
been ““up against” in that State. Under the law there, as
amended in 1801, these twenty senators, a majority of the senate,
in effect, constitute the government of the State of Rhode Island,
as the senate is really the executive power. All that these twenty
men have to do is to refuse to confirm any appointment by Gov-
ernor Garvin, and then, under this strange law, they can in the
course of a stated number of days (very few) proceed to nomi-
nate and confirm whoever they may select.

Incidentally, and for the information of the gentleman from
Ohio, I wish to call attention to the fact that it took 10,997 Dem-
ocratic votes in the city of Providence to elect the one Senator
which this Republican apportionment permits that city to have,

The marvel is, not that the Republicans have a majority of
both houses of the legislature, but that the Democratic repre-
sentation is half as large as it is where such gross inequality pre-

vails,

It is entirely true that, as the General says, they—the Republi-
cans—have the legislature, and that is what they wanted. Of
course they wanted the legislature. Without it ‘‘ 0il and philan-
thropy "’ would be deprived of their most skillful leader and
strongest supporter at the other end of the Capitol. But the
Rockefellers do not boast of the methods employed to retain con-
trol of *‘their’ legislature, while I notice that the gentleman
from Ohio is content to let that phase of the subject severely
alone. Even he will not boast of the saturnalia of corruption and
political debauchery which the Republicans have resorted to to
retain control of the legislature of that State, for without whole-
sale corruption, without the expenditure of an immense boodle
fund—the extent and persistent nse of which one would think
ghould make even Republicans blush with shame—they could not,
even with their shockingly indecent apportionment, elect a ma-
jority of the legislature. :

WHAT JOHNSON AND GARVIN STARD FOR.

But why is it that I am so interested in the governor of Rhode
Island, and what induced me to call attention fo the fact that he
is the same kind of a Democrat as the last Democratic candidate
for governor of Ohio? It is because these two men represent the
highest ideals of Democracy, because they stand for its noblest
aspirations, because of all the candidates of the Democratic party
in the United States at the last election, who were known outside
of their own districts, these two men alone stand unreservedly,
'uneqnivocal}y. and unqualifiedly for that fundamental Demo-
cratic ’principle—u“ equal rights to all and special privileges to
none.’

It is because the United States has strayed far from this prin-
eiple; it is because the people have not been alert to the insidions
attacks that have from time to time been made npon that principle;
it is because as a whole they have never yet fully realized its

t import; it is because they have listened to the siren song of
E:a who wished to emasculate it; it is because the people have
itted this and other legislative bodies to nullify it by grant-
gﬂu ial privileges to this and to that special interest, until
they e drunk with t.hemwer ggg imm bﬁ:‘xisethwealttls which
the possession of special privileges ena em to wrin
from the people; that monopolists have become so insolent an
domineering that they have come to regard these special privi-
leges as their inherent and inalienable rights, threatening with
annihilation, polifical and commercial, any who may have the
temerity to challenge their right to continue to oppress the people.

It is because these two men, Tom L. Johnson and Lucius C. F.
Garvin, are devoting their lives to the endeavor of educating the
ﬁpla to see the causes which produce monopoly, well knowing

t, once

its primal cause is understood, the people will make

short work of the whole system of special privilege, that I h
the public will know moreB?f them. % g e

It has been said that the recent election in Ohio means the po-
litical death of Tom L. Johnson. Those who thus prophesy do
not know the man nor the power of the truths for which he
stands. To such men, imbued with a great moral purpose, the
determination to devote their lives to the uplifting of humanity
in the only effective way that mankind can be permanently bene-
fited, by a%ohshm‘ ing monopoly, defeat is nothing more than a tem-
porary obstacle,

Johnson and Garvin, as well as less conspicuous workers in the
cause for which Henry George gave his life, know full well the
forces massed against them. They well know that every artifice
of which shrewd, able, unscrupulous and extremely wealthy men
are capable are and will be exerted to deceive the people as to the
principles for which they contend. They know that all the power
‘that monopolistic wealth can control—financial, commercial, and
social—is being organized and marshaled against them. That the
great daily an weeklg newspapers with few exceptions are like-
wise so confrolled and are used to misrepresent them and their
caunse. But even this combination does not appall them. No
temporary defeat will deter them from continuing the battle

inst every form of special privilege, against every law which
gives one man an advantage over his fellow, and for the estab-
lishment upon this earth here and now of an order of universal
justice which shall secure to even the weakest and poorest the
full value of his toil.

The leadi monosolists of this country, the men who during
recent years have piled up fortunes of scores and hundreds of
millions of dollars, know them, whether the Members of this
House do or not, and they also know that the principles for which
Governor Garvin and Tom L. Johnson contend, and of which th
are the most conspicuous advocates in the United States, would,
if applied, solve the anthracite-coal problem as well as any and
all other monopoly problems. It is because of this knowl
that these two men were especially singled out for attack in the
last campaign by all the t exploiters of special privileges,
whether Republicans or whether mueradjn as Democrats,
whether residents of New York, P elphia, m, and Chi-
cago, or residents of Ohio and Rhode Island.

Of one thing the Members of this House may be assured—that
the big monopolists of this country have a keen perception of the
danger to their monopolies that would follow the complete triumph
of men like Tom L. ']I:).imson and Governor Garvin. The monopo-
lists fully realize that these two men mean business, that no sneers
or calumnies will deter them from their purpose to aid in over-
throwing every monopoly in the country, and that the way to
accomplish this is to deprive them of their special privileges, for
it is through the possession of special privileges that men obtain
the power to.rob their fellow-men.

