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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

WEDNESDAY, Janua1·y 27, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CounEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
By unanimous consent, the Committee on War" Claims was dis

charged from consideration of the bill (H. R. 9313) to pay all 
Federal soldiers honorably discharged $2 per day while confined 
in Confederate military prisons thirty days or more; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

POSTAL CARS. -
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker,Isubmitthefollowingpriv

ileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, '+'hat the Postmaster-G~ne~l be, an<~ he is he:eby, req~ested to 

furnish to the House of Representatives mformation showmg the senal num
ber of all postal cars for whic~ the Post-O~ce Depa1:tment ~paying rental 
in addition to the amount paid for carrymg the mails therem, the name of 
the railroad company owning the same, and the time of service of each car 
from date of original construction and first use, together with all changes of 
serial number of car and ownership. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 
The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which has been re

ferred House resolution No. 121, calling upon the Postmaster-General forcer
tain information relative to the service performed by railway post-office cars, 
has had the same under consideration, and begs to report the same to the 
House and with the recommendation that as amended the same do pass. 

Amend as follows: Strike out all of the preamble. Add after the word 
"ownership," in line 9, the following: "and the condition of said cars on June 
00, 1903." • 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. OvERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 
FLYING-MACHINE EXPERIMENTS AND CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
privileged report from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, reguested to 

furnish the House of Representatives at his earliest convenience mth a state
ment showing the am?:unt of mo:ney disbursed by his :pepartment in the pro
motion of flymg-macliine experrments and COJlitruction, whether under the 
direction of Prof. S. P. Langley or otherwise, together with the dates when 
said disbursements were made and funds from which they were drawn. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Indiana any motion 
to submit? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move the adoption of the report and that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first intimation the Chair has had 
of any motion to lay on the table. The gentleman from Indiana 
moves that the report lie on the table. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
to have the resolution again reported. 

The SPE.AKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again read 
the resolution. 

The Clerk again reported the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to 

have the report read in his time? 
Mr.HEMENWAY. Ido. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. HEMENW .A Y, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the 

following report: • 
The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred House resolu

tion No.160, requesting the Secre.tary of War to turnish a sta~ment of .the 
amount of money disbursed by his J?epartment m ~he promotion of flym~
machine experiments and constructiOn, together mth the dates when sa1d 
disbursements were made and funds from which they were drawn, report as 

fot:S~uch"as the information called fo1· by the resolution is fully set forth 
on page 6 of the Thirteenth Report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifica
tion under date of October 1,1903, the committee recommend that the reso
luti~n be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask in my time that 
the law be read and then that the report of the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification relating to this matter be also read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read as requested. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION. 

To enable the Board to make all needful and proper purchases, experi
ments, and tests to ascertain, with a view to their utili.za.tion hr. tha Govern
ment, the most effective guns, small arms, ~artridges, projectile.s, fuses, ex
plosives, torpedoes, armor plates, and other rmplements and. engmes of war, 
and to purchase or cause to be manufactured. under authority of the f:?ecre
tary of War

1
such guns, catTiages, armor plates, ~nd other war ~aterml as 

may in the JUdgment of the Board, be necessary m the proper discharge of 
the duty devolved upon it by the act approved September 2'2, 1888; to pay the 
salary of the civilian member of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification 
proVIded by the act of February 24, 1891, and for the necessary traveling ex-

penses of said member when traveling on duty as contemplated in said act; 
for the payment of the necessary expenses of the Board, including a per diem 
allowance to each officer detailed to serve thereon, when employed on duty 
away from his permanent station, of $2.50 a day; and for the test of expen
mental guns, carriages, and other devices procured in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, $100,<XX>, the 
expenditure of which shall be made by the several bureaus of the War De
partment heretofore having jurisdiction of the samebor by the Board itselfl 
as the Secretary of War may direct: Provided, That afore any money sha.l 
be expended in the construction or test of any gun gun carriage, ammuni
tion, or implements under the supervision of the said Board, the Board shall 
be satisfied, after due inquiry, that the Government of the United States has 
a-lawful right to use the mventions involved in the construction of such gun, 
gun carriage; ammunition, or imJ?lements, or that the construction or test is 
made at the request of a person e1ther having such lawful right or authorized 
to convey the same to the Government. 

That all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this act 
shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War, it is to the manifest interest of the United States to 
make purchases in limited quantities ab1·oa<}. which material shall be ad
mitted free of duty. 

The Clerk read the following from the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification: 

THE LANGLEY AERODROME. 
Early in the year 1898 a board composed of officers of the Army and Navy 

was appointed to examine the models and principles of the aerodrome de
vised by Dr. S. P. Langley, Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, and to 
report whether or not, in its opinion, a large machine of this design could be 
built; and if so, whether it would be of practical value. 

The report of this board was referred to the Board of Ordnance and Forti:fi
r.ation for action, and Doctor Langley was invited to appear before the 
Board and further explain the proposed construction. 

In view of the great utility of such a device, if a practical success the 
Board, on N ovemoor 9,1898, made an allotment of $25,<XX> for the construction, 
development, and test of an aerodrome to be made under the direction of 
Doctor Langley, with the understanding that an additional allotment of the 
same amount would be made later. On December 18,1899, the additional 
allotment of $25,<XX> was made. 

The construction of the machine was delayed by Doctor Langley's ina
bility to procure a suitable motor, which he was :finally obli~ed to design. 
The aerodrome was completed about July 15, 1903, and its test IS in progress. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that this 
report furnishes the information desired by the gentleman who 
introduced the resolution, the Committee on Appropriations 
recommend that the resolution lie on the table. Years ago there 
was great complaint that the citizens of the United States, who 
had some invention that they wanted tested by the Government, 
could not be recognized; that only army officers and those con
nected with the Government service had any chance of having 
their inventions tested. So a new board was created, known as 
the'' Board of Ordnance and Fortification," and a civilian member 
ordered to that Board, Congress having in view that this civilian 
member would take care of the rights of the citizen who wanted 
to have matters tested. A hundred thousand dollars has been set 
aside each yea!' for the purpose of these investigations. It is evi
dent from the report that this Board first set aside $25,000 for the 
purpose of investigating flying machines. Later they set aside 
"25,000 more, the first $25,000 having been expended. That is the 

history of it, and no doubt the Board acted within the law when 
they set aside that money for that investigation. Whether or not 
it was a proper thing to do of course is to be determined by this 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification. But, as all the information 
the Department has in regard to the matter is contained in this 
report, we see no reason why the resolution should not lie on the 
table. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me to aak him 
a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 
Mr. IDTCHCOCK. Does this $50,000 which has been set aside 

from the funds appropriated for ordnance and fortifications rep
resent all the expenditure of Government money for this flying
machine experiment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It does. 
ltir. IDTCHCOCK. There has been no money taken from other 

funds? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I understand not. I don't think there is 

any fund available in the Government. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, I am informed from the Smithsonian 

Institution itself, in an indirect way, that there is an additional 
$.23,000 of money which has been drawn from other funds after 
the exhaustion of either the first or second appropriation, and I 
would like to ask the gentleman what objection there can possibly 
be to getting the fullest information on this suoject? This is a 
problem worse than the problem of Ann's age, and if it is going 
to cost us $73,000 to construct a mud duck that will not fly 50 feet, 
how much is it going to cost to construct a real flying machine? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to say, leaving out any question 
about a mud duck, that the twenty-three or twenty-four thou
sand dollars that has been expended in addition to the Govern
ment money is money that in no way belongs to the Government. 
It is money thai belongs to the Smithsonian Institution. When 
that Institution was founded, Mr. Smithson donated a large sum 
of money, and from time to time since that citizens of the United 
States have donated money to the Smithsonian Institution. That 
money is under the control of the Regents of the Institution. . It 
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is not Government money in any sense-and the Government has 
no control whatever over that money. Out of that fund, I un
derstand, rome $23,000, or something in that neighborhood, has 
been expended on this flying machine. 

Mr. illTCHCOCK. So that this $23,000 that has been referred 
to is taken from the appropriation for curios? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is not an appropriation. The gentle
man ought to listen to my answer. It is not an appropriation at 
all. The Government has no control whatever over the money of 
the Smithsonian Institution. It is money that belongs to that In
stitution. It is simply private funds that belong to that Institu
tion and that are controlled by the Regents of that Institution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. To whom does that Institution belong? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. It is the Smithsonian Institution, aided by 

·the Government in many ways, but having a large fund of its 
own, which the Regents control themselves. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is an institution which belongs to the 
public, is it not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. 
Mr. HEl\IENWAY. Oh, no; the Government aids the Smith

sonian Institution in many ways. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it a private institution? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. They have a large fund that is purely a 

private fund, which has been donated to that institution by pri
vate individuals, and that the Government in no way controls 
except that we, I believe, have something to do with the appoint
ment of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. I believe the 
House appoints three, and those three are now Mr. HITT of illi
nois, Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, and Mr. DINSMORE of Arkan-
sas, Members of this body. -

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether a reasonable amonnt of time will be allowed 
to discuss this resolution under the rules? . I should like to make 
a talk on this extravagance. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will yield the gentleman five minutes' 
time, if he desires it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. HITCHCOCK] for five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. I understand that 

this is a report that the resolution •lie on the table. If it is, I 
make the point of order that a motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Tha-t motion has not yet been entered. The 
resolution is reported back, and it would require a motion to be 
entered before a point of order would lie. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood that the report of the committee 
was that the resolution do lie on the table, and that has been 
presented. 

The SPEAKER. The report was read within the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEME...~~], no doubt, for the in
formation of the House; but the reading of the report does not 
make the motion to lie upon the table. Now, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. liEME..'TWAY] is recognized for an hour and has 
already addressed the House, and from his time yields to the gen
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK] five minutes. When the 
gentleman from Indiana or anybody else having the floor, with 
the right to make a motion to lie upon the table, makes that mo
tion, then that motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make the 
motion until there can be reasonable debate. The gentleman 
from Nebraska ought to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nebraska [~Ir. HITCHCOCK]. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to understand 
why a legitimate inquiry for information-detailed information
should be met by these various committees wi~h an effort. to keep 
the information from the House. If there IS any possible eVIl 
which the newcomer in Washington discovers before he discovers 
any other, it is the overwhelming and tremendous extravagance 
of this Government. We are now expending of the people's 
money over $2,000,000 a day. That is twice as much as was re
quired for the Government expenditures twenty years ago. We 
are expending this vast sum of money in a time of absolute 
peace. We are approaching, as the cha:irman of the .Commit~e 
on Appropriations [Mr. HEliENwAY] himself has said, a period 
in which the national finances will be involved in a large deficit. 
And yet any effort, however small, to curb e~·ava~ance anq in
vestigate ridiculous and unwarranted expendituJes IS met by the 
leaders on the Republican side of this Honse with an effort to cut 
it off and shield the extravagance. 

I realize, Mr. Speaker, that Professor Langley, Curator of the 
~ Smithsonian Institution, is a learned man. He is erudite in scien-

tific matters. He knows a vast amount about extinct animals 
and stuffed birds. He is at home with the Fte:rodactyl ornitho
stoma, and for such reasons he bas a valuable part in the work 
of the Institution. But I see no reason, and the taxpayers of the 
country can see no reason, Mr. Speaker, why at national expense 
he should be constituted and established a modern Darius Green. 
Certainly the traditional Darius Green met with no more com
plete failure in his attempted flight from the New England barn 
than this modern imitator at national expense has attained. 

There is a reason, Mr. Speaker . for economy in our national 
finances which does not apply to expenditures in this country with 
the same force. It is because our national revenues are derived 
from the people not in proportion to their abilit y to pay, not in 
proportion to the benefits which they derive from this National 
Government, but practic3Jly on the basis of a per capita tax. The 
poor man with a family of ten persons pays much more national 
taxation than the wealthy bachelor. Our national laws lay no 
taxes on wealth. The great accumulations of wealth make no 
contributions to our national revenues. 

Our national finances are organized altogether upon the theory 
of taxing the consumer. He bears the burden. Even the income 
tax, passed by a Democratic Congress, was killed by the Supreme 
Court. . 

This is the fact. It is a bad system. It puts the burdens of 
government on the people without any regard to their ability to 
pay. This being so, the least we can do is not to squander the 
money. This vast revenue taken from the people at the rate of 
$2,000,000 a day should be regarded as a trust fund, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations owes it to the peo
ple to see that all these ridiculous fads and foibles these experi
ments and wastes of public money, are checked and stopped. It 
is not the duty of the chairman of that committee, or any other 
chairman, when an inquiry is proposed seeking information as to 
how much is being expended, tointerposeobjectimis and obstacles. 
He refers to some vague and incomplete report which I have never 
seen and which was made last year, but not to this House nor in 
any detail. That report should come to this House, and we should 
know when and how much money was expended in this matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I realize that it is not possible to get this 
information if the chairman of the committee refuses to give us 
his aid. I realize my unpopnlar position in Washington. I real
ize fully that in coming here as an advocate of economy in national 
affairs I expose myself to attack. As the chairman of the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads said yesterday, I" incnr 
mere notoriety." I knC»V that a demand for economy is not the 
path to popularity in Washington. · 

But I tell yon gentlemen on the Republican side that in the 
next campaign, the campaign that we are approaching, you will 
find the Democratic party ~pealing to the people of the country 
on several vital issues. One of 'the most important and incontro
vertible influences for Democratic success will be the charge that 
you have been running this Government into a degree of extrava
gance unheard of in the history of the world. Compared to other 
great nations of the world, you have made ours reckless and 
wasteful. You have squandered the people~s money, and the 
party in _Eower at the present time is charged with full responsi
bility. LLoud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr. HEMENWAY] to yield me ten minutes. -

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish the gentleman would take his 
time when we come to the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It will not take any more time 
now, and I hope the gentleman will not interpose objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should like to dispose of this matte1· a~ 
get to the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I tbinkthe gentleman recognizes 
that this is not going to precipitate any considerable debate. I 
think that my remarks will practically be all there is of discll.S
sion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, evidence is multi

plying daily to show that every plan proposed for the expenditure 
of money, though it be fantastic and extravagant, receives sup
port from some officer, bureau, or department, and we must de
sign means. to restrain impetuosity and curb this lavish waste. 
No extravagant scheme should be ventured on by a board or bu
reau till expressly sanctioned by Congress. 

The chairman of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, Mr. GROSVE..'WR, of Ohio, in his recent report, said: 

There is no legitimat.e expenditure possible within the wide scope of na
tional jurisdiction that the American people do not rush lavishly into, even 
to the extent of promoting experiments in aerial navigation. 

This, I think, is diplomatic censure of extravagance where 
found~ and intended for the officers who represent and should 
stand for the people, and does not imply that the people approve it. 

The gentleman stands afar off and points in the right direction 
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of th-e target and hlt armmd its edges. He fa a prominent: aeto:r 
in the shooting mateb and a friend of the· p:roprie-Wr8 of th~ show. 
Some of the- owners are not vigilant, others a1-e sleeping~ but he 
hesitates- to ring the gong to wake them up. I am a 'little closer 
t.'f.lan my friend, and will try ro hit the bu1Ys-eye if I can. 

We sh"Ould strike- direetcy at- that quoor sch-eme of aerial navi
gation w:f:rereby a scientific pxomoteY, encouraged by exeentive 
officerS', rf not by C~ngress, raised Ole high expectation of the 
publiC' and his demands for money, only to have- the ve-nture 
fall flat and the money sunk at th&:fil'st opportmrlty to test his 
apparatus. We should stay the· hand of wasteful adventure and 
strike down such costly bubhles as Langley's air shipg and air 
cast!es and rescue the innocent pu boo frum sueb dreaiM. 

I wocld do the professor no- injustiee. I admit his ability and 
pnwer1 b-m I do not eoncede it in the field of aerial mrvigation, bnt 
in the domain of hypnotism, and to that atandsasmshfuingmark 
11is ability to get many thousands of dollars from officers not in 
the care of their friends, not under chargesr in high official posi
tion, or from their snbordinates, who should be men of son:nd busi
ness wisdom. Such he infl:nerreed in his aerodrE>me device-, so 
visfunazy that to the ordinary mind it would seem that wisdom 
would have shown its-fntHity. 

Congress mu.st protect itself or be> eharged with th~ folly. If 
Congress pass-appropriaton bills in general language and e-xecu
tive officers punue this cou:rse, there is no protection against any 
Don Quixote extravagances that belong to the realms of fa bie or 
fietion. 

In the 1angu:aga of the last fortification approp1iation bill-and 
it was. notbroaderormore limited than the actofSe-ptemberr1888, 
creating the Board of Ordnance and Forlffication1 whie-h spends 
this money-we provided for H investigations~ experiments, and 
tests " and used the words ' 1 other implementS' and engines of 
war. ' Within these words is the only authority for-this reckless 
eXJ?enditure Is Langley's air ship an " implement" or "engine 
of war?' r I think not. Did the experts' think so?" I would not so 
charge them. A regiment of them would not conquer- the Fiji 
Islands, exc-ept perhaps, by scaring their people to death._ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman say that an effective 
air ship would not be an instrument of war?-

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say that Langley s air ship is 
not an instrument of war. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not Langiers air ship1 but an effecti-ve 

a~~OBTI~SON of Indiana. I mn referring ta this pa:rticmar 
one. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If they could sail up over the enemy's 
camp and see what he had there in the way of men and fortifica
tions, and ascertain. all about hi.In:, and still be ont of danger 
themselves, thatwonld be an instrnment of war that would be 
more valuable and more formidable than any that the world has 
ever yet seen. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am sn:re that the gentleman 
will never see any such thing done by Langley's air ship. We 
must stop this or some bureau under the guide of some professor 
will be projecting a railroad to the moon. 

If we do not, who can tell how soon some one will infinenee 
some Department to test the prf:nciple of erecting buildings be
ginning with the roof, with no foundation; who knows how soon 
some scientist will be promoting with Government aid a plan to 
feed spiders on glue and bluebottle ffies to make it weave a fab
ria of strength and color; who Imows but that some dreamer will 
be encouraged to test the efficacy of hermetically sealing np hot 
air in bottles in summer to let it loose in cold. inclement weather? 

We should frnme onr appropriation bills so that unsuspect
ing Government official's susceptible to hypnotic- influence of sci
entific dreamers may not be led away. Give them a Congressional 
jolt to awaken them from the spell cast by impra-ctical scientific 
enthusiasts, to disenchant them, to the end that the public shall 
be protected, that the Government pay roll sha-ll not open to 
dreamers, and to emphasize that official position is not a ''private 
snap,,, that the avenues to the Trea-sury shall not open to scientific 
explorers or exploiters either of the earth or heavens, except as 
the public needs require it. 

Is the Board of Ordnance and Fortification by its adventures to 
become known as holding out invitation to those who honestly 
believe that the world owes them a living and who can not make 
connection to get it outside of Government shelter? This Board 
is a creation of Congress sixteen years old. It has been fed by 
blanket appropriations. We are warned to be specific. 

What became of Langley's air-ship plan that cost so much 
money? It was referred to the Board and the public knows. the 
result. 

At t.he breaking out of the Spanish war a gentleman wrote to 
me that he had an idea that he thought humanitarian and that 
would tend to shorten hostilities. He had great confidence in the 
War Department, but he was desirous of securing credit if his 

plan was ad.opted. It was :for oo:r soldier'S' fa cal!'l'Y with them 
metal plates, highly polished, o-r mirrors, and reffect the ann in 
the e-ye~ of thg enemy on tb.e firing· line. 

I did not- at that tim& know that this Board was investigating 
these stibj~ets, and 1 responded to 1iim that I had :perleet c-onfi
dence- in the War Department, a-s he could have. I never- heard 
that his matter was a subject of mvestigation or expense; out I 
make no complaint, no-t even though there may have bee-n a dlir
crimination in favor of Lang1ey"s project. 

I ha-ve no disposition ro criticise Pro-fessor- Langley or his scien
tific theory, except in the manner he scored every othe1· plan of 
aerial navigation. Hewaseausticand nnsparing. What became 
of the pet hobby of the scientific specialist? He fitted up his ship 
with great secrecy, and withal elaborately and at great expens6'j 
it was well oiled and p<ilished; in all it appointments it was deli
cately balanced; in an its meehanism it was measured to the sci
entific scale; it was prepared for flight, resting on terra firma on 
a.n ark of safety, head forward, and overlooking the Potomac 
River; externa] force was applied to give it momentum, and it 
started on its flight in the air over the river; it flew 7J o:r 3 inehes 
beyond its bas& (there is' some dispn-te as to the distance), and 
leaving its :firm base it gravitated st~ight down to the earth in 
the bottom of the river. 

There it lay, a jumble of tangled wreckage; a t?.ngled mass that 
looked like old scrap- iron; a mixed assortment of wings and tails 
and fans; a tangled mass of scientific destruction, swept by the 
slee-py tide of the Poromae, resting in its watery grave, a monu
ment-to Langley and of administrative folly. 'Tiris frnit of ' in
vestigation! experiments, and tests'~ of ''"impleme ts and engines 
of war" did not have the virtue of a :flying machine invented cen
turies ago. When the promoter of that too-k his position on a 
promontory over a river and jumped off, flopping his wings,. he 
fell into- the water, but it was fOtDld that the wings that wo-uld 
not sustain him in the air saved him from drCTwning when he 
reached the river. 

Langley's last and final collapse almost resulted in the death of 
Mr. Manly, and this misfortune was only averted by the vigilant 
newspaper correspondents, who had waited so long in their boats 
for the final test that, according to the press- accounts, their 
beards had grown long and shaggy. 
Thi~ was the end of the scientifie exploration, but the absu:rd 

development of this impractical theory had been going on for 
years, and was on the Govenrrnent pay roll~ wasting thousands 
of dollars in salary fup:d and for experimentation. Obstaeles, 
failnre, and collapse only seemed to sharpen the appetite for more 
money. 

Is it not time for Congressional dissent? The last army fortifi
cation bill, following former a-cts, provided "'"that before any 
money shall be expended in the construction or test of * * * 
implements *' * *' the board shall be satisfied after dne in
quiry that the Government of the United States has a lawful 
right to use the inventions." Did the War Department think 
that this was an invention?' Charity forbids that thought. 

The published accotmts state that all devices claimed as inven· 
tions are- not necessarily snch; that the Patent Office- <hew the 
line on a freak invention claimed, and refused a patent to one who 
claimed the priority of right in the scheme of drawing a chalk 
line aronnd a molasses barrel to keep ants from walling up. 

What we are interested in now is, who is responsible for this 
folly? Is Congress? Will not some Member having the appro
priation bill in band tell usr Can he not make it clear that Con
gress never authorized the propagation of sneh vagaries by show
ing that it was' a misconstruction or a violent abuse of discretion 
that caused it? This mllSt be done or Congress stands charged 
with the abuse. 

One good will come from investigation and explanation. It will 
open light on how far Congress has been misled, how far miscon
struction of our acts and appropriations have obtained in this and 
other Departments of the Government. I think we can clear our 
skirts and show that the offices and bureaus and Departments 
alone are responsible, and we shonld be swift to apply the remedy. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, the question before the 
Honse is on the resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HITCHCOCK]. His resolution requests certain information. The 
Committee on Appropriations report back the resolution with the 
recommendation that it lie on the table, for the reason that the 
information requested by him is given in a report which has been 
read at the Clerk1S desk and given exactly, showing that so much 
money has been set aside by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifi
cation for this purpose; that $25,000 was first set aside; that 
that sum has been expended; that $25t000 more was set aside, 
and that that S1l1Il has bGen partially expended. 

It further develops that from the funds of the Smithsonian In
stitution some S-23,000 has been expended. So that gives the infor· 
mation thatthe gentleman from Nebraska sought to secure, and 
there is no occasion for the resohttion being sent to any of the 
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Departments of the Government, and no reason why the resolu
tion should not lie upon the table. 

Now as to the merits. If you read the records of Congress yon 
will find that years ago, between 6 o'clock and 12 o'clock one 
night, when it was safd that a telegraph line could be constructed, 
and that we could send messages by wire from here to Baltimore, 
many men in this Honse got up and laughed at the idea and said 
it was a ridiculous waste of public money to appropriate anything 
for that purpose. Yet the appropriation was made, and we not 
only send telegrams by wire to Baltimore but we can send them 
all over the world. 

When the telephone was proposed they said yon could not talk 
from here to some one in New York; yet they are talking to-day 
from New York to Nebraska through the telephone. When in
vestigations of this kind are being made we. always find gentle
men who come here and say these things are impossible. 

The sole question before the House now is to secure the infor
mation requested by the gentleman in his resolution. That in· 
formation has been furnished and placed before the House. That 
is all we a.re determining on this vote. It is not a question 
whether money ought or ought not to l;>e expended for flying ma
chines. That question is not here. 

The sole question is, H~ the information requested by the reso
lution been furnished? It has been furnished in the report that 
has been read to the Honse, and there is nothing else to do with 
the resolution but to lay it on the table. Therefore I move, Mr. 
Speaker, that the resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. I 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not care to yield now. The gentle
man has had his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

URGEN'l' DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 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 urgent deficiency 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 10954. 

The motion was agreed to. · 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. TAWNEY in the 
chair. 

The CHAffiMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 10954. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. BuRKETT]. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, on last· evening we all went 
home late to dinner. The Journal, as just read, shows that we 
did not adjourn until 5.47. We remained here, all of us, long 
after the usual hour of adjournment, weary as we were and hungry, 
listening to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], the 
distinguished leader of the Democracy of the House and the 
leader of the Democratic party of the United States. 

You upon that side of the aisle were anxious to hear what was 
to be in cribed upon your banner in the coming campaign, anx
iously longing that he might drop out some keynote and give to 
you perhaps the paramount issue, as it were, and with it some 
hope for the campaign before you. We upon this side of the House 
were anxious to know what excuse there might be for the longer 
existence of the Democratic party. 

I want to say, in beginning, to our Democratic friends that I 
have always had a good deal of deference for a Democrat, indi
vidually speaking; I have always believed that a Democrat was 
as honest and as courageous and as patriotic as anybody else. I 
have always conceded to the Democrats, individually, that they 
were just as devoted to humanity, their flag, and their country 
a anybody else; but I have always believed, as I believe to-day, 
and my belief grows stronger every time I hear a speech on that 
side of the House, that the Democratic party is absolutely wrong 
upon every question of government in this country; and from all 
I can observe there is no hope for anything better from it in the 
future. 

Now, the discussion yesterday suggested to me to make a few 
remarks, and I may say that I had not asked for any time and did 
not expect until last night, in fact, that I should speak. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] askea the gentle
man from Missis ippi, the leader of the Democratic par~y, the 
direct question: "Are you or are you not in favor of the n·ee co,in-

age of silver?'" It should have required but one word to answer. 
The gentleman from Mississippi said he would answer frankly, 
and then he took fourteen minutes and thirty-seven seconds of 
time to do it [laughter], and said what will be a column of the 
RECORD in that "frank expression " 'of his position. And when 
he got through tliere was not a man in the House who knew any 
better than he did when he began where he stood and where 
the Democratic palty was going to stand on the free coinage of 
silver, and the REOORD·will show that there was loud applause on 
the Democratic side .of the House. [Laughter.] 

Now, let me say to the Tiemocra.tte ptu t3~ Do any of you know 
where you stand upon the silver question? Do you know where 
you stand upon the revenue question of this country-whether you 
are going to be for free trade or for revenue tariff or for a moderate 
reduction of the present tariff system? I will tell yon when you will 
answer that question directly-after the convention meets at St. 
Louis on the 6th day of next July. Then we will all know where . 
the Democratic party will stand so far as this campaign is con
cerned-when you find out whether my distinguished constitu
ent from Nebraska is going to lead the hosts of the Democracy 
and control that convention or whether the reorganizers of your 
party are going to control and repudiate everything yon have 
stood for in past campaigns. 

Mr. THAYER. We understand what we are doing now. 
Mr. BURKETT. I undertake to say that there is not a Demo

crat in the House who knows whether he is going to talk for n·ee 
silver or for the gold standard after the coming St. Louis conven
tion. There is not one of you that knows whether you will talk 
for free trade or for revenue tariff or whether in accord with 
the doctrines of a distinguished gentleman from the State of Mary
land, who says, I believe, that the Democratic party only wants 
to revise in a very limited degree the present revenue system. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. BURKETT. I do. 
Mr. BENNY. Did the Republican party in 1896 know where 

it was going to stand on that question until it was told by ToM 
PLATT, who told them after the convention was assembled? 

Mr. BURKETT. I do not know what the gentleman knew 
about what ToM PLATT told the convention of 1896; so far as the 
gentleman who is talking is concerned he knew very well where 
he would stand and where the Republican party of Nebraska 
would stand a good many months before the convention of 1896. · 
[Applause.] I will say to the gentleman that the Republican 
party of Nebraska had crossed that bridge so far as they and 
their platform were concerned many weeks ahead of the sug
gested direction of THOMAS PLATT, of New York, or of any other 
gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield to another question? 
Mr. BURKETT . . Yes. 
Mr. BAKER. Do I understand the gentleman to say now that 

the Republican party in the next campaign is going to declare for 
a vigorous criminal prosecution of the officials of the trusts which 
have violated the Sherman antitrust law? 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the gentleman that nobody ever 
doubts, as I will undertake to show before I get through, where 
the Republican party stands at all times on all questions, and let 
me say further to the gentleman that every law that was ever 
put upon the statute books of the United States for the suppres
sion of capitalistic greed was placed there by the Republican 
party against the combined opposition of Democracy. [Applause.] 
And further let me say that every single law that has ever been 
enforced has been enforced by the Republican Administrations of 
this country. · 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have heard the statement made 

so repeatedly that what is known as the Sherman antitrust law 
is a production of the Republican party that I want to ask the 
gentleman from Nebraska if it is not a fact that in the United 
States Senate, when that issue was pending before that body, the 
distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. SPOONER, declared 
that Senator Vest, of Missouri, had more to do with the framing 
of that act than any other one man in either branch of Congress? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman nqw I do not 
knew what that has got to do with my speech or what that has 
gottodo-

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman from Nebraska is 
claiming all the credit for the Republican party for antitrust 
legislation. That's what it has to do with it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 

to the gentleman from Missouri? 
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Mr. BURKETT. I would like to get through with one of these 

men at a time, 
Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman looked so complacent that I 

thought he had got through with the whole earth. 
Mr. BURKETT. Go ahead, then, and ask your question. 
Mr. COCHRAN. YousaytheNebraskaRepublicanshadsolved 

the financial problem and had taken their position in favor of the 
gold standard long before the convention--

Mr. BURKETT. Before the St. Louis convention. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Was that about .the time the late President 

McKinley made hi!? famous swing around the circle and made 
silver speeches all over Ohio-

Mr. BURKETT. I did not hear him in Ohio, but Major Mc
Kinley made :t~O silver speeche~ in Nebraska. 