These men are two of the most conspicuous of those in the
United States of whom Henry George, with that profound faith
in man’s inherent sense of justice which was his most marked
characteristic, with a seer’s vision, £rophesied in the closing chap-
ter of Progress and Poverty when he said:

The truth that I have tried to make clear will not find easy acceptance. If
that could be it wounld have been accepted long : if that could
never have been obscured; but it find friends, those who will toil for it;
suffer for it; if need be die for it; for this is the power of truth.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS., My, Chairman, I move that the commit-
tee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6758, the
pension appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon.

SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of the
following titles were taken from the S er’s table and referred
to their appropriate committees as indicated below:

An act (S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain,
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired)—to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Senate concurrent resolution No. 23:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concwrring), That
there ob:;Pﬂnted in paper covers, at the Government Printing O 5,500
additi copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner-General of Im-
iﬂatwn for the year ended June 30, 1808, with illustrations, of which 1,000

be for the nse of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Repre-
sentatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of
Immigration for distribution—

to the Committee on Printing.




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

227

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

; By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
OWS:
To Mr. BrooEks, for an indefinite time, on account of sickness
in family. -
To Mr, Forrox, for ten days, on account of important business,
Then, on motion of Mr, VAN VooraHis (at 4 o’clock and 14 min-
utes p. m.), the Honse adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
follows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for clerical force in the
General Land Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of in-
spections of disbursements and transfers by officers of the Army
during the past fiscal year—to the Committee on Expenditures in
the War Department.

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relating
to the claim of Rittenhouse Moore—to the Committee on Claims,
and ordered to be printed. ;

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with
a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, papers in the case of
Sarah A, Haney, now Pitt, and a favorable recommendation
thereof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and letters of
officials only ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, witha
letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, and with a favorable
recommendation, papers in the pension case of Julia Doty, now
Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and letters of
officials only ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit-
ting papers relating to an investigation of the Sailors” Homs at
San Francisco and relating also to the status of said institution—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and
ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of

notes from the representatives of certain foreign governments in |

relation to the export duty on Manila hemp or fiber—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with
a communication from the Commissioner of Pensions, papers show-
ing the fraudulent nature of testimony in the pension case of
Henry E. Van Trees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and
letters of officials only ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting draft of a
resolution authorizing the reception of Don Luis Bogrin H. as a
student of the Military Academy—to the Committee on Military
Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with
a communication from the Commissioner of Pensions, and with
favorable recommendation, papers in the case of Patrick Fitzpat-
rick, father of Dennis Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, and letters of officials only ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Supervising Architect, submitting an
estimate of increase of limif; of cost for extension of custom-house
and post-office building at Bangor, Me.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Auditor of the Post-Office Depart-
ment, submitting an estimate of appropriation for additional la-
horers;l—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Tre , transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor,
snbmitting an estimate of appropriation for construction of steam
light-houge tender for the Eleventh light-house district—to the
E(e)mq:ittge on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to

printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting me-
morial of W. H. Ansley, chairman of a committee of the Five
Civilized Tribes, in relation to statehood for the Indian Territory—
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture, submit-
ting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for Burean of Chem-
istry, Agricultural Department—to the Committee on Appropri-
ations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting list
of awards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission—to
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub-
mitting an estimate of increase of cost of building at Stillwater,
Lﬁnn.egto the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be

rinted.
¥ A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for rent of offices at Rome,
Gt}.;’té) the Committes on Appropriations, and ordered to be

rinted. A
g A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Snpervising Architect sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for increase of limit of cost
of post-office building at Salem, Oreg.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for repair work at the post-
office building at Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting & copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Rosanna Griffin against The United States—to the Committee on
‘War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Henry E. Hilliard against The United States—to the Committee on
War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Kilbourn H., Rowsey against The United States—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
John Schuman, administrator of estate of August Schuman,
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims,
and ordered fo be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting
an estimate of appropriation for acquiring or renting legation
property in Constantinople—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
ghﬁo Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as

ollows:

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insnlar
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3340)
to provide for a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the
United States from %dorto Rico, reported the same with amend-
ment, accom%mnied by a report (No. 8); which said bill and re-
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.
Under clanse 2 of Rule XXTI, the Committee on Invalid Pensions
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5030)
ting a pension to William H. Mount, and the same was re-
erred to the Committee on Pensions.

~

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXITI, bills, resolutions, and memorials

tf)f ]i‘.he following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OLOWS:

By Mr. EALANTANOALE: A bill (H. R. 7266) to ratify, ap-
rove, and confirm an act duly enacted by the legislature of the
‘erritory of Hawaii to authorize and provide for the manufacture

distribution, and supply of electric light and power on the island
of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Territo-

ries.

_ By Mr, TRIMBLE: Abill (H. R.7267) for the erection of a pub-
lic building at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

- Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-
culture station in north central Kentucky (Seventh Congressional
district)—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. '

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7269) to set apart certain lands
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in the Territory of New Mexico as a public park, to be known as
the Pajarito Cliff Dwellers’ National Park, for the purpose of
preserving the prehistoric caves and ruins and other works and
relics therein—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7270) authorizing and direct-
ing the Secretary of War to survey and construct a military wagon
road from Valdez to Eagle City, in Alaska, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7271) granting an increase in salary to the
foreman of printing and foreman of binding in the Government
Printing Office, and changing the names of said positions to super-
intendent of printing and superintendent of binding, respectively—
to the Committee on Printing. .