Mr. COCHRAN. You only know w ~t took place fn Nebraska? 
Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman I have read 

every speech of his that the Democratic party circulated in the 
campaign of 1896, and I defy anybody on the Democratic side to 
get up and say that President McKinley ever advocated the un
limited free coinage of silver in the sense that the Democratic 
party did in that campaign, or that Blaine did, or any of the 
rest of the list of great statesmen whose speeches you circulated 
in your effort to show that they at some time had stood for free 
silver. · 

Mr. COCHRAN. But did they advocate the gold standard 
prior to 1896? 

Mr. BURKETT. There was no particular contest on that sub
ject prior to 1896. 

Mr. COCHJ1,AN. Did you ever hear of any political party in 
this country framing a platform declaring in favor of the gold 
standard prior to 1896? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that that is a question that has been thrust at us a good many 
times. I have heard you upon that side say a good many times 
that the Republican party was the first party-that ever dared to 
advocate the "pernicious gold standard." Let me say to the 
ge.ntleman, I thank God it -was. 

The Republican party has been the first party that has dared 
to advocate a good many things in this country against the oppo
sition of Democracy. The Republican party was the first party 
that ever dared to say 4,000 1000 black men should no longer be 
slaves in this country, and that they would go to war, if neces-
sary, to carry out that position. ' 

The Republican party was the first party that ever dared to ad
vocate cheap postage in this country and free homesteads. They 
were the first who dared to advocate the resumption of specie pay
ment, and we have had them all becf!ouse the Republican party had 
the nerve to declare for them. All along the line the history of 
the Republican party shows that it has been the party that has 
taken the lead in the progress, the development, and the up build
ing of this country against the opposition of the Democracy of the 
United States. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman has had fourteen minutes and 
thirty-seven seconds, and he has not answered at all. [Laughter.] 
I ask you the question again: Is it not true that every party, Re
publicans, Democrats, Populists, Greenbackers, Prohibitionists, 
and every political party in this country prior to 1896, had made 

•solemn declarations in favor of the coinage of silver? 
Mr. BURKETT. The Republican party never, in any platform, 

in any convention, either State or national or county, so far as I 
know not even in Missouri. advocated the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. _ 

Mr. COCHRAN. In 1892 did not the platform adopted at Min
neapolis merely becloud the subject and carry the impression that 
it was in favor of it, and did not the orators on the stump claim 
that they were more in-favor of silver coinage than the Democrats? 

Mr. BURKETT. So far as the records of the parties go, the 
Republican platform was almost as clear as the platform of the 
Democratic party. The gentleman must recognize this, that in 
the campaign of 1892 neither your party nor the Republican party 
made any issue at all upon the money question. You went before 
the country on an entirely different issue. The question was not. 
raised, and perhaps not one man in ten heard the money question 
spoken of in 1892. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Did notwhole State delegations-notably the 
California delegation-go to St. Louis on a special train, bearing 
on it a pledge of the party to the unlimited coinage of silver and 
gold? 

Mr. BURKETT. That I do not know, for I did not see the 
train. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Now, then-
Mr. THAYER rose. 
1\Ir. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman. in view of the fact that there 

are so many wanting to interrupt me, and they can not determine 
among themselves who shall be recognized, I decline to yield 
further. 

Mr. IT'HAYER. The question that I want to ask the gentle· 
man, and the question to which I think the country wants an 
answer, is, Do you propose to go back to 1896 for your issues, or 
do you propose to face the conditions of ~904? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts that the Republican party never looks backward upon 
any question at any time or on anything. [Applause on Repub
lican side.] The Republican party will keep its face to the front. 
It will handle the issues in the campaign of 1904, as it has handled 
them in the past, for the best interests of all the people of the 
whole country. 

Now, let me go on, for I do not know but that my speech may 
be" deflected," to use the term of the gentleman from Missis
sippi. I will say in response to the gentleman from Massachu
setts that there is no probability of our discussing 1896 issues this 
year. The Democratic party never stood still that long upon any 
question. You will have to have a different issue than you have 
ever had before if you expect to establish yourselves in the confi
dence of the American people. And I do not blame the gentle
man for wanting to get away from 1896. 

Now, this calls to my mind the fact that every four years, and 
sometimes oftener-in the past, our Democratic friends have had to 
change their paramount issue and have a. new excuse for existing 
longer as a party. 
· We Republicans are never in that unfortunate condition. Our 

positions and our policies are enduring. 
I remember the first time I ran· for Congress, in 1898, the para

mount issue of your party out in my district was the McCleary bill. 
I do not know whether any of yon had to run up against it or not. 
Probably it was a good bill, for it bore the name of my distin
guished colleague and coworker in the committee from Minne
sota. I neyer happened to hear particularly about that bill until 
some gentleman came from the East and declared it was the par
amount issue. For sixty days we had to go over the district talk
ing about the McCleary bill, and nobody has ever heard of it 
since. In 1896 the paramount issue of the Democratic party was 
" the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
without the aid or consent of any other nation on earth." There 
is not one of you who can say that as smoothly as I did. 

You have not tried it since 1896, yet in 1896 every Democrat of 
you was authority on 16 to 1. You went out of that convention 
in Chieago, every mother's son of you, and you got a piece of 
white metal sixteen times as big as a piece of brass, and you hung 
it on your coat lapel and strutted up and down the streets and 
the lanes of this country swearing you stood for 16 to 1 or bust, 
and every one of you busted. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Now, let us go back further, as the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CocHRAN] said, to 1892. Your paramount issue then was 
free trade. When Garfield was the candidate, it was the force 
bill. When Hayes was the candidate you said if he was elected 
he was going to turn the temples of liberty over into the hands 
of th~ money changers, or something of that kind. When Grant 
was a candidate it was militarism, and when Lincoln was a can
didate it was imperialism. Every four years you have had a new 
paramount issue. 

Now, this is the question that confronts us, and it confronts the 
people, and that embarrasses the Democracy of the country. Why 
is it that every four years you have .not only-got to have a para
mount issue, a new excuse for nominating candidates, but in no 
two successive campaigns have you ever llared to take the same 
position that you took in the previous campaign upon any question? 

Now let us go back, if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CoCHRAN] will, to that campaign of 1896 and see why and whither 
comes these divers and sundry paramount issues. When that 
convention met in Chicago in 1896 there was not a Democrat here 
that had any idea that they could nominate a candidate for Presi
dent with any hope of electing him. We had had four years of 
Democracy in this country, four years of free trade. We had had 
four years of the hardest times that the American people had ever 
gone through, and I pray God that we will never be called upon 
to go through four more such years as we went through from 1892 
to 1896. When your convention met in 1896 not one of you thought 
it was worth while to nominate a candidate' for President. From 
that convention came forth the proposition of the free and unlim
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16' to 1, etc. You went before 
the people, and I must say you made considerable stir. 

Now, I am going to make a confession. I never wonder why 
so many people voted for free silver when I think of the con
ditions of those times and the environments. There are three 
things in connection with that campaign of 1896 that, when I 
think of them, I never wonder why so many people voted for free 
silver. When I think of the conditions of -those times, when I 
think of the abuse that a man had to go through in 1896 if he advo
cated the gold standard, and, further, when I think of the prophe
cies and the predictions and the promises that your party made 
in 1896, every single one of-which you would be ashamed to-make 
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to-day, I do not wonder that so many people were misled in the 
campaign as there were, and let me say right now in the begin
ning that of all the speeches that you a.ll made there is not one of 
you that dares stand up on the floor to-day and make the speech 
as you made it in 1896. 

There is not one of you who will dare to stand up in this House 
or stand np on a platform before enlightened American citizens 
in all the length and breadth of this land and make the arguments 
and prophecies and promises and predictions that you made in 
1896. Think of the conditions of those times. Yon remember 
how hard times were. You know of the want and hunger and 
idleness of those four dark years. I remember that old story that 
had not been .used, as campaigners told mel since Buchanan's 
time,butwhich wasgottenontand used atthattime-thatoldstory 
of a man shearing his sheep. I think the story must have come 
from Missouri or from Ohio, because we did not have any sheep 
out our way at that early day. This man said that when he 
thought how low the price of sheep was and how cheap wool was 
he never dared shear a sheep in those Democratic days in the old 
accustomed way, by shearing it from the head toward the tail; 
but he grabbed the sheep by the tail and sheared him toward his 
head, because he was ashamed to look a sheep in the face. 
[Laughter.] 

I remember the great armies of American laboring men all over 
this country that were marching on to Washington. I was not 
here at the time, but I remember the great armies under Kelley 
and Coxey and their captains and colonels and lieutenants that 
gathered from all ove·r this country and marched on to Washing
ton. They came from the Rocky Mountains and the Alleghenies, 
from theN orth and South. They passed through the town I live 
in, as they passed through the towns that every one of you lives in. 
They came here to Washington, and some people called them 
hoboes. But they were not. They were loyal, patriotic, and in
dustrious American citizens, who with all their brain and all 
their brawn and muscle could not find work enough to do in this 
country to employ their hands with which to furnish the neces
saries of life for the wives and children they had sworn to pro
tect at home. They came here to Washington. They never 
asked Uncle Sam for a dollar, not one. What was it they asked? 
What was their petition? It was this: 

"Uncle Sam, here we are, your children, 3,000,000 of ua, idle 
American laboring men, who are walking the streets by; day in 
search of work and are following our shadows home at night to a 
crust of bread and a pallet of straw. Here we are, Uncle Sam. 

" We want you-the United States Government-to undertake 
some great public work; we want you to dig canals, to build 
highways; we want you to do something or other that will give 
our idle hands employment., • 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield the gentleman sufficient additional 

time to continue his remarks. 
:Mr. BURKETT. I am sorry I have overrun my time; put it 

was not altogether my fault. I did not seem to be able to con
trol that matter. 

That was the condition that confronted the people at that time
in 1896. 

Another thing. A man could not advocate the gold standard in 
1896 without being abused. It took nerve to be a Republican in 
1896. You could not go down the streets of this town or the dif
ferent towns in your districts throughout the length and breadth 
of the land without being abused; without being called a " Hanna
crat,'' a ''gold bug;'' without being accused of trying to get your 
feet on the neck of the" poor, helpless people," as they said, and 
stamp the life right out of them. It took nerve in 1896 to be a 
Republican as was never before required of men in civil affairs. 

One other thing in passing. I do not know that I have the 
ammunition here to-day for all that I should like to say, but the 
trend that the earlier part of this debate has taken leads me to 
go into this point. You remember that in 1896 you people went 
into the field of prophecy; you prophesied what was going to 
happen. You said that if the people did not vote for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver terrible things would happen. 
Now, there is not one of you who to-day would stand up before 
an intelligent audience an~ say those same things over again. 

I have not here all the matter to which I should like to refer, 
but fortunately I happen to have at hand some memoranda show
ing some of the things which were said at that time by your great, 
peerless leader, and I am going to read some of these things. As 
I read them I want to see whether any of you will stand up and 
affirm that any of the dreadful things that were then predicted to 
happen have occUI'l'ed in any alarming extent. 

Soon after the campaign of 1896 was over Mr. Bryan wrote a 
book, and he collected together in that book the speeches he had 
made in that hippodrome chase over the country for election to 
the Presidency. The book has his name on the title page, so we 
may be sure that it is authoritative as to what he said. 

I have not that book here. If I had known the turn which this 
debate would take, I would have brought here the original docu· 
ment. But I have here, luckily, some eXtracts from that publica
tion of Mr. Bryan, and I have the pages notedrso that the quota
tions which I make may readily be verified. I repeat, as I read 
these predictions, if any of you are ready to say that any of these 
predictions have proved correct, I should be glad to have you stand 
up and say so. When Mr. Bryan was saying these things in that 
campaign, every one of you were repeating them; every one of 
you insisted that what he said was true; every one of you was 
ready to bow down at his altar and worship. 

Among the things which Mr. Bryan said, and which I ask you 
now particularly to notice, was this: 

If you elect the gold-standard ca~date, it will increase the purchasing 
power of a dollar and make fa.lling pnces. 

It will increase the debts of the people, lessen ability to pay debts, make 
bard times. 

In another speech he said: 
If you elect the gold-standard candidate, it will starve everybody but the 

money changers. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], in his re
marksyesterday not only continued in that same miserable strain 
of prophecy but he said, if I remember rightly-unfortunately 
for me his speech is not in the RECORD, but if I misquote him he 
will be good enough to say so-he said the Republican party was 
now continuing the process as it had in the past, continuing more 
and more to starve the people of this country. 

Now, as I heard the gentleman from Mississippi say that, Ire
membered the statement of Mr. Bryan four years ago-the state
ment which he then proclaimed all over this country. Now, 
either it was not true, as Mr. Bryan said, that if the people elected 
the gold-standard candidate they would starve every body but 
the money changers, or else all the people of this country have be
come money changers; for our people, all of them, all classes and 
everywhere, are the slickest, fattest, most prosperous people of 
all the world and of all times. 

Now, I quote from page 485 of this _book: 
If you elect the gold-standard c.a.ndidate it will take the bread out of one 

man's mouth and put it into another man's mouth.. 

Think of it! What a pathetic thing! .A regular surgical op
eration! [Laughter.] Do you wonderthat so many people voted 
for Mr. Bryan in 1896, when you recall the predictions and prophe
cies which were then made? 

If you elect the gold-standard candidate it will make the rich richer and 
the poor poorer, decrease happiness, increase distress, destroy opportunity 
to work. 

There is where they almost caught me. I always like to work; 
and when I read that declaration that if the gold-standard candi· 
date was elected " it would destroy opportunity to work," I must 
say it almost caught me. · 

Now, I read from page 540: 
If you elect the gold-standard candidate it will encourage hoarding ot 

money. 

In other speeches such statements as these were made: The elec-
tion of the gold-standard candidates will-

Ruin the farmer. 
Injure the wage-earner. 
Reduce employment. 
Discourage enterprise. • 
Paralyze industry. 
Bust the savings banks, 
Ruin the depositor. 
Decrease salaries. 
Destroy manufactures. _ 
Make impossible for husbands and wives to pay mortgages. 
Close :QUblic schools. 
Make dearer money. 
Cheaper property. 
Harder times. 
More crime. 
Yet McKinley was elected, and we adopted the gold standard, 

and not a single prophecy or prediction of our opponents has come 
true. 

Why, I remember within six months after that campaign com 
went up out in Nebraska, and our opposition friends still denied 
that we had any prosperity. Corn went up more, and then the 
Democrats said, "Why, certainly corn has gone up, but don't you 
know they have a famine over in Europe somewhere, and that is 
what has made corn go up?'' Then horses went up, and they said, 
"That is because horseflesh is used as meat, and it has found a 
new market." But the people of this country do not eat mules, 
so mules went up, and kicked the wind out of their argument. 
Apparently everything in this country went up except free silver, 
and I might add Cervera's fleet. · 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. BURKETT. Yes; certainly. 
Mr. BENNY. Do you believe that the rich have grown richer 

and the poor have grown poorer, or not? 
Mr. BURKETT. I do not believe it. I believe they have all 
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gt.·own richer. I believe the rich have grown richer and the poor 
have grown richer, too. The whole country has grown 1icher. 

Mr. SCUDDER. In equal proportion? 
Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman knows that could not be true. 

They should grow 1·icher in the same ratio, but not in equal 
amounts. The man who starts out with twice the advantage is 
certain to grow rich faster than the other man. 

Now, I want to follow this thing up. Four years later the 
Democratic party met in Kansas City. The people of this coun
try understood free trade after the campaign of 1892. They un
derstood free silver after the campaign of 1896, and when your 

, convention met in Kansas City you had to have a new issue, a 
new excuse for going before the American people. I will tell 
you why. 

Every one of you can remember when you were a boy and your 
mother washed and dressed you and kissed you good-by and 
started you to school, and instead of going to school you went 
fishing or swimming. Then, do you remember that when you 
appeared in school the teacher called you up in front and wanted 
to know why you had been late or absent? Do you remember 
that? You gave her some kind of an excuse. You got caught 
the second morning if you gave the same excuse. So you never 
offered her the same excuse the · third morning, after you had 
been caught. The Democratic party in this country got caught 
on free trade in 1892. You got caught on free silver in 1896, and 
just ordinary schoolboy common sense told you to get a new 
excuse. 

Now, when you went into that convention in Kansas City you 
adopted free silver, it is true, but you proceeded from that mo
ment absolutely to refuse to say a word upon the money ques
tion throughout all that campaign. You did adopt free silver, 
but you bad to go away out into the Pacific Ocean, two or three 
thousand miles away from home, to get the deciding vote that 
put that money plank into yom· platform. Why? Had you 
changed your judgment on it? Had your conscif'1lCes had an 
awakening in the meantime? Did you know more than you did 
four years ago? That was not the proposition. You had been 
defeated on that issue four years before, and you did not have the 
nerve, so far as the Democratic party on the continent-in the 
United States-was concerned, you did not have the courage, you 
did not have the faith in your convictions of 1896 to put them 
into yom· platform, and if it had not been for that delegate from 
Hawaii you never would have referred to free silver in 1900 even 
in yom· platform. • 

Mr. SCUDDER. Is not that one of the misfort-. .... nes of expan
sion? 

Mr. BURKETT. Thatmaybetrueto yourparty. Butyoudid 
not stop there. I will tell you what your paramount issue was 
then. Your paramount issue was then, as you brought it out 
there, three things, if I remember right: Imperialism~ militarism, 
and trusts-tt·iplets of the political family of graveyard wa1kers, 
imaginary horrors, reared at that time, for what? To cover up 
the egregious blunders of the past, to make the American people 
forget, if it was possible, yom· false argument on free trade in 
1892, and your ridiculous prophesies on free silver in 1896. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 
Mr. SCUDDER. Does the gentleman contend that the trust 

issue is an imaginary issue at this time? 
Mr. BURKETT. It will be an imaginary issue so far as the 

Democratic party is concerned, I am quite confident. of that. It 
always has been imaginary, so far as the Democratic party was 
concerned. 

Mr. THAYER. And so far as the Republican party has been 
concerned, too. 

Mr. BURKETT, It has not been in the past. 
Mr. SCUDDER. How much of the approptiation of 500,000 is 

it understood they have expended for executing the laws against 
trusts? 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the gentleman that the expendi
ture of money is not necessarily a measure of the degree of the en
forcement of the laws so far as the Republican party is con
cerned. 

Mr. SCUDDER. The President asked for it, and said it was 
e sential. . 

- Mr. BURKETT. He spent all that was necessary. 
M.r. SCUDDER. Twenty-five thousand dollars. Does the gen

tleman think that is sufficient to suppress the trusts? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 'rhatwas 25,000 more than the 

Democratic party expended for the same pm·pose. 
Mr. BURKETT. Now, I am not going into a trust speech to

day. It has been heretofore handled by those who sat in this 
House at the time the Democratic party had complete power, and 
they certainly have shown that the Democratic pa1'ty can take 
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unto themselves no particular glory for what they did in refer
ence to the trust matter during the time they were in control of 
this Government. So far as the people of this country are con
cerned, they have never had any more confidence in your party 
to deal with the trust question successfully tJ:lan they have upon 
any other question that has come before them to determine. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 
Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Bryan says that the Democratic Admin

istration, the only Democratic Administration we know anything 
about, was the most plutocratic that this Government ever knew 
[laughter and applause on the Republican side], and that the 
party spent a million dollars in the States of New York an<l New 
Jersey in order to put that plutocratic party into power. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And got that out of Wall street. 
Mr. BARTLETT. And that was not as plutocratic as theRe

publican party. 
Mr. SCUDDER. I was going to say, in answer to the sugges

tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it would seem, 
judging from the applause in the House, that Mr. Bryan has to 
look to the Republican party just now for his support. [Laugh
ter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to take up this discussion where the 
gentleman ft·om Mississippi left it yesterday. 

After the gentleman from illinois had gone from Missouri clear 
around through Texas and Alabama to the Atlantic Ocean with 
his newspaper clippings, singing as they did the great battle hymn 
of the Republican party,'' Good times and good cheer and pros
perity,'' the gentleman from Mississippi arose at that point to in
terject into the debate what we all expected to be the paramount 
issue of the Democratic party for the coming campaign. But we 
were all disappointed. He only scolded. There is not a man on 
that side of the House but knows that every paper published in 
his distlict is teeming to-day with statements of the great pros
petity that the people are enjoying. 

The people never were so well fed, so well clothed, and so well 
housed as during this smies of Republican years. There never 
was a time in the history of this country of such prosperity, and 
those newspapers, as read by the gentleman from illinois, only 
confirmed what every one of us know, that there has been universal 
prosperity since 1897. Now, let me tell you what is going to be 
the paramount issue in the next campaign. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Is that due entirely to the Republican part.y 
or has God Almighty had something to do with that prosperity? 

Mt·. BURKETT. Now, let me answer that, and also answer 
the question whether or not God Almighty or the Republican 
party is responsible for the boll weevil and for the high ptice of 
cotton, which has been asked so many times from that side of the 
House during this debate. - Let me tell the gentleman from New 
York, and all the rest of you who have asked the question, that I 
have no hesitancy in saying that the Republican party is not only 
responsible for the price of cotton, but we are responsible for the 
fact that the people in New York and all over this country are 
able to buy cotton at 15 cents a pound, a rate that you have to 
sell it for to be profitable when the boll weevil has destroyed 
half of it. We are not responsible. for . the boll weevil, and we 
are trying to do with the boll weevil exactly what we have been 
trying to do with the Democratic party, the chinch bug, and 
every other pest in this country-we are trying to exterminate it. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BURKETT. I am trying to make my speech, if I am not 
interrupted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
if it is not agreeable to him. 

Mr. BURKETT. I yield to the gentleman always. 
Mt. BARTLETT. You said the Republican party made the 

manufacturers in the East able to buy our cotton at 15 cents a 
pound. Does not the gentleman know it to be a fact that the 
manufacturers in the. South buy as much cotton as the manufac
turers of the North, and that we sell three-fourths of our cotton 
crop abroad? 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, let me say to the gentleman from Geor
gia in that particular that he fails to grasp-

Yr. BARTLETT. That is the truth. 
Mr. BURKETT (continuing). He fails to grasp the real posi

tion of the Republican party not only upon the proposition of home 
markets, but on foreign markets as well. We have sold-and the 
Republicans are glad to admit it-more goods .abroad since Major 
McKinley was made President and the Dinglei tariff bill was 
passed than before in ten times as many years. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman tell this House and the 
country what tariff there is upon raw cotton that is sold, and 

. 
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which is the chief product of the South, ana how the Dingley 
tariff bill has affected the price of raw cotton-

1\Ir. SCUDDER. And sold in competition with the pauper 
labor of China and Manchuria. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman tell me how much that 
has affected that? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did I 11nderstand the gentleman 
from Georgia to say that three-fonrths 'Of that product of the 
South is sold abroad? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do· yes, sir. 
:Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman tell me how 

he reconciles that with the Democratic prophecy made when the 
Dingley tariff bill was up that if we passed that bill if would 
ab olutely destroy our foreign markets? [Langhterand applause 
on the Republican side.] 

J,Ir. BARTLETT. I do not know that anyone eyer made such 
statement, as fru.· as cotton is concerned, for it is not protected by 
the tar .iff. 

Mr. CHAR.LES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman answer that 
que tion? You aid we would build a stone wall around America 
and tbat we could not sell goods abroad any longer. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not understand that any such argu
ment was made by anybody. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, the gentleman say~ that 
three-fourths of our _product 'Of cotton is sold abroad. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And always .has been nnder all tariffs. 
Yr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But they said it would cease if 

the Dingley bill became a law. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know of any man who made any 

snch .assertion that I have ever heard of. 
Mr. BURKETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me take my time 

and make my speech. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I thonoohllhadthegentleman'spermission. 
Mr. BURKETT. I am always delighted to have the gentleman 

from Georgia say almost anything to me he feels like :saying, as 
it does hlm so much good and it does not hurt me. Let me say 
to the gentleman from Georgia that there is a tariff on some sort 
of cotton goods; but that is not the proposition-

Jtir. BARTLET.T. I said raw cotton. 
Mr. BURKETT. The Democratic party has taken the position 

here that because the boll weevil got into the cotton down South 
and made it scarcer by half that cotton ha gone up in _price. Now, 
tell me how high cotton would have gone in 1894 and 1895 and 
1 96? There was no sale for it then at anypriee; chea._p as it w.as 
tnen it was a drug upon tne marK:et. It would not have gone up 
then under the same circumstances, because there W"aS nobody 
who had any money to buy cotton with in those days. The labor
ing men were out of work and business men were out of business. 

The prosperity in the cotton industry has been brought about, 
not by the scarcity of the article increasing the demand, com
monly speaking, but through the ability of the people of New 
England and all over the United States to buy that cotton eyen at 
two or three times as high a price as it was during the free-trade 
times which the gentleman from Georgia is pining to reintroduce 
into this country. That ability to buy is because the people have 
all been employed on full time and at good wages, and good times 
and good wages is a Republican _product. ' 

Now, let me get back to my speech. Here is a question that 
bothers you all: Why is it that every four years you Democrats 
have to have a new paramount issue? Why is it that the Repub
lican party never changes its paramount issue? The same para
mount issue that the Republican party has to-day it had four 
years ago, it had·in 1896, it had wb.en Lincoln was a candidate, 
and Grant was a candidate, and Garfield was a candidate, and 
it has had it all along the line. Now"' I might go further and 
say that a Republican never has to change his campaign speech 
because he always bas the same doctrine to talk, be always has 
the same goal to attain, the same object to accomplish. 

It is more embarrassing for yon upon that side, for every year 
you must have a new issue. You never talre a position that you 
can stand by for more than one campaign. On the other hand, 
we Republicans go tramping along the same old road, going in 
the same direction,-to do the same thing. And the oldest Repub
lican here to-day will bear me out in saying that you are making 
the same kind of speeches that you made forty years ago. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BURKETT. I wish the gentleman would not inject so 

many questions, but I will yield for this one. · 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman--
Mr.13URKETT. I can only yield tooneatatime. Very wen. 
Mr. SCUDDER. The same position to do nothing at all to cut 

off your base of supplies. · 
nfr. BURKETT. I decline to answe1· that, :Mr. Chairman. I 

refer the gentleman to the history of this country for the fifty 
years of Republicanism as an answer as to whether or not we 

have been a do-nothing party. I suggest that the gentleman read 
the history of this country for the last half century. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to int-errupt tJJ.e gen
tleman T"ery much, for he is making a good speech. He was say
ing that the Republican party is advocating the same principles 
to-day that they have advocated for years and that he c:m make 
the same speech that he has made all the time. I would like to 
ask him if they are still, as in the platform of 1888, denouncing 
Grover Cleyeland for trying to demonetize silver. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, Mr. Chairman, we haY"e every hope that 
the Democrats will take care of Greyer Cleveland. [Laughter.] 
Let me say that while your :people every four years have had to 
change your position and have had to have a new issue, the Re
publican J)arty has neyer had but one issue, and It will be the 
same in this campaign. It is the welfare and happiness of the 
American people, the progress and development of the American 
nation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
It doesn~t make any difference whether free sil-ver shall be acute 

in the Democratic party at .that time, whether free trade shall be 
acute in the Democratic party, or whether the way we are going 
to handle the Philippine Islands shall be acute in the Democratic 
party, or whether Panama sh:ill be acute, the Republican party 
will keep its faoo cons1antly to the front and ad vocate the one 
proposition-to do that thing at all times that will bring the 
greatest happiness to the American people, that will be for the 
welfare and prosperity of this great American nation. [Applause 
on :the Republican side.] 

Here is where the people are interested. Let me tell my friends 
on the other side that this is what concerns the people of this 
country, and before you enter upon the coming .contest, with your 
them-ies and your hackneyed policies, you would do well first to 
consider how will they affect the welfare and happiness of the 
American people, the progress and development of the American 
nation. Only a few years ago you went before the counb·y and 
stated that the most important question was the way we were 
going to take care of 5,000,000 people in the Philippine Islands. 
But the people, by the greatest majority we have ever ha~ in
sisted that a more important question to them was the way you 
were going to take care of 77,000,000 people right here in the 
United States. That is the question that comes home to ev-ery 
man and will be the paramount issue in the next camJJaign. 
When a man goes into too ballot booth to cast his vote he will 
say, ''Which paTiy, which one of these policies, which one of these 
theories when carried out will be for the highest interest for me 
and for my wife and for those that I have sworn to take care of 
at home?'' That is the paramount issue of the Republican party, 
always to do that thing which will make light hearts and happy 
faces, good homes and pleasant places. 

As I said before, everybody in this country wants good times. 
We are having good times, and the people want tolmowhowlong 
the e good times are going to last. Out in eastern Nebraska in 
1896land was worth about $25 an acre and slow sale at any price. 
To-day you can not buy that land for less than £fty or a hundred 
dollars an acre. The people want to know how long these good 
times are going to continue. The people will want to know what 
assurance you can give them not only that you will continue these 
conditions, but that you will not visit upon them the same disas
ters that you did from 1893 to 1896. Let me tell the gentleman 
from Mississippi the difference between the real conditions and 
what be appeared to conceive them to be in his argument of yes
terday. 

Let me tell him how long these good times are going to last, 
wheth€r his party gets .into power or whether my party gets into 
power. I will tell you when the good times will stop-..when we 
quit doing business on correct business principles. Yon Demo
crats m~ver did conduct the affairs of this Government, in my 
judgment, on any strictly business basis. There are two rules 
for doing business successfully. These two rules, if followed, 
will make individuals successful and will make a nation prosper
ous. In my ju-dgment, yon neyer would comply with them in 
the future, as y{)u n~ver have in the past. · 

The first of tho~e rules is " spend les 3 than yow· income." You 
have to do it as an individual if you expect to get ahead in the 
world. It make no difference whether your income is 10 cents 
a week or 40 cents a minute, you must spend le s than your in
come if you would get rich. 

Secondly, if you expect to get on in tbis world and pro per as 
an individull you ha"te to" sell more than you buy." You have 
to do it. You can not buy more than you sell and ever succeed. 
No farmer could ell $600 worth of corn and buy $700 worth of 
goods and pTosper. Just so is it with national affairs, and no 
nation will ever prosper that spends more than its income or that 
sells less than it buys. The trcuble with the Democratic party 
is you don't recognize these rules. You spend more than your 
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income and you 'buy more ·than ypu sell. Let me tell you -what 
you did during the fonr years of tne Administration of Grove1· 
Cleveland. 