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 7272) to ratify and confirm
an agreement with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians,
in the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for
carrying the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7273) to enable the
city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in
Maricopa County, Arizona Territory, severally to issue the bonds
of said municipalities for the purpose of aiding in the construe-
tion of a freighting and wagon road from any convenient point
in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River reservoir dam site in
Maricopa County, Ariz.—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7274) to amend
section 76 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government for
the Territory of Hawaii "—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R.7275) for the erection of a pub-
lic building at Grand Island, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7276) for the erection
of a public building at Bloomington, Ind.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7277) to complete the Jefferson
Memorial Object-lesson road—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 7278) to amend section 953 of
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7279) for an
additional circuit judge in the first judicial circnit—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. ]

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 7280) for the improvement
of Sulphur River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 7281) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to %rocure suitable medals for the survivors, and the
families of such as may be dead, of the forlorn-hope storming
party of Port Hudson—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By'Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 7282) for the remodeling and en-
larging of the Government building at Springfield, Ohio—to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7283) for the extension of
School street sonthward to Kenesaw avenue, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 7284) for the purchase of a
national forest reserve in the White Mountains, to be known as
the National White Mountain Forest Reserve—to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7285) to remove the restrictions
upon the sale of lands in the Indian Territory in certain cases—to
the Committee on Indian Affairs. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 7286) to create recording district No. 26 in
the western district of the Indian Territory, and for other pur-

—to the Committee on the Judiciary. " :

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile
and West Alabama Railroad Company to construct and maintain
a bridge across the Tombigbee River between the counties of
Clarke and Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west
of St. Stephens meridian—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also. a bill (H. R. 7288) to anthorize the Mobile and West Ala-
bama Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge
across the Warrior River in Tuscaloosa County, Ala.. in section
3, township 21 south. range 9 west of Huntsville meridian—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7289) to extend to
citizens of the United States who were owners, charterers, mas-
ters, officers, and crews of certain vessels registered under the
laws of the United States, and to citizens of the United States
whose claims were rejected because of the American citizenship
of the claimants, or of one or more of the owners, by the inter-
national commission appointed pursuant to the convention of

February 8, 1896, between the United States and Great Britain,

the relief heretofore granted to and received by British subjects
- in-respect of damagesfor nnlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes,
or both, or for damnifying interference with the vessels or the

voyages of vessels engaged in sealing ond the 3-mile limit,
and beyond the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordancs
with the judgment of the fur-seal arbitration, at Paris, in its
award of ingust 15, 1893, and so that justice shall not bo denied
t2’American citiz2ns which has been so freely meted out to Brit-

ish subjects—to the Committee on the Judiciary. '

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 7290) providing for the erection
of a public building at Manistee, Mich.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 7291) to amend an act en-
titled **An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful
restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1880—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7202) making Vinal-
haven, Me., a subport of entry—to the Committee on Ways and

Means.

By Mr, SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 7203) for the erection of a post-
office building at Sharon, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds. 3

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 7204) to regulate the prac-
tice, pleadings, forms, and mode of proceeding in civil causes in
equity in the circuit courts of the United States—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary, ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 7205) to provide for the sale of the timber
and other material growing or being on public forest reserves and
for renting or leasing of the lands therein—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7% for the protection of the public forest
reserves and national parks of the United States—to the Commit-
tee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7297) to quiet

d certain land titles in tha State of Louisiana—to the Committee on

the Public Lands.

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7208) to remove discrimi-
nations against-American sailing vessels in the coasting trade—to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7299) to amend section 13 of
an act entitled **An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency
of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United
Stgtes,” approved March 3, 1809—to the Committes on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 7300) for the continuance of
experiments by the Department of Agriculture in reference tothe
boll worm and for investigation of the cotton wilt discase—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7301) to establish a soldiers’
home near-Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7302) to recognize and promote
Ehke efficiency of army chaplains—to the Committee on g[ilitary

alrs,

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7303) for the widening of V street
northwest—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 7304) for the establishment
of agrostological stations and demonstration farms in Texas, and
for other purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7305) to acquire title to ad-
ditional property for the erection and completion of the new
United States custom-house now being erected in the city of Bal-
timore, in the State of Maryland, and for other purposes—to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 7614) for the establishment
of a food bureau in the Department of Agricnlture, and for pre-
venting the adulteration and misbranding of foods in the District
of Columbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate
commerce therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 16)
that the Secretary of War be authorized and directed to present
a repork showing the estimated cost of continning the harbor im-
provements at Everett, Wash.—to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

Also, a concurrent resolution (H, C. Res. 17) that the Sscretary
of War be directed to cause a survey to be made and estimate of
cost of removing Starr Rock, Bellingham Bay, Washington—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 18) that the Secretary
of War be authorized and directed to present a report showing cost
of removing obstructions to navigation of upper Columbia River,
‘Washington, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 19) that the Secretary
of War be authorized and directed to cause a survey to be made
and estimates of cost of dredging and improving harbor of South
Bend, Wash., etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

- -Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 20) that the Secretary
of War be directed to canse an examination and survey to be
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made and estimate of cost of improving Chehalis River, Wash-
ington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 93) that the Clerk of
the House furnish the Committee on Judiciary with the following
works and books, namely: Three sets of United States Compiled
Statutes and Supplement, three sets of United States Compiled
Statutes and Supplement, Rose’s Notes (18 volumes) of United
States Reports, Rose’s Digest (3 volumes), United States Re-
ports, and Russell & Winslow’s Syllabus-Digest of United States
Supreme Courf Reports—to the Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of

§hﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OLIOTWE:

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7306) for the
relief of Laura A. Wagner—to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7307) granting an increase of
pension to Mary Tichenor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of
pension to Lucius E. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 7309) granting a pension to Johan
Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Maria V. E. Bit-
ters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension
to Thomas Large—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 7312) Eantin%a pension to
Horace W. Gleason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 7813) for the relief of C. E.
Moore—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 7314) for the relief of Dr.
0. R. Early, of Lowndes County, Miss.—to the Committee on
War Claims. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 7315) for the relief of the estate of Richard
Mann, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of the estate of Andrew
J. Kincaid—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7317) for the relief of the Methodist Church
. of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7318) for relief of heirs of Coleman Rogers,
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7319) for the relief of heirs of Sylvia Cannon—
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7320) for the relief of the heirs of M. A.
McAnulty, deceased, late of Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7321) for the relief of estate of D. R. Hub-
bard—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7322) for the relief of the heirs of George W.
Gardner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7323) for the relief of Jeremiah Walton—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) for relief of estate of W. R. Smith,
of Burnsville, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) for therelief of estate of W. F. Young,
of Burnsville, Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7326) for the relief of the heirs of Abel
Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7327) for the relief of J. R. Wilson—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 73828) for the relief of Nancy H. Jones—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) for the relief of the estate of J. W.
Hopkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, abill (H. R. 7330) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7331) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard,

of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. |-

Also, a bill (H. R. 7332) for the relief of the estate of Josiah
‘White, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7333) for the relief of the estate of R. C.
Bumpass, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7334) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Johnson—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7335) for the relief of the estate of Mary H.
Moore, deceased, Inka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7336) for the relief of the estate of William
Clement, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also. a bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Matilda H. Reed. of
étig_a. Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War

ims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7338) for relief of George Kimberley and
Sam Kimberley, heirs of M. P. Kimberley, deceased, late of Tisho-
mingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7339% for the relief of Francis E. Whitfield
and Lucy G. Whitfield, of Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7340) for the relief of David Ingram, of Ita-
wamba County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7341) for the relief of Isabella Rowsey, of
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7342) for the relief of the estate of W. F.
Young—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also,abill (H. R. 7343) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church
of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7344) for the relief of A. W. McClure, of
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of the estate of J. K. Mor-
rison, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7346) for the relief of the estate of Richard
D. Fielder, of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on
‘War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) for the relief of Susan C. Robinson,
Tuka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. :

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7348) granting an increase of
pension to Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7349) granting an increase of pension to Riley
Stroud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H.R.7350) granting an increase of pension to John
C. Besier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H.R.7351) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 7352) to restore to the active
list of the Navy the name of Homer Lycurgus Law—to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs. -

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 7353) granting an increase of
%ensi-on to William H, Shreiner—to the Committee an Invalid

ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.7354) granting an increase of pension to John
Shisler—to the Committz:e on It::rgalid Pensions.

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7355) granting an in-
cPrea.s_e of pension to Henry Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions, :

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 7356) for the relief of Benjamin
F. Massie—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7357) granting a ion to
Georgia A. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7358) granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7359) granting a
pension to Mary Degnan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7360) granting a pension to
William T. Mefford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7361) granting an increase
of pension to James A. Murch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. : :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7362) granting an increase of pension to
Philetus G. Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7363) ting an increase of
pension to Frank Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7364) granting an increase of pension to
Leonard M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.7365) to remove the charge of desertion from
the military record of Samuel Gordon—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7366) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas J. Cannon—to the Commniittee on Invalid Pen-
510n8.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) granting an increase of pension to
John M, Barron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Nor-
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R.7369) for the relief of John N,
Trussell—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of
pension to Andrew Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 7371) granting an increase of
pension to Maj, "William Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7372) granting a pension to
Albert J. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) granting a pension to Harriet J. Wood-
bury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

. a bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to
Jabez Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7375) removing of
ﬁefg}hiun and granting an honorable discharge to Samm
ant—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7376) granting a pension to Josephine Col-
bath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7377) granting an increase of pension to Vir-
ginia B. Mullan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) granting an increase of pension to Israel
Purdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,abill (H. R. 7379) granting an increase of pension to Henry
e FRENCIL: A bl (I, B. 7350) granting to

s : v B 0 ing a ion
Harrison 8. Crites—to the Committee on In%d Patsem:im;.‘mm-l

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) granting a pension to Susan E. Potter—

oAt FU{EL%%nIAnvﬁll'ld{H R. 7882 tin ion to
y Mr. . 9 2 granting a pension
Ellen A. Harmon—to the Committee on }nvalid Pensions.

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7383) fcr the allowance of cer-
tain claims for stores and snpplies reported by the Court of Claims
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com-
galg?]y known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War

ms.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) granting an increase of ion to Wil-
longhby R. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 7385) granting an increase
%f pension to Robert McMnllen—to the Committee on Invalid

‘ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7386) gmntin%]an increase of pension to
Elisha Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7387) granting an increase of pension to John
L. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7388) granting an increase of pension toJohn
Baer, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 7389) granting an increase of pension to David
M. H%keléato I:tIheR Comm)ittee on Invalid PensionEsi ol

Also, a bill (H. R. 7390) granting a pension to Elymas F. Wil-
kins—to the Committed on Invalingensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7391) for the relief of the widow
and heirs of John A. Stephens, deceased—to the Committee on
‘War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7392) for the relief of the widow and heirs
of John A. hens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7393) to grant a pension to Gevert Schutte—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 7394) granting an increase
OPfe pension to Amelia Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid

msicns.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7395) for the relief of Emile M. Blum—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7396) for the relief of Edgar M.
‘Wilson, administrator of Thomas B. Van Buren, deceased—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A hill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension
to John Eskew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7398) granting a pension to Mary Ettie Os-
born—to thé Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7399) for the relief of John
‘Wesley Miller, of Portland. Oreg.—to the Committer on Claims,

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 7400) granting an increase
of pension to Franklin Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7401) to correct the military record of James
Watson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of the Indiana State
board of agriculture—to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7403) granting a pension to
Welter L. Hammand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief of the estate of Thomas
0. Marrs, of Pike County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of the estates of J. M.
- Fidler and T. O. Marrs, of Pike County, Ky.—to the Committee

on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) for the benefit of Emily Byrd, of Wolfe
County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims,

1s0, a bill (H. R. 7407) for the benefit of Elizabeth Bevins, of
Pike County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a Il (H. R. 7408) for the benefit of the estate of B. §.
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 7409) to place Elias H.
“Parsons on the retired list of the United States Army—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos
D. Hoge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to
Matthew Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HULL: A hill (H. R. 7412) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Mary E. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7413) granting an increase of

pension to J. C. Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Mr. JONES of Virginia; A bill (H. R. 7414) for the relief

of William H. Howard and Oliver D. Lewis—to the Committee

on Claims.
By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 7415) for the relief of Robert
Barnett—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) for the relief of Henry C. Prater—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) granting an increase of pension to Jef-
ferson 8, Keeton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KETCHAM: A hill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase
of pension to Peter Minkler—tothe i on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) granting a pension to Alice R. Cron-
kite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 7420) granting an increase of
pension to Ira D. Marston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KELINE: A bill (H. R. 7421) granting a pension to Wil-
liam Penn Mack—to the Committee on Invalidg Pensions.