I have here, from th-e -statistical Abstr.acts, the receipts and ex
penditures of this Government during the four years beginning 
with 1894 and ending in 1897~ when the Republican party came 
into power. I am not going to read them all, but I will-put them 
in the RECORD, with the permis~on ·of -the House. Let me say 
that in 1893 we had a surplus of$2,341,674. In 1894you expended 
$442,605,759, and yonr receipts wm·e only $372,802,498. Yon had 
a deficiency of $69,803,261. In 1895~ the next year, yon had a de
.ficiency of ${2,805 ,223. In 1896 you had a deficiency of $25,203,246. 
In 1897 you had a deficiency of $18,052,454:. Every year yon had 
a deficiency in_times of profound peace in this country, .simply he-
can e you spent more than yonr income. -

Mr. MADDOX. Will the _gentleman })&mit me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, I should liketoba.vethegentlemen de
fer for a time, for I wish to finish this -matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman just step ba.ck now -and 
tell us how much of a surplus Harrison nad on hand and how 
much he expended and how he came out, and whether the Repub
licans spent more than their income at that time? [Applause on 
-the Democratic side.] When he was inaugurat-ed he ha-d over a 
nnnfued millions of dollars in the TTeasury, and when he turned 
the reins of government over to Mr. Cleveland there was not 
.over -two millions in the Treasu17. 

M:r. SMITH of Iowa. He paid off two hundred millions of 
bands in the meantime. 

lfr. PAYNE. He-paid off two hundred and sixty-two .millions 
of bonds in the meantime. 

Mr. BURKETT, If 'SOU will -go back and take the North 
American Revlew--

Mr. MADDOX. Oh,notthe Nortb.American Review, but just 
take the United States Treasnr.ar's -reports. 

Mr. BURKETT. I hope the gentleman will not get excited. 
We will try to debate this matter in decorum. 

_}.lr. MADDOX. I want you to take the reports of the Treasury. 
Mr. 'BURKETT. 1 tbink the ·gentleman will take my answer 

-just as I give it, as long as I control the time_. If yon will _go 
back -and read the Forum and .the North American Review-

Mr. MADDOX. But let us take the official records. 
Mr. "BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish the Chair would try 

to keep the gentleman quiet. I am trying to answer aJ1 qU:eStions 
with proper decorum and emu·tesy. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh. I will withdraw the question if it embar
rasses the gentleman at all. [Laughter -on theJ?emocratic side.] 

Mr. BURKETT. No; it -doesnotembarrassme in thBBlightest. 
Mr. MADDOX. I will say-that I indorse entirely the gentle

man's idea of what the Government should do and what an indi
vidual shou1d do, but I want to :say to the gentleman that hls 
party has not practiced what he is -preaching and that the offi
ci-al records show it. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, let me tell the gentleman there never 
was an honr from the time that the civ11 war closed, on an aver
age, down to the beginning of the Administration of -Grover 
Cleveland when the Republican -paTty did not-pay off $174,000 of 
thB indebtedness of this country-every blessed honr that you 
and I have lived since the civil wa-r. LApplause on -the Repub
lican side.] They paid that indebtedness because they had a snr
-plus, and they had a surplus only because they did follow those 
rules. If the gentleman will go back six months previous to the 
iime of the election of Grove-r Cleveland, he will find the North 
American .Review and the Forum and the financial journa#; of 
the cMmtry with this sort of articles in them: "What 'Shall we 
do -with the surplus in the United States Trea.sury?" " What 
shall we base bank notes upon -when the national debt is paid?,., 
That was the problem during all those later-years of the Harri
son Administration-what was ta be done with the enormous sur
plus that was accumulating in the Treasury? I do not ask the 
gentleman to take my word, but let him go to the files of theN orth 
American Review or any of the great magazines of the country 
at that time and see for hiJD£elf. 

Grover Cle-veland was nominated and he was elected, and be
tween that time and the 4th of March the income ·of tbis country 
was absolutely shut off, .and wlly? Because business stopped. The 
p90ple of this co1.mtry understoo~ or thought they did, at least, 
the conditions under which they could bring goods into this 
countl·y as soon as Grover CleYelaud should b.e inaugurated and 
Democratic policies put into operation,-and they absolutely stopped 
importations into the country, as the records £how. As the im
portations were decreased the revenues were decreased, the sur
plus decreased, and in that last year, instead of having an enormous 
surplus, just as we bad nad e-v-ery year before, in 1893 om income 
was .cut down to within two and a half millions of our expenses. 

It w.as a close can, I aamit1 for a Republican Administration, 
but it was a surplus. 1t was a pretty thin margin to skate on, but, 
sh.·s, thin as it was, close to the line as it was, it was miles and 
miles better than your sixty-nine millions of deficiency th-e ve:cy 
next year. Let me go on, and I will ten the gentleman something 
else aiong this line of Democratic incompetency. 

After you had had control of affairs four years you handed 
i.hem back to us, glad to escape the responsibility, and the very 
first thing that the Republican party had to do woon it came into 
-power after that Democratic Congress and that Democratic Ad
ministration was to appropriate in deficiencies, to pay the debts of 
this -Governme-nt that your pa1'ty did not have the money to pay, 
to an amount of $31!7 ,165,001.82. Not only that, but during those 
four years you went fonr times to the money markets of the 
world and you borrowed 8113,000!000, specifically to pay running 
expenses, and issued bonds for it. You issu'Sd mm·e bonds dur
ing that time, but this amount is absolutely traceable to running 
expenses of the Government. In 'Short, y0n borrowed ~11-3,000,000 
on the bonds of the countJ:y ana three hundred and forty--seven 
millions on oral acconnt and :then left the Treasury empty and 
official salaries rmpaid. 

Now, that was the managmnent of the Democratic party during 
the time they had the reins of gove111IDent in their hands in this 
country. Why snotild we expect you to do better in tlle future 
-tb.an you have in tbe past wben you adhere to the same old free
trade heresy? 

Now let me confum.e where I left off wnen interrupted. The 
last year I gave yon was 1897, when you Democrats in time of 
peace had a deficiency of mm·e than $18,000,000. The next fiseal 
year, or that of 1898, was the first year under the McKinley Ad
ministration. It took us a little while to get our _machinery 
started, and then the Spanish war came upon ns, and then the 
Philippine war, and they maae millions of extra expense. 

The first year of that Adnrl.:Iristraiion, or 1898, we had a deficiency 
of thirty-eight millions. In 1899 we spent eigbty-nin~ .millions
more than OUT income. Rnt -thel·e the story changed. In 1900 
onr surplus was nineteen millions-; in 1-901 it was seventy-seven 
millions; in 1.902 ·ninety-one millions, and in .1903 {)UT surplus was 
:fifty-four millions. With that stupendous amount of surplus we 
.have been paying {)UT debts. We always do. That is als9 R£
publican_policy. When the Repub1ican parlyturnedihBGovern
ment over into the hailds of Democracy in 1~93 -th-e public debt, 
less eashin the Treasury, was-exacily$838,969!475.75. WhBn you 
Democrats went out of office in 1897, after four year-s of peace, 
that public debt was $986,{).56,086.14. 

I happen to have here a Tr-easury -statement for September 1 
last, and that shows the debt to be only$917,752,545. Thus, since 
1897, w.hen we came into power, we have conducted the Spanish 
war and the Philippine war, ha-ve paid every cent of the cost, and 
_havereduced the national debt 68~903,541.14. We nav-e not done 
it by -any legerdemain prooess, but by following the simple rule 
of business of spending less than om· income. 

Receipts and _expenditures of the Gove1 nmen:t from 18fJ3 to WO:. 

Year. Receipts. I Expenses. Surplns. jDeficiency. 

1893a _______________________ $461,716,.562 

1B9t b- --- • -- --- --- ----- 372, 800, 49B 
1895 b ______ --------------- ll90,.3'i3,203 
1896 b-------------~- ---- 409,475,408 
1897 b _____ ---------------- 400,387,168 
1898a c ---------~------ 49i,333, 25i 
1899 c ------ -----~-~-- ----- 610,982,004 
1900 ----------------------- 569,595,431 
1901----------------------- 699,316,531 
1002-----~---------- 684,1!26,280 
1903 ------------------------ 560,396,674: 

$459,374,888 $2,341,674 ------------
4.42,fi05,759 ---------- $69,803,261 
~.17 4!!6 --------- 42,805,223 431,678,654 ____________ 25 203 24u 
448,439,622 -----·------ 1 :052:454 
532,381,201 ---------- 38,{)i7,"247 
700,093,564: --------- 69,111,500 
590,-()68,371 .79,527,060 -----------
621,598,546 77, 717,9&'> ------------
593,008,903 '91,287,377 -------------
506,099,007 M,-291,66.7 --------·--· 

aRe_pnblicsn year. b Democratic year. .c Spanish and Philippine wars. 

The gentleman from M"lBsissippi, in b.i'S remarks last evening, 
said that he thought thB free-silver question would be relegated 
to the rear, and he undertook to tell us why. Perhaps his" lan
guage 'WaS stronger than that; 1 do not wish to Tisk misquoting 
him by making it -any stronger than that, but it implied that he 
is going to ten my distinguished constituent out at Lincoln to" go 
way back and sit down;1

' that he was going to place him in cold 
storage, so to speak, in this next campaign; that he had decided 
thai Mr. Bcyan was no longer an inspired -promulgator of para
-mount issues. Let-me say to the gentleman that he has not known 
my distinguished constituent as long, nor I belie-ve as well, as I 
have; he has not rnn up against him as many fune.s as I have. If 
he had known him as I have, he would knowthatno-nkase issued 
by p .. ny one man in the Democratic party will ever impress Yr. 
Bryan with the idea that he has passed his day of usefulness or 
that he should abandon his rank in party circles or giv~ up 'bi.B 
ideas_at any time Qn any -propositiop.. [Laughter.] 
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The gentleman f1·om Mississippi said that conditions have Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am sorry the gentleman did 
changed; that gold has been pouring into this country; that the not let me ask the questions while he was talking on those par
accidental discovery of new supplies of gold-and, perhaps, to be ticular points. 
exact, he mentioned some of the different mines which have been Mr. BURKETT. We will get right back to the points. 
discovered. I think he spoke of those mines that have been un- Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I will have to repeat 
covered in Alaska, from which we have brought large quanti- the statement somewhat. 
ties of gold into the United States~ and the new mines that have Mr. BURKETT. Ask the question. 
been developed in Colorado. And he reasoned that because new Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman said that for 
mines had been discovered that, therefore, we have more gold in every dollar that came from the mines of the world to increase 
this country, and, therefore, the silver question has been rele- the American supply of gold $10 had come from other nations of 
gated to the rear. - the world. 

I always admit a fact when it is brought to my attention. I Mr. BURKETT. I estimated it at that; yes. I have not figured 
admit that there have been great gold discoveries out in Crjpple it accurately. I made the statement approximately, as the result 
Creek; tnat large quantities of gold have been and are being mmed of some figures I got this morning. 
in Alaska; that gofd has also come to us from other quarters that Mr. WII,iLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not suppose the gentle-
were not expected. I admit all that. man intended to do anything more than to approximate it. I do 

But let me tell the gentleman scmething that he will find out if not hold him to an absolutely accurate statement. 
he studies the statistics of this country. For every dollarin gold Mr. BURKETT. It is somewhere about that. 
that we have gotten in the way of increase to our circulating me- Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I wish to ask these three 
dium out of the gold mines of Cripple Creek and Alaska and all questions--
the world, for every dollar in gold that has been added to our Mr. BURKETT. All right. 
money product on that account we have gotten $10 more in Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did not this gold that came 
gold from foreign nations in the world simply by selling them from the gold mines in other parts of the world come to us 
more than we bought and getting the difference in cash. [Ap- chiefly in return for the export of om· cotton, wheat, corn, and 
plause on the Republican side.] It is the old story, let me say to meat, none of which either are or can be protected? That is one 
the gentleman from Mississippi. It is by following the two little question. 
rules .that his father gave him when he was a boy-to spend less Then I want to ask the gentleman this: Has not the gold sup.
than his income, and to sell more than he bought. Ah, go back ply increased not only here but in Great Britain and Germany and 
and trace the lllstory of your country in connection with our con- all over Christendom, and has there not been in consequence of 
sular service. that a rise in the scale of world!s prices during the time that he is 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. speaking of? That is the second question. 
Mr. BURKETT. I would rather not yield tmtil I finish my Then I want to ask him, in the third place, if these engines, 

train of thought, and then I will be gla~ to yield to t~e gentle- about which he talks as being sent to all parts of the world and 
man. Let me tell the gentlemen on that side to go back and study sold in competition there with pauper labor, are not now highly 
the history of their party in connection with our consular service. protected under the Dingley bill against competition on the part 
I have heard some of the older Members of the House tell about of foreigners in the American market? I would like the gentle-
that, and I have gone into it somewhat, and I find that every time man to answer those questions. . 
a proposition has been made in this House to increase the efficiency Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the gentleman in response to all 
of our consular service, to broaden and extend that magnificent three of them that so far as whether or not each of these articles 
system, there has always been a Democrat somewhere ready to is protected in all forms I do not know that I can tell. I do not 
hop up and obstruct that increase and that up building. suppose the gentlemaJl can. I know in a general way, as he does, 

The Republican party has not only advocated the protection of bu.t do not carry all the schedules in my mind. Practically, how
the home markets, but it has also said," We want to go out and ever, I do not see what difference it makes, so far as the amount 
capture thema1·kets of the world." And since 1897 we have sold of what we export is concerned, whether it was protected or not. 
to foreign nations more than $3,000,000,000 worth more of goods .A.nd I might say in response also that the Democratic party has 
than we have bought of these countries, and we have gotten that always insisted that the protective tariff was bound to destroy all 
$3,000,000.000 in cash. I read last week of a great ship- our foreign trade. Now, the way that come about at this partic-

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi again rose. ular point was, I was showing where the money, the great in-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield I crease of money, was from. It was $24 per capita when you 

to the gentleman from Mississippi? I made yom· speeches in 1896 and said we needed more money. It 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is right on the point that , is now $30.48 per capita, as is shown from the report of the Sec-

the gentleman is talking about. I retary of the Treasury made yesterday. 
Mr. BURKETT. Not till I get through. Now, you attribute that all to the discovery of mines. We at-
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is getting away 1 tribute it, as Republicans, also to the fact that we have increased 

from the point I want to ask him about. om· exports, and that as we have been able to sell more goods to 
Mr. BURKETT. I will go back to it whenever the gentleman foreign countries than we were ever able to sell before, that in 

suggests his question. return we have received more money than ever befo;L'e. 
I read only two or three days ago of a great ship that started Now, let me go on ana state one more proposition, and then I 

out of New York with 10,000 tons of American-manufactured will be through. I want to see if we can find the real difference 
goods on board. I remember also when it was announced six between the Republican party and the Democratic party, and 
months or a year ago that a ship started out with 8,000 "tons why your policy does not bring as good times as Republican 
of American-made farm machinery-reapers, harvesters, binders policies do. I mean now the general trend of your policies. I do 
and threshers, wagons, corn planters-all made in this country not refer to details of carrying those policies out. The difference 
with American money, with American muscle, out of American as I have always conceived it is this, and I do not know that any
material; and that ship went clear around the world over to body else will agree with me, but the difference is in the way we 
Russia with that cargo. work and the objects that we seek to gain and the class of people 

I read the speech of a distinguished gentleman the other day we seek to benefit. The Republican party always works for the 
who had traveled in Europe, and he said he saw on almost every benefit of the producer; the Democratic party works for the 
road in Europe engines that were made in the United States. benefit of the consumer. 
What a wonderful fact that is! What a sermon that is to the Now, that is the difference between the two parties, in my judg· 
gospel of Republicanism! How that must thrill the heart of every ment, in a few words. The Republican party works for the benefit 
American citizen, to feel that we are sending our products into of the producer and the Democratic party helps the consumer. A 
every markl3t on the face of the earth! How have we done it? man must be a producer to be benefited by Republican policy. It 
Because we have not been satisfied simply to protect om· own does not make any difference whether he produces steam engines 
markets for the things that we produce in this country, but the or ax handles or a bushel of corn or an hour's work or what it is. 
Republican party has gone on with an even greate1· determination If he is a producer, he is helped when the Republican party is in 
into the larger field of conquering foreign markets. It has gone power. The Democratic party, on the other hand, gives little 
out to capture the markets of the world and make them respond concern to the producer, but seeks to make things cheap for the 
for the welfare and happiness of the American people, the prog- consumer. 
ress. and development of the American nation. [Applause on the Mr. Chairman, I remember very well the first time that I ever 
Republican side.] heard my distinguished constituent, Mr. Bryan, speak in the 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. . campaign for election to Congress in 1892. I remember that he 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I should like carried an old hat, a butcher knife, a bolt of red .flannel, and a tin 

to as~ the gentleman three questions in one. pan around with him: and he said that that terrible high protec-
Mr. BURKETT. I hope so, because I am ready to stop. I am tive tariff was robbing the people. · 

becoming somewhat fatigued". He would hold up that bolt of red flannel and-in a manner that 

/ 
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brought tears to the eyes of the people would tell them that by 
the action of the Republican party that every yard of that flannel 
that went into the poor man's shirt cost him half a cent a yard 
more than it ought to cost him as a result of that terrible McKin
ley protective tariff. After getting the people to agonizing over 
their terrible condition he then proposed that if they would elect 
him and Grover Cleveland that they would knock off that half a 
cent a yard and restore ·it to the poor laboring man. The people 
accepted his proposition. They let him and Grover Cleveland in, 
and within six months they had stolen the whole shirt. [Laugh
ter and applause on the Republican eside.] 