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7422) to pay Orville Jennings,
of Fualton, N. Y., for work done under contract of March 25,
1889—to the Committes on Claims.

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 7428) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Thomas D. Fitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) granting an increase of pension to John
V. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) granting an increase of ion to Wil-
liam Wiggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) granting an increase of pension to
Lemuel Rodarmel—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7427) granting an increase of pension to
Francis M. Wall—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7428) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam A. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7420) granting an increase of pemsion to
John Q. Converse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7430) granting an increase of pension to
David L. Yarnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7431) granting an increase of pension to
Charles N. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. k

Also, a bill (H. R. 7432) granting a pension to Hannah Dowd
Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 74383) granting an increase of
pension to Alexander E. Fine—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7434) granting an increase of pension to
Milton T. Dongherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, & bill (H. R. 7435) granting an increase of pension to
James D. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7436) granting an increase of pension to
James Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7437) granting a pension to Everett Jonte—
1o the Committee on Invalid Pensidns.

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7438) granting an in-
crease of pension to Corinne Tolman—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 7439) granting a pension to
Helen M. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension to Lewis Gould-
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7441) granting a pension to Charles W,
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7442) granting an increase of
pension to Marcus Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7443) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam Henry Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7444) granting a pension to Washington
Dutcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 7445) granting a pension to
Alfred Rauland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7446) granting a pension to Abijah J. Whit-
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7447) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William Bailey—t{o the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H, R. 7448) for the relief of George
Rea, deceased, 1ate of Copiah County, Miss.—to the Committee on

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of James H. Shannon—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Ann M. Brown—to the
Committee on War Claims.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of the estate of George
(. Noland, deceased—to the Committee on War Clai

Also. a bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the estate of William
R. Tinsley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7453) for the relief of the estate of John R.
Powers, deceased—to the Commitiee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of the estate of William
M. Bowles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) for the relief of Sammuel 8. Coon—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of D. O. Perkins—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7457) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine P.
Byrnes—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) for therelief of the heirs of Mrs. Nancy
Mitehell—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of the estate of William
E. Bolls, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7460) for the relief of Caleb Perkins—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7461) for the relief of the estate of Claham
Blackman, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7462) granting an in-
crease of pension to Eli Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah A. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7464) granting an increase of pension to
Annis Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) granting a pension to Abigal Tharp—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

. Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) for relief of the estate of Sewell Coul-
son, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) for the relief of Martin All—to the
Committee on Mili Affairs.

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to
Joseph A. Dudgeon—to the Committée on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 7469) granting an increase
of pension to Gustave Freudenthal—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 7470) granting an increase of pension to
Izsaac B. Goforth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) granting an increase of pension to
John Schade, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) granting an increase of pension to
Henry MeQuirter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PAYNE: A hill (H. R. 7473) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Nicholas Correll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7474) granting
an increase of pension to Fannie C. Morey—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7475) granting an increase of
pension to Margaret Oldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
S10n8. .

Also, a bill (H, R. 7476) granting a pension to August W.
Diercks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R.7477) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Cyrenins Dennis—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7478) granting a pension to Eli Tippett—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,abill (H. R. 7479) granting a pension to Eli Tippett—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 7480) for the relief of Joseph
Mahon—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7481) fixing the status of Lonuis
Weber, under section 4756, Revised Statutes—to the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr, ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7482) granting an increase of -
sion to Jennie Pittit Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
Bloms.

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 7483) granting an increase
on pension to Richmond G. Howlett—to the Committee on Invalid

E€Ns1oNs.,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to Caroline C. Kuhn—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 7485) for the relief of James W. Kingon—
to the Commiftee on War Claims.

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 7486) granting an inerease of pen-
sion to Frank B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) granting an increase of pension to
Francis Kna p(—];o gle Committee on Invalid Penxio;xs.

Also, a bi . R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to
Albert Grayem—to the Comitteehgﬁ Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7480) granting an increase
of pension to Safford R. Hamer—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7490) granting an increase of pension to John
H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7491) granting an increase of pension to Jesse
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7492) granting an increase of pension to
Alzgﬁ%)ine E. Wright—to the .Committee on Invalid Pensions.

,a bill (H. R. 7493) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam H. Seip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a (H. R. 7494) granting & pension to Richard J. Van
Valkenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Charles J. Clark—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 7496) granting a pension to
Emeline Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7497) granting a pension to Emma A, Web-
ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill {H. R. 7408) granting a pension to Miranda Berk-
head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7409) granting a pension to A. Hausman—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7500) granting a pension to Mary E.
Springer—;c)o mth{ﬁHCOﬁnrglagtiee on Invalid Pensions. -

Also, a bi . R. 7501) granting an increase of pension fo
Emily Catlin—to the Committee glnfuva]id Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7502) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions;

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 7503) granting an increase of
pension to Leroy 8. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions,

By Mr.SHULL: A bill (H. R. 7504) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Morris H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 7505) for the relief of Henry H,
Wynn—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief
of the estate of John Avritt, deceased—to the Committee on War

Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7507) to correctthe military record of Daniel
F.AJSOTraceyb—ﬂtio{tI.‘tile I?ommos') ee on Military Affairs.

. abi . R. 7508) granting a pensidn to W. B. Scroggy—
to the Committee on Invalid Pem;icumz;.pe o

Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to William L.
Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) granting an increase of pension to
Humphrey Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7511) granting an increase of pension to John
T. Stosel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7512) granting an increase of pension to
Larkin Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7513) granting an increase of pension to
‘Wiley R. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7514) granting
an increase of pension to Patrick Turney—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to
Rebecca A. Mathias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 7516) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas A. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
810ms.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7517) granting an increase of pension to
Lemuel N. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R.7518) granting
an increase of pension to Eliza Flynn—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 7519) granting an increase of pension to
James Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H, R. 7520) for the relief of
W. W. Norris—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7521) grant-
ing a pension to Julia Elgie—to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 7522) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas Hanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7523) granting an increase of pension to Aaron
D. 8. Knisiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7524) granting an increase of pension to
George F. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) granting an increase of pension to
Henry C. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) granting an in of pension to Or-
vﬂlﬁg . Sb?ile(-}—I,toRthe Comg mittee on Invalid Pensions, :

. & bi . TH27) ing a pension to David E. Bo;
to the Committee on hvﬁ%mﬁe %
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) granting a pension to Lizzie S. Tay-
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 7529) to remove the charge of desertion from
the record of Edward H. Beebe—to the Committee on Military

.Also abill (H. R. 7530) to remove the charge of desertion from
tAhg r_ecord of Edward Montgomery—tothe Committee on Military

airs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) for the relief of Robert M. Jack,
Daniel F. Jack, Henry Hayden, John Kennedy, Wright H. Calk-
ins, and James 'E. Barrett—to the Committee on Claims.

Also a bill (H. R. 7532) to remove the charge of desertion from
the record of HenryD. Cutting, alias Henry C. Stratton—to the
Committee on Military Affairs

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bﬂl {H R. 7533) to correct the military
record of Charles Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) authorizing and directing the re ay-
ment to George W. Jordon, of Skinnersburg, Scott County, Ky.,
the sum of $1,000, that he pmd to avoid the draft in 1864—to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late
de%llgy collector, seventh Kentucky district—to the Committee
on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R.7536) for the relief of Oldham County, Ky.—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) for relief of J. 8. Janus, of Shelby
Oounty, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7538) for the relief of Irene E. Johnson, ad-
ministratrix of the estate of Leo L. J ohnson, deceased—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of the African Methodist
Episcopal Zion Church—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) for the relief of the Colored Baptist
Church—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7541) for the relief of Mrs. Joanna Edwards—
to the Committee on War Clai

Also, a bill (H. R. 7542) for the relief of J. R. Roberts—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7543) for the relief of Uriah Edwards—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7544) for the relief of D, W. Price—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7545) for the relief of Frank H, Church, ad-
ministrator of the estate of Cornelius Clay Cox—to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7546) for the relief of James Miller, of Bour-
bon County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie R. As-
hurst, administratrix of the estate of William Ashurst, deceased—
to the Committee on War Claim.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Robert Langston—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 75493 to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of John C. Kane—to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. '?550) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Turner Rogers—to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of William Henry Linn—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) to remove the charge of desertion
from tha military record of Samuel I. Pearce—to the Committee
on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7553) granting a pension to Mary E. Martin—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Em-
bry—l:o the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7555) granting a pension to William P. Han-
lon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a“bill (H. R. 7556) granting a pension to Mary A. Wei- | sio

gand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) granting a pension to William G. Man-
deville—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) granting a pension to Francina Wal-
ler—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, & bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hur-
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7560) granting a pension to Martha Clark—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7561) granting a pension fo Elizabeth King—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to John Hedrick—

 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,abill (H. R. 7563) granting an increase of penmonto WwW.W.

Rowlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7564) ting an increase of pension to Sam-
uel D. McMeekin—to the %ﬁ ittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7585) granting an increase of pension to
James Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) granting an increase of pension to
Ellen Walsh, widow of John Walsh , late private Company D, Fifth
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 7567) to increase the pension of John F. Rodg-
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7568) granting an increase of pension to
Albert Costigan—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7569) granting an increase of pension to
Waller G. Bond—to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7570) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7571) granting an increase of pension to Davis
Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) granting an increase of pension to Jason
M. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 7573) for the relief of the
estate of Ramsay Crooks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, a bll]d R. 7574) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay
Crooks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs

By Mr. WALLACE: a bill (H. R. 7575) for the relief of Jacob
i i Stroope—t-o the Committee on War Claims.

, abill (H. R. 7576) for the relief of Wlllmm Crow—to the
Comm:ttee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7577) for the relief of E. C. Young, O. P.
Young, and the estate of J. A, McGinnis, deceased—to the Com-
mittee on Claim:

Also, a bill {H “R. 75T 8) for the relief of the heu-s of John W.
Barton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claim .
Also, a bill (H. R. 7579) for the relief of the heu‘s of John C.