There was not a laboring man i,n this country in the four years 
that followed that ever thought of having a flannel shirt. They 
did not wear flannel shirts in those good old Democratic days. 
Now, I will admit that you believe in making things cheap, and 
I admit yon do make things cheap, but you do not make them 
easier to get. I remember that when Cleveland wa-s Presiden.t, in 
1894, 1895, and 1896, horses were cheaper in this country than 
they were ever before or since. That is a question we know of, 
because we produce horses in Nebraska, and they got so cheap 
that we used to can them and send them back Ea-st here to yon 
people to eat. [Laughter.] Horses were cheaper than ever be
fore, but more people went on foot than had ever walked since 
the flood. House rent was cheaper than ever before, and there 
were more people without homes than ever before. I admit that 
bread was cheaper than ever before. It got down to 2 or 3 cents 
a loaf, and yet in every town in this country the people had to 
take up collections to buy bread for the laboring men of this coun
try who could not provide for their wives and families at home. 
. I remember that all these things were cheaper, but let me say 
you did not make any of them ea-sier to get. The Republican 
party helps the producer, and whenever I find a man who is not a 
producer I can not believe he is helped much in Republican times. 
I am frank_to admit it. Whenever you see one of those men 
complaining about the times, you can set him down as a nonpro
ducer, and usually as a Democrat, too. Whenever you see a man 
sitting on a goods box whittling and spitting and criticising the 
Government, complaining of the times, set him down as a non· 
producer, and usually a Democrat. 

Now, a man came into my office whom I knew very well a year 
or so ago, and he began to find fault with the times. He said that 
he could not see that they were any better than they were before, 
and that it was just as hard to live as it ever had been. Now, I 
knew his ·business; he was a collector. He collected the money 
that his wife made taking in washing. So, when he insisted that 
he could not see any of our good times, I said to him,'' Have you 
sold any corn?'' He said, "No; I haven't had any corn to sell." 
I said, "Have you sold any horses?" He replied, "No; I haven't 
had any to sell." I then said, "Have you done any work?" 
"No," he replied; "I am not able to work." 

Now, he had not produced a thing, not a bushel of corn nor 
an hour's work or a thing in the world, and yet he was kick
ing at the Republican party because it did not fan prosperity into 
his face. It never will, because he is not a producer. I remem
ber one day last summer a hailstorm came through our county, 
and the next day a friend of mine came in and said, '' We had a 
hailstorm out our way last night that wiped me off the face of 
the earth. I have not left standing a hill of corn or a spear of 
wheat. Everything that! had has gone." Five minutes of hail
storm changed that man from a producer into a consumer. I 
admit that 30-cent corn did not help him, because he had to buy 
it. I admit that high prices did not help my friend, because he 
was a consumer. But it did help every other man in that county 
and State who did produce something. There is more production 
than consumption in this countl·y. Every man expects to produce 
more of something than he consumes. Therefore the Republican 
party helps the larger end of this industrial proposition. 

In concluding let me urge you Democrats to consider the para
mount issue of the Republican party. There may be this or that 
particular thing put to the front, as the exigencies of the times 
may necessitate. I mean that this thing or that thing may be 
acute in the coming campaign. But the Republican party on the 
tariff question, on the money question, on every other question, 
on schedules and ratios, will continue in the future, just as it has 
in the past, to press forward to attain the one goal-" the welfare 
and the happiness of the American people, the progress and the 
development of the American nation." [Applause.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I can do but scant justice to 
the extended remarks of the gentleman from Nebra-ska [Mr. 
BuRKETT] in the brief time at my disposal. It is true that in 1896 
the Democratic party favored the immediate restoration of bi
metallism. Its newspapers and orators were bitter in their de
nuneiation of the gold standard. Some of them may have used 
the identical language of the late P1·esident McKinley, who looked 

with concern upon the financial policy inaugurated by Grover 
Cleveland and denounced it and the gold standard in extravagant 
terms. 

Mr. Cleveland's policy was opposed by a maj01ityof the Demo
crats in this Chamber and at the other end of the Capitol. It was 
supported by the Republican press and the Republican member
ship of the American Congress. It was denounced by many Re
publicans and by nearly all Democrats as a menace to ~be welfare 
of the country. 

It was distinctly the policy of the great bankers of two conti
nents and was inaugurated by Grover Cleveland. In so far as 
a mere instrument may lay claim to a work performed under 
direction of a master, it may be called Mr. Cleveland's policy. It 
was a policy which no other man holding high position had pre
viously espoused, one that emanated from no political party. 

Although the dearest object to a coterie of gentlemen, million
aire speculators and stockjobbers, who since 1893 have been the 
advisers of Presidents, it found no outspoken champion holding a 
position of authorityuntil1893. Its enforcement, effected as it was 
by the institution of a reign of terror, caused by a shopmade panic, 
brought _upon this great continent the desolation of a desert and 
the gloom of the grave. It may be observed in passing that since 
then its real author has been caught, red-handed, in a financial 
scheme of plunder, by which a multitude of small investors have 
been robbed by means as criminal as those resorted to by Canada 
Bill, the notorious king of confidence men, in fleecing his numer
ous victims. 

The financial policy · of Grover Cleveland, which has become 
the corner stone of the Republican creed, was promoted by J. Pier
pont Morgan, who was recently unmasked as a coarse swindler, 
and so sinks from the position of adviser of Presidents and inventor 
of financial legislation to the level of the man with a gold brick 
to sell or the fakir with three cunning little shells at a county 
fair. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is pertinent to inquire what answer was 
made by the Republicans to the arguments made by the Demo
crats in 1896. Did they say that the gold standard was to be es
tablished? No. Did they say that in seven or eight years the addi
tion of five or six hundred million dollars in gold to the volume of 
money would cause a rise in prices and better times? Nay, verily. 
They said we didn't need any more money; that we only needed 
confidence. They said they didn't want higher prices for the 
products of labor. 

The Republican literature of that period urged the workingmen 
to vote against;Bryan as a means of preventing a rise in p1ices. 
Republican orators told the workingman that by enforcing the 
gold standard the purchasing power of a dollar had been enhanced, 
and that this was a benefit to the wage-earners. They said that 
what was wanted was a dollar of enhanced purchasing power. 
For, said they, this would enable the workingman to obtain more 
for the fruits of his labor. 

Again, I inquire of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, 
did you predict that the gold supply of this country would be 
recruited to the extent of five or six hundred million of dollars 
during the ensuing eight years? No. You said there was money 
enough. You insisted that confidence in the ability to secure 
credit and not more money was needed. You ridiculed the con
tention of the Democrats that the country needed a larger supply 
of specie. In the teeth of all writers on political economy, you 
ridiculed the quantitative theory of money and insisted that there 
was little or no relation between the volume of money and prices. 

I challenge the gentleman from Nebraska to produce here a 
single Republican speech made at that time in either House of 
Congress which looked forward to the future and predicted or 
suggested an early solution of the financial question, as far as 
coinage was concerned, by a tremendous increase in the output of 
the gold mines. 

Mr. Chairman, some of the gentleman's figures almost took my 
breath away. It is common for gentlemen to use figures trip
pingly-thousands, millions, billions. Why, he said that in a 
few years past we had exported three billions' worth of produce in 
excess of our imports, and that thereby for every dollar obtained 
from American gold mines we have drawn $10 from abroad. 

Does the gentleman know that the production of American gold 
mines during the past eight years aggregates a sum almost equal 
to that which has been added to our gold supply during the same 
period? 

Mr. Chairman, I am as firmly convinced as I was in 1896 that 
the world needs bimetallism. It is not true-it never will be 
true-that the world's commerce can be based upon a single me
tallic standard with safety to civilization. 

Consult statistics and yon will discover that the coinage ques
tion has not been finally settled, and you will also be convinced 
that, while it may not excite popular interest now, sooner cr later 
it will become again a promirumt theme of political-discuiSion in 
all parts of the world. While we have been·recrniting our specie 
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we have imported over one hundred millions in excess of our ex
ports of gold from European countries. It is advisable to take 
some account of how far they have recruited their supply and what 
has been the effect of our imports of gold upon business conditions 
abroad. 

J nst before Secretary Gage retired from the Treasury Depart
ment I requested him to have prepared for me a table showing 
the balances in the public and private depositories of each of the 
great continental powers of Europe, including Russia, on the first 
of the fiscal year of the preceding eight years. In that period, 
remarkable as it may seem, the aggregate addition to the visible 
supply of gold in all these countries, with a population of 
400,000,000, during this period was less than $100,000,000. In
stead of gaining, some had suffered a diminution in their stock 
of gold. -

Russia to-day has over $100,000,000 less gold than she had at the 
beginning of the era of increased gold production. Germany, for 
the seven or eight years, has stood still, neither gaining or losing. 
France increased her supply very little. England added seventy 
millions to her gold supply by loans during the war with the 
BoeTs. And in all these countries hard times and business depres
sions prevailed throughout the period in whlch their supply of 
specie was diminishing, or at least not increasing appreciably. 

Gentlemen, do not imagine that the people are ready to swallow 
such oratory as we have been listening to. They know that added· 
tc;.the prod net of our mines for seven or eight years there has been 
a steady flow of gold to this country, adding to our money supply 
five or six hundred millions of dollars of specie. Do not imagine 
that because we are on the tidal wave resulting from this unex
pected providential addition to ou:r money supply yon can induce 
the country to believe that your campaign of 1896 led up to or 
caused it. 

The Democrats did not expect this large increase in the gold 
supply. No more did the Republicans. The country was in 
despair. The Democrats demanded the coinage of silver, claim
ing that more money of redemption was indispensable. The Re
publicans demanded more confidence; declared that credit, not 
money, was needed. The Democratic remedy has been applied. 
The Republican remedy could not have restored prosperity. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [.Mr. BURKETT] says that Ne
braska had adjusted itself to the new creed adopted by the Re
publican party for the first time in 1896, months and months before 
the St. Louis convention. Well, if it had, an adjustment must 
have been necessary. At best, this is an admission that until a 
little while before the campaign of 1896 the Republicans in N e
braska, as elsewhere, were out-and-out bimetallists, and if they 
changed front a little earlier than the rest it matters not. Before 
changing front they must have been in agreement with the Demo
cratic heretics of '96 and in favor of just what we contended for 
at that time. 

Why, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSYE ... 'WR] 
and the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] as 
late as the short session of 1896-97 stood upon this floor and said 
then that their party was still struggling for bimetallism-that 
they wanted bimetalism-and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] was accused by the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Quigg, of "reading a man out of the party" because he did not 
believe in bimetallism. 

This would go to show that even after the election in 1897 yon 
still adhered to what you knew was a hypocritical makeshift
that part of your party platform which pledged yon to labor for 
an international agreement for the coinage of silver. Until now 
you have not dared to say to the people that yon are for the single 
gold standard. -

Now, what is the truth as to monetary conditions throughout 
the world to-day? Why, historyis simply repeating itself. Gold 
is, for the time being, more abundant than silver. The gold 
mines have become exceedingly productive. Hence, money has 
become more accessible. The supply is becoming larger. As 
long as this continues, prosperity will continue. When it ceases, 
dry rot will ensue in the business world. Monometallism will be 
responsible for the diss.ster to mankind. When this continent 
was discovered the world had little silver in circulation. 

It had all gone to the Orient in the course of trade, and gold 
was the money of commerce in western nations. Why? Because 
it was most abundant. The discovery of great deposits and ac
cumulations of silver in Mexico and South America resulted in 
the substitution of the more abundant metal. The treasure ships 
of the Spaniard carried to every part of the world vast sums of 
silver, and the ehannels of commerce were filled with it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, can I have two minutes more? 

There does not seem to be anybody here who has charge of the 
time. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gentleman 
two minutes of my time. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The resdt was t'.lat for a lengthened peric.d 
silver was almost the only money of commerce throughout the 
world. Almost the whole world was using the Spanish milled 
dollar. Then came the discoveries of gold in 1848, 1849, and 1850 
in California and Australia, and again the world did business 
with gold. The discovery of the Bonanza mines in 1868 and 1869 
in Nevada promised another e1·a in which silver would reappear. 
Then for the first time in modern history monometallism was 
made effective by hostile legislation. Inevitably the world suf
fered disaster by this new departure. It is unnece~sary and 
would not be desirable, even if I had time, to rehearse the evi
dences that this new policy visited dry rot upon the business world 
eve1-ywhere. Business depres ion, falling prices, insolvency, and 
ruin were at our doors. We demanded more money and the free 
coinage of silver as a means of supplying it. Yon said we needed 
only confidence. 

Yon would hold us to our contention literally. Then stand by 
your own. How would yon like to trade off the great supply of 
money unexpectedly furnished by the gold mines for the· confi
dence" which you said in 1896 was all that was needed? Have we 
any money to spare? Why, notwithstanding the addition of five or 
six hundred millions of specie in the years that have followed your 
assertion that no morewas needed, letfiftymillionstakewinoos to
morrow, leaving your gold supply four or five hundred millions 
greater than it was in 1896, and financial chaos would shake the 
continent. 

You know that we could not export $50,000,000 of the gold sup
ply in the coming six months without serious embarrassment to 
business. What, then, becomes of your doctrine of" confidence?" 

Is it true that the Republican theory was put in practice after 
the election of Mr. McKinley as President in 1 96 there ensued an 
era of renewed confidence, and that renewed confidence has caused 
higher prices, and with higher prices, consequently, good times? 
No. More money has saved the country from greater losses. 
Your remedy was never applied. It was an im.po sible remedy. 

Yon know and I know that the change in the conditions in the 
financial world is not the result of Republican policies. It has 
been brought about, as my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WIL
LIAMS] said yesterday, by two things-by an enormous production 
of gold in the world, and in so far as we have been especially 
benefited by it, by a large balance of trade in our favor, which has 
enabled us to approp1·iate the lion's share of the gold. Tlie farm
ers of the West and South have helped most, for, after all, the 
exports of this country have been and ever will be more lar_gely 
composed of agricultural products than anything else. LAp
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARD
WICK] is now entitled to the floor for fifty-eight minutes. 