Eckels—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) for the relief of J. C. Karr—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of the heirs of William
T. Stone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) for the relief of S. N. Caughey—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7583) for relief of estate of Joshua Hill—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of Nathaniel S. Word,
deceased, late of Ouachita County, Ark.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 7585) to correct the military
record of Larkin Tongunet—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7586) to correct the military record of Wil-
liam Loar—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) for the relief of the estate of John H,
Piatt, deceased—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7588) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of William A. Stewart—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 7589) granting a pension to
Nancy Peltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) for the relief of Francis M. Watrous—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7591) grantu;l%u increase of pension to
John L. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7592) granting an increase of pension to
William V. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7593) granting an increase of pension to
Charles H. McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7594) granting an
increase of pension to Charles H. Miller—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7595) ting
a pension to Ella Hatfield—to the Committee on Invalid- Pen-

ions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7526) granting an
increase of pension to Cornelius C. Maynis—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) granting an increase of pension to John
M. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7598) Sranhng a pension to Mastin W. Bond—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to Lucinda Mec-
Corkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7600) grant-
ing a pension to Nelson Thomas—to the Committee on Penswns

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R.7601) granting an increase
of pension to Eleazar Jones—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7602) granting a pension to
Mary A. Dickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R.7603) granting a pension to James Foltz—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 7604) granting a pension to Mary Amanda
Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R.7605) granting a pension to Nancy Hawkins—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7606) granting a pension to Sarah E. Haynes—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7607) granting a pension to Rev. Joel W.
Nye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7608) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth A. Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7609) granting an increase of pension to
Mary A. Ryon—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7610) for the relief of the heirs of Alpha A.
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7611) for relief of William Martin—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief of the
estate of Brig. Gen. Wager Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of
Refculgges, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands—to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension
to Caroline Bittrolff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Papers relating to the eight-
hour bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of the Grain Dealers’ National Cenvention, rela-
tive to legislation to render the decisions of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission effective—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Paper toaocompangbill (H. R. 5250)grant-
ing increase of pension to Levi G. Cunningham—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Verdon, Nebr., favor-
ing passage of the McCumber bill—to the Committee on Aleoholic
Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the executive commit-
tee of the Southwestern Lumbermen’s Association, of Kansas
City, Mo., relating to an amendment to Senate bill 1261, which
denies use of the mails to certain class of literature—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the settlers of the Indian Pasture Reserve,

" No. 8, Comanche County, Okla,, relating to the treaty between
the Kiowa and Apache tribes of Indians, in Oklahoma, and the
United States regarding the Neutral Strip and other lands in
Oklahoma—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, petition of citizens of Duncan, Ind. T., favoring passage
of a bill opening to settlement the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche
Indian Pasture Reserve, No. 8, in Comanche County, Okla.—to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of Colonel Givens Post, No.
200, Grand Army of the Republic, Hallowell, ent of
Kansas, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Southwestern
Lumbermen’s Association, relating to an amendment to Senate
bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Convention at
Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of power of Interstate
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Homer
Lycurgus Law—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. COWHERD: Paper to accompany bill granting a pen-
sion to William T. Mefford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
BlOTS8,

By Mr. DANIELS: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen-
sion of William Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of J. S. Wilson, trustee, Mineral
County, W. Va., praying for reference of war claim to the Court
of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, papers to accompany claim of John N, Trussell—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr: DRAPER: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National
Convention at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of
power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, ESCH: Petition of citizens of La Crosse, Wis., favoring
the - improvement of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

E=Alr

Also, resolution of the La Crosse (Wis.,) Manufacturers and
Jobbers’ Union, favoring enlargement of power of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, Wis., relative
to the improvement of the npper Mississippi River—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Nicholas Gruber—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolution of Grain Dealers’ National Convention, at
Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of power of Interstate
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National
Convention, at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of
power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, in favor of the appoint-
ment of a permanent nonpartisan tariff commission—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of citizens of Keokuk, Towa, for im-
provement of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors. -

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Rev. Francis Z. Rossiter,
against sale of liguor in Government buildings—to the Committee
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill fo increase the
pension of John L. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of officers of Twenty-seventh Indiana Regiment,
in favor of bill fo increase the pension of John L. Files—to the
CoAlm;nittee on tl(;lvalid Penm%nﬁsl Mo g : e

o, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
Lient. Elymas F. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
to John r, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of Board of Trade and citizens of New
Bedford, Mass., for breakwater in Buzzards Bay, Massachusetts—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of William Stone, heir of Mark
Stone, Maury County, Tenn., praying for reference of claim to
the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee
on War Claims,

Also, petition of Mitchell H. Butt, Maury County, Tenn., ad-
ministrator on the estate of Diana Butt, praying for reference of
claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, petition of John M. Speed, Maury County, Tenn., pray-
ing for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bow-
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of J. W. Wallis, Clayton County, Ga., praying
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman
Act—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of 8. J. Carmichael, Loudon, Tenn., praying for
reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman
Act—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, HITT: Petition of Rev. Charles E. Dunn, of Freeport,
I, favoring Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of business men of Ashton, Ill., protesting against
passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads,

Also, petition of Rev. M. S. Newcomer and others, of Mount
Ca(tl'roll, L., _favorélpg t%he a}attiicalgteqn ll;ﬁ]l] the McCumber billt.
and urging investigation of delay in gymnasiums a
army posts—to the Committee on i[ilitary f.é;%rs.

Also, petition of W. S. Smith, of Elmoville, I11., favoring Hep-
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Asso-
ciation Convention, at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement
of power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HULL: Petition of citizens, favoring passage of Me-
Cumber bill—to the Committee on Aleoholie Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Hamilton Post, Grand Army
of the Republic, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., fayoring the passage of a
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of residents of Fulton, N. Y., praying
for legislation prohibiting the use of intoxicating liquors in Goy-
ernment institutions—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

. By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany bill H. R, 6633, grant-
ing an increase of pension to Clark Tritt—to the Committee on

Pensions.
Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6632, claim of W.R. Lee
against United States—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R.
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5609, granting a pension to B. F. Grigsby—to the Committee on!
“Invalid Pensions, A

‘By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National |-

Convention, relative to legislation to render the decisions of the
‘Interstate Commerce Commission effective—to the Committee on
‘Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition relative to the eight-hour bill and the anti-injunc-
O s, SRS of Taden: Panevs to bill grantin

By Mr. 0 ana: Papers to accompany granting
E:Y pes;sion to Annis Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
-gions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
to Samhpi. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
MlBi Mr. McMORRAN f Petiﬁonls_of c;mﬁﬂe]ns tgfthliarine City,

ich., against passage of a parecels-pos — e Committee
‘on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Outdoor Art League, of Cal-
ifornia, urging that legislation be enacted to preserve the Cala-
veras trees of California—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, paper: to accompany bill H. R. 7217, granting a pension
to Elizabeth E. Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition_of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, rel-
-ative to legislation to render the decisions of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission effective—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill
granting a pension to Nora Stokes—to the Commiitee on Invalid
“Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill
-granting an increase of pension to Cyrenins Dennis—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. RIDER: Paper to accommg'bﬂl to remove charge of
desertion from record of Joseph on—to the Committee on
-Military Aﬁai{g. o e : - ;

Also, accompan granting an increase of pension
to Ira Bgcaﬁ—-to the Com):g'jttee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of Jennie Pettit Morrison for increase
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National
Convention,at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of power
of Interstate Commerce Commisgion—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 6994, granting
“increase of pension to Theresa Nebrich—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6699, to pension Oscar W,
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6995, grantingan increase
of pension to Jeseph H. Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6698, granting a pension
‘to Mary L. Adler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of Woodson Post, No. 185, Grand
Army of the Republic, Yates Center, Kans., favoring the passage
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolutions of the executive committee of the Southwest-
+ern Lumberman’s Association, protesting against the passage of
‘Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
Roads.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of residents of New York Mills,
N. Y., praying for legislation against polygamy—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SLEMP: Paper to accompany bill to correct military
record of Henry H. Wynn—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of merchants of Colfax, TII.,
against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads,

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Paper toaccompany bill granting increase
of pension to Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolution of Booth Post, No. 130, Grand
Army of the Republic, Grand Meadow, Minn., favoring passage
of bill granting a pension of $12 a month to seldiers who served
ninety days or more in the war of 1861-1865—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Resolution of citizens of
North Carolina, asking for legislation against the cotton-boll
weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of Board of Trade of Baltimore
city, relating to the deepening of the main ship channel from
the port of Baltimore to a depth of 35 feet—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. WADE: Petition of East Daven Turnverein, of Da-
venport, Iowa, against the passage of the Hepburn bill, relative to
interstate liguor traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor

By Mr. WARNER: Petitions of citizens of Bement, Piatt

‘County; of citizens of Strasburg, Shelby County; of citizens of

Cow;'gegﬁ ShmEW, and of If’hilo,
g the ge of any
mmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. WILEY of New J : Papers to accompany bill
granting pension to Mrs. Hedwig A. Maas—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany bill to in-
crease pension of Lucinda McCorkle; also, papers to accompany
bill to increase pension of John M. Stevens; also, papers to ac-
company bill to pension John Whitehead; also, papers to accom-

bi{I to increase pemsion of Cornelius C. Mangis—to the

‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions.

Champaign County, 111,
rcelgl?lpoet bill—to the

SENATE.
TUESDAY, December 15, 1903,

Prayer by Rev. J. WESLEY SULLIVAN, chaplain of the State
senate, Harrisburg, Pa.

Mr. AxsgrLM J, McLAURIN, a Senator from the State of Missis-
sigﬁil, appeared in his seat to-day.

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. BURROWS, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was di_%)ensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Journal
will stand approved. 1t is approved.

KIOWA INDIAN AGENCY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-

munication from the gecrehry of the Interior, transmitting the

results of the investigation into the affairs of the Kiowa Indian

Agency; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to

the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the conrt
in the cause of Plains Lodge, No. 135, Free and Accepted Masons,
of East Baton Rouge Parish, La., v. The United States; which,
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on
Claims, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of sundry citizens of West
Bay City and Lyons, and of the Ladies’ Literary Club of Grand
Rapids, all in the State of Michigan, praying for an investigation
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REEp 8Moor, a Sena-
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of B. Frank Max-
son Post, No. 428, of Alfred; of L. O. Morris Post, No. 121, of
Albany; of William E. Avery Post, No. 438, of New York City;
of A. A, Curtin Post, No. 302, of Geneseo; of Abraham Vosburg
Post, No. 93, of Peekskill; of Gordon Granger Post, No. 7, of Clif-
ton Springs; of Swift Post, No. 94, of Geneva; of C. L. Willard
Post, No. 34, of Troy, and of D. F, Schenck Post, No. 271, of Fulton,
all of the Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic,
in the State of New York, 1:|x-sy1'n‘§l for the enactment of a service-
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions,

‘He also presented ?etitions of the Woman's Home and Forei
Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Mechanicevi]in;
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Dobbs Ferry; of
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Pinebush; of the
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Halsey Valley; of the
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Westtown; of sundry
citizens of Frankfort and Schuyler; of the congregation of the
First Pres rian Church of Rensselaer; of the congregation of
the United byterian Church of Coila; of the Woman's Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Angelica; of the Sabbath School of the
Presbyterian Church of Catskill; of the congregation of the
Presbyterian Church of Lake George; of the National Sabbath
Alliance, of New York City; of sundry citizens of Corinth; of the
congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Brunswick; of
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Brookhaven, and
of sundry citizens of New York Mills and Troy, all in the State of"
New York, praying for an investigation of the charges made and
filed against Hon. REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah;
ghich were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec-

ons.

Mr. FATRBANKS ted memorials of the New Albany Ice
Company, of New Albany; of the Retail Merchants’® Association
of Evansville, and of E. E. Perry, of Indianapolis, all in the State
of Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation
relative to the use of the mails for certain classes of literature
and for contracts of insurance; which were referred to the Com-

mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads,
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