Mr .. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, under date of January 2, 
1904, the secretary of the Union League Club of New York City 
addressed a letter to the various members of the Fifty-eighth 
Congre s. Accompanying this letter was a copy of the report of 
the committee of the club on political reform, dated April9, 1903, 
and a copy of certain resolutions adopted by the club on Decem
ber 10, 1903. 

The resolutions referred to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Government be requested to instruct the district attor
neys in the various States where an illegal suppression of votes is alleged to 
prosecute every case where there has been a violation of the laws of the 
United States in reference to suffrage, if adequate evidence can be obtained 
to justify a submission of such case to the grand jury. 

Resolved, (1) That Congress be requested and be r espectfully urged to in
vestigate with thoroughness and impartiality the charges of a suppression 
of votes contrary to t1re fourteenth and fifteent h amendinent:B to tlie Consti
tution of the United States; and in every case where such restriction is ac
complished by a limitation of the franchise for any reason the representa
tion of such State in Congress be reduced; and also to see that the fifteenth 
amendmentbeinnowayviolatedeitherdirectly or by subterfuge; and (2) that 
where the decisions of the courts or the practices at elections disclose the fact 
that the statutes ru·e inadequate, amendatory acts be passed remedying the 
defects disclosed. 

This resolution, referring as it does to what is undoubtedly the 
greatest problem in the domestic life of the Republic, forcibly 
emphasizes the fact that there is in the present Congre s, as evi
denced by bills and resolutions already introduced by individual 
Members of the House, a radical, and apparently an iiTeconcil
able, difference of opinion. 

On November 10, 1903, the gentleman from Indiana [1\fr. 
CRUMPACKER] offered a resolution providing for the appointment 
of a committee by this House to investigate the election laws of 
the several States of the Union, with a view to ascertaining 
whether or not any State was violating the provisions of the 
Constitution in reference to suffrage, and if so, to what extent, 
and With the ulterior purpose of finally imposing upon such States 
as may restrict the suffrage the penalty of reduced representation 
in this House and in the electoral college. · . 

On November 13, 1903, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DIQK] 
offered a resolution providing that the standing Committee on 
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Election of the President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress should be empowered to investigate the question of the 
denial of the eLective franchise, in violation of the Constitution, 
the ulterior purpose of this resolution being identical with that 
of the preceding measure. 

On November 11, 1903, the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. WILLIAM W. KITe~] offered a joint resolution proposing 
the repeal of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, and 
on November 16, 1903, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN
DERWOOD] offered a similar resolution. 

On the last-named day, to wit, November 16, 1903, I had the 
honor of proposing two joint resolutions on this general subject
. one providing for the repeal of the fifteenth amendment and the 
other providing that all of section 2 of the fourteenth amend
ment, save the first sentence thereof, should be repealed. 

While none of these resolutions have yet been reported, and 
none of them may ever emerge, during the present session at 
least, from the caterpillar stage of committeeism into the butter
fly life of House existence, yet the fact that they have already 
been introduced is significant of the difference of opinion to which 
I have already alluded. 

It will be readily observed that these resolutions, all involving the 
same great question, are capable of one general subdivision; tho e 
of the gentlemen from Ohio and Indiana treating of the Consti
tution as it is now written and proposing an inyestigation of 
its alleged Yiolation, and the last four resolutions-those intro
duced by the gentlemen from North Carolina, Alabama, and my
self-dealing with the broader and greater question as to whether 
the Constitution is right or wrong and ought or ought not to be 
changed. 

The first class of these resolutions involves, primarily, the de
termination of a great question of fact; the second involves solely 
the consideration of an even greater question of public policy and 
statesmanship. Although the two questions are closely allied and 
the same great fundamental principles of government underlie 
them both, yet I can not, in the course of the limited time at my 
command to-day, undertake to discuss them both; and being con· 
fined to the discussion of one branch of the matter only, I shall 
discu the broader and deeper question of right and wrong, 
rather than the narrower and more restricted question as to 
whether or not, in point of fact, there exists in any State of the 
Union such a condition of affairs as requires or justifies the intro
duction and passage of the resolutions proposed by the distin-
guished gentlemen from Indiana and Ohio. . 

If on some future occasion the necessity should arise, I propose 
to submit a few remarks .upon those resolutions but for the pres
ent I shall pass the specific question involved in them with the 
remark in passing, that if the same tests are applied to all the 
States, it will be discovered that the limitation of the elective 
franchise in various ways has not been confined to the South 
alone, that by Australian ballot laws, of varying provisions, the 
right to vote has been abridged in every State of the Union, ex
ceptNorthCarolina,SouthCarolin.&,andGeorgia;thatintenStates 
of the Union there are educational or property qualifications for 
voting, or both, and that only six of those States are in the South; 
that in Oregon, California, Idaho,and Nevada Chinese are expressly 
excluded from voting by State constitutions, although they may 
be citizens of the United States; that by the organic law of Idaho 
male citizens of the UnitedStates21 yeara of age, who have never 
violated any law are debarred from voting if they believe in or 
countenance the Mormon religion-whether they are polygamists 
or not. 

I call the especial attention of the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio to the fact that there is to-day in the organic law of his 
State, as well as in that of Oregon, an express provision that only 
white men shall vote, and that while it is true that these provi
sions were both adopted before the ratification of the fifteenth 
amendment, and are of course unconstitutional because in express 
conflict with that amendment, yet they were written in the or
ganic law by the votes of the people of those States. and are upon 
the statute books of those States to-day-unrepealed by them
where they stand, ghostly but eloquent witnesses of the Cauca
sianism of their people. 

I respectfully invite the attention of the distinguished gentle
man and of the Union League Club to the constitution and laws 
of the State of Vermont, by which citizens who are of quiet and 
peaceable behavior, and who have the approbation of the board of 
civil authority. shall alone be permitted to vote: the most far
reaching provision that was ever adopted in any St:lte, North or 
South. 

And in concluding these passing remarks I would respectfully 
suggest to the esteemed Union League Club that it re-refer this 
great question to its committee on political reform, with instruc
tionS to investigate laws and condition in every one of the States, 
and particularly in the States of Maine, Connecticut, Massachu
setts, Ohio, Oregon, California, Idaho, Wyoming, Nevada, and 

Vermont, in addition to the Southern States that it has honored 
with its especial and particular attention. 

Subterfuge, indirection, and evasion, always disgusting, would, 
in this presence and on this occasion , be doubly so; on the con
trary, candor is the highest compliment courage can pay to intel
ligence, and adopting that as my rule of conduct on this occasion, 
I will speak to yon candidly and plainly on this question of negro 
suffrage, for that, as we all know, is the sole question that lies at 
the bottom of all these resolutions and of all this clamor for the 
enforcement of constitutional provisions. While I intend to be 
candid in the discussion of the matter, yet I do not wish to st.ate 
my arguments and conclusions offensively or bitterly or to voice 
the sentiment of my people in a sectional or partisan manner; 
my object is not to excite sectional prejudice or party bitterness, 
but to allay them; not to offend, but to conciliate; not to denounce 
gentlemen who may not agree with me, but to reason with them: 
but, gentlemen, because I use the language of conciliation, of 
friendship, and of brotherhood, let no man misunderstand my 
motives or mistake my spirit. 

I thank God that we are at peace again and have once more a 
reunited and prosperous country; that the South is back once more 
in the honse ef her fathers and is there to stay forever, but I also 
thank Him, sir, that she is not here debased and humiliated and 
ashamed, with sackcloth on her back or with ashes on her head. 
She is here, yielding to no section in love for this splendid nation, 
whos.e glory is the marvel of the earth, or in loyalty to that flag 
of the Republic whose every star has been b1·ightened by the valor 
of her sons and whose every stripe has been bathed in her noblest 
blood. She is here in a generous, manly spirit, with her great 
heart throbbing with love and patriotism for our common coun
try and with her every hill and valley sending back an echo of 
that magnanimous spirit that not six years ago prompted our last 
martyred President, the great McKinley, standing in the State 
capitol of my own State and addressing its general assembly, to 
lay his tribute of love and respect upon the bier of her immortal 
dea<l. 

This, then, is the spirit in which she invokes yom considera
tion of her greatest problem, without bitterness or hate, and yet, 
without truckling or debasement, an equal among equals, claim
ing the right to present in candor and in fairness her news upon 
that mightyproblem in which is bound up her very existence and 
demanding that they shall be received with a patriotism that 
scorns sectionalism and with a statesmanship that will not stoop 
to make possible political capital out of the travail of brethren. 

On January 1, 1861, there were only fonT out of the thirty-one 
States that then constituted the Union in which negroes were pei·
mitted to vote-namely! the States of Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and New York. In the first three of these State::; 
the right existed by virtue of the broad language used in their 
earlier constitutions, and in the last-named State it existed by ex. 
press enactment; but there were at this time in Vermont only 194 
possible negro voters to 87,462 possible white voters; inN ew Hamp. 
shire, only 149 negroes of voting age to 91,954 whites of yoting 
age, and in Jtias.sachusetts only 2,502 male negroes of voting an-e 
to 339,085 whites; and it must be remembered .that even at this 
time all voters in Massachusetts were subject to an educational 
qualification. 

In New York negroes were expressly admitted to the suf
frage, but there were at this time in that State only 12,9 9 negroes 
of voting age to 1,027,305 whites, and yet, with even th:io insig
nificant proportion, the law of New York required of the negro 
voter a property qualification of $.250 that it did not exact of the 
white voter-a restriction which probably excluded fully 90 per 
cent of the possible negro voters in New York, as is pointed out 
by :Mr. Curtis in his admirable Constitutional History of the 
United States. It will thus be observed that even in these fom 
States the gift was, in three cases out of four, accidental; that in 
every case it was a theoretical rather than a practical gift, and 
that in the case in which it was expressly conferred it was hedged 
about by partial conditions. 
· Up to Januaryl, 1&H, while the country had for some years lili
erally blazed with antislavery agitation, yet there was no respect
able or considerable sentiment anywhere or in any party in favor 
of negro enfranchisement-certainly no political party in its na
tional platform had ever espoused it. Mr. Lincoln himself, at 
that time the President-elect-the most illustrious statesman his 
party has ever produced and certainly the one man above all 
others entitled to speak for it where its platform was silent-had 
denounced the doctrine as a heresy and had proclaimed his em
phatic and irrevocable oppo ition to it on more than one occasion. 

During the year 1861 the people of Missouri amended their con
stitution and during this same year the people of West Virginia 
formed a constitution upon which they were finally admitted to 
the Union, but in neither State was the suffrage extended to the 
negro. 

In 1862 Michigan amended her constitution, but again was the 
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"colored man and brother " ignored. In 1863 there were no con
stitutional changes by the States, but in 1864 new constitutions 
were adopted or old ones amended in Arkansas, Connecticut, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Maryland, Nevada, New York, Rhode Island, 
Pennsylvania, and Vh·ginia, and yet in not one of all this great 
array of States was negro suffrage even hinted at. 

In 1865 constitutional amendments providing for negro suffrage 
were submitted by the legislatures of Connecticut, Colorado, 
Wisconsin, and Minnesota, but when these provisions were sub
mitted to the people in the fall elections of 1865, negro suffrage 
was rejected in each and every one of these States by decisive 
majorities. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, theyvotenowand have been 
voting for years in my State. 

Mr. HARDWICK. What State does the gentleman refer to? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Connecticut. 
Mr. HARDWICK. You have an educational qualification? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And always have had. _ 
M1·. HARDWICK. So that at the close of 1865, while the 

emancipation of the negro was an accomplished fact, his enfran
chisement was apparently as distant as on the day the war began. 

In tracing the history of tlie negro suffrage movement, I come 
next to that period in the history of our country known as" re
construction," memories of which, I hope, are unpleasant to the 
people of every State and section. Certainly the word recalls to 
the entire South, and especially, possibly, to my own State of 
Georgia, the bitterest and saddest period of her history, when her 
cup of humiliation was indeed full and her people drank of the 
very dregs of despair. During its progress her people suffered 
agonies a thousand fold more bitter to a spirited, high-strung 
people than even the untold miseries of war; but with a courage 
that might have been expected of the most homogeneous of all 
the American people they went to work to restore their shattered 
fortunes, and upon the ruins of their old civilization they built 
the South of to-day-that marvelous edifice of material wealth 
and industrial independence that is now challenging the admira
tion of the world. 

Painful as are the mem01ies of reconstruction to us all, yet I 
believe the time has at last come when we can discuss some of its 
events without prejudice or bitterness, and in that spirit I shall 
undertake it. 

On December 8, 1863, President Lincoln issued a proclamation 
offering general amnesty to the people of the South and outlining 
his plan of reconstruction, which has been truly termed'' mo&t 
liberal and humane,'' but as it was made at a time when the South 
was undefeated in the field and hopeful of the final result of the 
appeal to arms, it had no practical effect and is chiefly significant 
now to show what Mr. Lmcoln's plan was. While Mr. Lincoln 
demanded freedom for the slaves of the South and insisted upon 
their education, he demanded nothing more than these two things, 
and expressly stated that with these modifications when a State 
government was reconstructed "its constitution and laws prior to 
the rebellion" should be respected. Nowhere did he expressly 
or impliedly demand or suggest that the right to vote should be 
bestowed upon the negro. 

It has, however, been contended that Mr. Lincoln modified this 
position in the Hahn letter of March 13, 1864, in which he sug
gested for the "private consideration" of Hon. Micha=l Hahn, 
the provisional governor of Louisiana, whether or not the con
stitutional convention about to assemble in Louisiana might 
with safety extend the elective franchise to the very intelligent 
negroes, and especially to those who had · fought in the Union 
Army. The letter does not indicate that Mr. Lincoln had modi
fied his oft-repeated views in opposition to negro suffrage, even 
to the very moderate extent suggested in the letter, although it 
is true that he was considering the modification of them to that 
extent only, and it is significant to note that six weeks after this 
letter, Wendell Phillips, one of the ablest and most earnest ad
vocates of negro suffrage, indorsed the movement of the radical 
wing of the Republican party to nominate in 1864 an independent 
Republican candidate against Mr. Lincoln, the alleged cause of. 
the schism in the dominant party being what was termed Mr. 
Lincoln's weak and vacillating war policy and his too mild and 
ineffectual policy of southern reconstruction. 

Mr. Phillips not only indorsed this radical movement, but on 
May 27, 1864, he wrote a letter to Edward Gilbert, esq., of New 
York, which was read before the Fremont Convention, at Cleve
land, Ohio, in May, 1864, in which letter Mr. Phillips used this 
among other expressions: 

There is no plan of reconstruction possible within twenty years unless we 
admit the black to citizenship and the ballot and use him with the white as 
the basis of States. * * * Against such recognition Mr. Lincoln stands 
pledged by prejudice and avowal. 

In the next place, in December, 1864, after his overwhelming 
reelection, Mr. Lincoln stated in his annual message to the Thirty
eighth Congress that his views on southern reconstruction had 

undergone no change, and those views as will be remembered ditl 
not include negro suffrage for the South. ' 

It is true that in the last speech of his life, on April11, 1865 
only a few days before his assassination, Mr. Lincoln publicly 
expressed in somewhat more positive terms the idea he had sng. 
gested for the "private consideration " of Governor Hahn the 
year before. He said: 

It is also unsatisfactory to some that the elective franchise is not given to 
the c9lore4 man. I would myself now prefer that it were conferred on the 
very mtelligent, and those who serve our cause as soldiers. 

The phraseology of the great war President is significant. He 
classes himself apart, in another class. f1·om those who were '' dis
satisfied." He fav01·ed and upheld the Louisiana government 
while those who were "dissatisfied" opposed it. He personally · 
favored negro suffrage in these exceptional cases he mentioned 
principally no doubt out of gratitude to the negroes who had served 
as Union soldiers; and yet he did not abandon his fixed and an
nounced reconstruction policy or even suggest that negro suf· 
frage ought to be forced upon any State, even if such State was 
in the process of reconstruction. 

President Lincoln's contention was that it was the right of the 
Executive to reconstruct the State governments of the South. 
This doctrine, however, was not agreed to by the Congress, and 
the result of this difference of opinion was the passage of the 
first Congressional reconstruction act of July 2, 1864. This act 
may fairly be assumed to represent the sentiment of that wing of 
the Republican party that was opposed to Presidential recon
struction, and it is therefore particularly worthy of note that in 
this act the elective franchise was limited to" white males of 21 
years of age.'' 

From this act Mr. Lincoln withheld his approval, and it there
fore failed to become a law, for which he was roundly abused in 
the Davis and Wade manifesto of August 5, 1864. , 

The political effect of this difference between the Congress and 
the President was a political schism in the Republican pat'ty, the 
more radical members of that party, who disagreed with the Presi· 
dent's war policy and reconstruction plan, nominating John C. 
Fremont for President at Cleveland, Ohio, on May 31, 1864, on a 
platform radical enough in all truth, but which, while demand· 
ing equal civil rights for the negro, did not demand the elective 
franchise for him, although that it should do so was expressly 
suggested byWendellPhillipsandothers. On September 21, 1864; 
Fremont withdrew, and in the election of November, 1864-, Mr. 
Lincoln triumphed over the Democratic nominee, Gen. George B. 
McClellan, by a popular maj01ity of more than 400,000 votes and 
by the enormous electoral majority of 1.91 votes. 

Hon. A. C. Braxton, a distinguished lawyer of Staunton, Va., 
whose able paper, read at the last meeting of the Virginia Bar 
Association, is one of the most valuable contributions to the legal 
and political literature of this great subject, has well suggested 
that the "seru;eless and dastardly assassination of Mr. Lincoln in 
April, 1865, greatly exasperated the Northern people against the 
South, and added to the flames of sectional hatred already burn
ing brightly." I fully agree •with him. It was a double mis· 
fortune. Mr. Lincoln, although much misunderstood by the 
people of the South at the time, had already given indisputable 
evidences of a patriotism too sincere and of a statesmanship too 
lofty to deal harshly with the stricken people of the South, and 
if he had lived to complete the work of reconstruction that he be· 
gan, his kindly heart and magnanimous spirit would have com· 
pletely won the South, while his unswerving hand and unbend
ing will would have held steady the helm of the ship of state and 
steered it at a much earlier period into the peaceful wate1·s of 
sectional reconciliation and of patriotic nationalism. 

His successor, President Johnson, attempted to carry out the 
reconstruction policy of his illustrious predecessor; but, although 
undoubtedly devoted to great constitutional principles, he was not 
without his faults and weaknesses, and besides was hardly placed
a Southern man, yet hated at the South because of what was re· 
garded as his apostasy, and hated at the North because he was 
slispected of an undue leaning to the people of the section of his 
birth. His weaker hand could not guide the tossing ship, and 
Executive reconstruction rapidly gave way to Congressional re~ 
construction. 

The first evidence of this change was the passage over the 
President's veto, on JuneS, 1867, of a bill introduced in 1865 estab· 
lishing negro suffrage in the District of Columbia. Before its 
passage provision had been made by Congress for the submission 
of the question to the voters of the Distiict, and the result had 
been that, in one of the largest votes ever cast in the District of 
Columbia, negro suffrage had been overwhelmingly rejected by 
its people, 35 votes being polled for it in Washington City and 
6,521 against it; 1 vote for it in Georgetown and 812 against it
an aggregate of 36 votes for it and 7,333 against it-and yet, in 
spite·of this overwhelming expression of the popular will and in 
defiance of every principle of local self-government, the Thirty· 
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ninth Congress ordained negro suffrage for the District of Colum
bia, being actuated by two motives; first, because the leaders of 
the Republican party in that Congress felt impelled to make some 
concession, however trifling, to the growing sentiment in their 
own ranks in favor of the general enfranchisement of the negro 
in the South and in the Territories, and, next, because they 
wished to make an experiment on a small scale as to the results of 
the system. 

If the times had not been so turbulent, and they had been will
ing to patiently await the result of the experiment, it is only fair 
to conclude that they would not have inflicted either subsequent 
reconstruction acts upon the people of the South or the four
teenth and fifteenth amendments upon the people of the Repub
lic, for so unsatisfactory did the experiment of negro suffrage in 
the District of Columbia prove that by the act of February 21, 
1871, a Territorial form of government was given the District, 
and by the act of June 20, 1874, as finally amended by the act of 
1878, the present system of District government was established, 
sa that while white manhood suffrage had proven satisfactory in 
the District of Columbia for the sixty-five years intervening be
tween 1802 and 1867, impartial manhood suffrage only survived 
four years, that much of the experiment entirely reconciling the 
people of the District to a total deprivation of all voting rights in 
preference to a continued endurance of existing conditions. 

In the meantime the Congress had not been slow in extending 
the experiment of negro suffrage to the Territories of the United 
States and to the States of the South, who, exhausted by the most 
bloody and devastating war that the world had ever witnessed, 
lay helpless and powerless at its feet. 

In May, 1866, Congress, again disregarding the same principles 
of local self-government, and acting in the very teeth of a con
trary expression from the people of Colorado, not eight months 
old, had peremptorily established negro suffrage in Colorado and 
in all the Territories of the United States. 

In 1866 Nebraska sought admission into the Union, with a con
stitution that limited the elective franchise to white males 21 
years of age, adopted by a popular vote, and yet, in February, 
1866, Congress imposed the celebrated "fundamental condition" 
that Nebraska should be admitted with the understanding that 
she should not limit the elective franchise because of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude, and that this recognition 
should be made by the legislature of Nebraska in a "solemn act" 
passed for that purpose. It will be observed that the acceptance 
of this condition was not left to the people of Nebraska, who 
could alone make or unmake their constitution, but to its legisla
ture, which had no more power under the rules of constitutional 
law to change its constitution than the legislature of Georgia 
would have had to make or amend a constitution for Nebraska. 

On March 2, 1867, Congress passed its celebrated, far-reaching, 
reconstruction act, by which it immediately forced temporary 
negro suffrage upon the people of the South, and ultimately forced 
a ratification of the fourteenth amendment. 

Under the original Constitution of the United States the repre
sentation of the States, both in the House of Representatives and 
in the electoral college, was based on population, except that rep
I'esentation was only allowed for three-fifths of the slaves. This 
basis of representation was the result of a compromise between 
the contending forces of the North and South, effected in the 
convention that framed the Constitution. It was considered ad
visable, however, that with emancipation there should be a read
justment of the basis of representation, for the practical politi
cians of the dominant power viewed with no little alarm the 
prospect that with population as still the basis of representation, 
with every freedman cotmted the States of the South would gain 
from thirty to forty votes in the electoral college and the House 
of Representatives, and it was feared that this increased southern 
power-cooperating with the powerful Democratic party of the 
North, which had been able to poll1,800,000 votes in the last 
Presidential election (1864)-would control the Senate at once 
and would win the Presidency and the House in the election of 1868. 

In the West, which had much to gain from such a change, the 
remedy suggested was that Federal representation should be based 
upon the number of qualified voters, rather than on population. 
This was the remedy suggested by the Republican State conven
tion of Wisconsin in its platform of September, 1865, which was 
probably the earliest expression of the idea. 

On December 5, 1865, Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, of Pennsylvania, 
voiced this demand by proposing in the House a resolution to 
amend the Constitution so that "representation shall be appor
tioned among the States that may be within the Union according 
to their respective legal voters." When this question came up 
for deb~te in January, 1866, Mr. Blaine, of Maine, opposed the 
proposition embodied in Mr. Stevens's resolution, citing the cen
sus reports of 1860 to show that the change from total population 
to voting population would be manifestly Unfair to New England 
and the Northern States, who had sent so many of their sons to 

the great West, and thereby largely decreased theh· relative voting 
strength. 

Among the many illustrations that he gave of the injustice that 
would be worked by the change was a comparison between Ver
mont and California, which States were substantially equal in 
population and had the same number of Representatives; bnt 
California had 207,000 voters to Vermout's 87,000, and under Mr. 
Stevens's plan would have eight Representatives if Vermont 
should have three. A compromise between these two idea.s, ef
fected first in the Committee on Reconstruction and afterwards 
perfected in conference between the House and Senate, resulted 
in the fourteenth amendment as it was proposed to the States and 
as it stands to-day. It reads as follows: 

ARTICLE XIV. . 
SECTION 1. Allj>ersons born or naturalized in the United States and sub

ject to the ~nrisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of the 
State wherem they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; 
nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property without 
due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the 1.a. ws. . 

SEc. 2. Representatives shall be appt>rtioned among the several States ac
cording to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of parsons 
in each State, excludin~ Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at 
any election for the ch01ce of electors for President and Vice-President of the 
United States, Representatives in ConS'I:ess, the executlve and judicial officers 
of a State or the members of the le~la.ture thereof is denied to any of the 
male inhabitants of such State, bemg 21 years of age and citizens of the 
Unit~d States, or in any way abridged, exceJ>t for participation in rebellion 
or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in pro
portion which the number of such male citizens bears to the whole number 
of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. · 

Sections 3 and 4 of the amendment are not pertinent to this 
discussion, while section 5 simply provides that Congress -shall 
have the power by appropriate legislation to enforce the pro
visions of the article. 

The Thirty-ninth Congress finally adopted this amendment on 
June 16, 1866, and sent it out to the several States for their adop
tion or rejection. 

It is worthy of note that many of the more radical Reimblicans 
thought and stated, while the amendment was being discussed, 
particularly in the Senate, that the first section of the amend
ment protected political as well as civil rights, this view being 
expressed in the Senate debate by Senators Ross of Kansas and 
Edmunds of Vermont; but in the case of Minor v. Happersett 
(21 Wallace, 162) the Supreme Court held that the right to vote 
was not a "privilege or immunity" within the meaning of this 
section, and in that case and many others has uniformly held 
that this section does not add to the privileges and immunities•of 
citizens, but simply prohibits the States from denying or abridg
ing existing privileges or immunities. 

The second section of the proposed amendment was considered 
by the Republican leaders as a most happy solution of the difficult 
problem presented in readjusting the basis of representation, for 
by it the New England and Northern States would lose no part of 
their representation or comparative power, as they must necessa
rily have done had the voting population been made the basis of 
representation, while under its provisions the Southern States 
could only make the dreaded gains in power in the event they en
franchised the negro-a result that thoughtful Republicans did 
not seriously fear, as they felt that the people of the South would 
not pay so dear a price for increased Federal power, and if they 
did not pay that price, her power could be reduced by a scaled 
reduction, the most far-reaching and effectual that could be con·
trived. For these reasons this hybrid, mongrel plan, "neither 
fish nor fowl," based neither on population or voting strength, 
but on a crafty combination of both, welded together the control
ling elements of the dominant power and was 1·eceived with glad 
acclaim by the rank and file as" heaven-sent inspiration." 

On June 21, 1866, this amendment was proposed by Congress to 
the States. At this time, in every respect save that of Congres
sional representation, the States of the South were back in the 
Union. Presidential reconstruction had been proclaimed and 
recognized in them-the appointment of Federal judges and 
attorneys for them had been confirmed by the Senate, and finally, 
as the crowning act of recognition, this very amendment sub
mitted to them by the Congress itself for ratification or rajection. 
At this time there were thil'ty-six States in the Union. Begin
ning with Connecticut on June 30, 1866, eighteen States of the 
North and West and one in the South ratified the amendment 
prior to March 2, 1867. But in the meantime, while the amend
ment was pending and before it had either been accepted or re
jected, one of those nineteen States-namely, the State of New 
Jersey-withdrew her assent in September, 1868,asdid another of 
them-namely, Ohio-in January, 1868. . 

. During this same period, beginning with Texas on October 13, 
1866,andendingonMarch2,1867,theamendmenthad been rejected 
by ten Southern States and the two border States <if Kentucky 
and Delaware, a total of twelve States voting in the negative. 

Massachusetts, Iowa, California, Nebraska, and Maryland we1·e 
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yet to act upon it, and of those St.:'ltes it was reasonably certain 
that the first four would accept it and the last reject it, as the 
event subsequently proved; which would make twenty-three 
Stat.es voting for the amendment and thirteen against it, even if 
the a.:flirmative vote of New Jersey should be allowed to stand un
changed. If not, it appeared that the result would be twenty-two 
votes for it and fourteen" against it, and as the amendment re
quired the assent of three-fourths of the States, or twenty-seven 
affirmative votes, it was apparent that in either event it was 
irretrievably defeated. 

The Thirty-ninth Congress was not to be easily outdone. The 
situation was desperate, and a desperate remedy was needed. 
The result was the reconstruction act of March 2,1867, by which 
the eleven Southern States, recognized by the President as recon
structed and invited by the Congress i~elf to vote as sovereign 
States on a solemn proposition to amend the Constitution of the 
Republic, were reduced to the condition of conquered provinces 
and placed under a grinding military rule, simply because they 
would not vote on this amendment as the Congre s desired. 

With the hi tory of the gestation that followed we are all too 
familiar. It is a matter of record that the whites of the South 
were largely disfranchised and that the negroes of those States, 
supported and upheld by the military power of the Government, 
sat in solemn-nay, in farcical-judgment on the great amend
ment which was the beginning of their enfranchisement, and thus 
by a most marvelous proceeding voted themselves voters, and 
gave the so-called subsequent "ratification" of the various South
ern States to these two war amendments. 

Now that we have arrived at a time when reason has assumed 
her sway and we can consider this question on both sides fairly 
and without prejudice, I will venture the a sertion that there is 
no man who is both sane and sensible who will be daring enough 
to controvert the statement once made by Georgia's greatest com
moner, the Hon. Alexander H. Stephens, that this amendment, 
and the fifteenth as well, was literally pinned to the National 
Constitution by the bayonets of Federal soldiers. 

The fourteenth amendment did not in any way enfranchise the 
negro. It left in the custody of each State the right that it had 
from the very beginning of the Government, guaranteed to it by 
the Constitution, of regulating for itself the qualifications of its 
electors. For the reason that it did not enfranchise the negro it 
had not been satisfactory to the more radical Republicans of the 
Thirty-ninth Congress in both the Senate and House, and the de
bates of that Congress disclose the fact that in the House Mr. 
Shellabarger of Ohio, Mr. Elliott of Massachusetts. Mr. Pike of 
Maine, and Mr. Jenks of Rhode Island all thought that the 
amendment did not go far enough, and that it ought to prohibit 
the abridgment of the elective franchise by any State on account 
of race and color. 

Senator Sumner, of Massachusetts, also urged this view in the 
Senate at length and with eloquence, asserting that the recogni
tion by the fom·teenth amendment of the right of any State to 
disfranchise any of its citizens was " another compromise of hu
man rights." 

But these protests in the House and Senate were without avail. 
for the practical leaders of the Republican party did not feel 
strong enough in 1866 or 1867 to attempt such a change in the 
Constitution, nor had current political events strengthened their 
courage. 

In October, 1867, the people of Ohio rejected an amendment to 
their constitution proposing negro suffrage by 50,629 majority. 
In November, 1867, Kansas rejected a similar proposition by a 
majority of 8,938 votes, and in the same month Minne ota rejected 
a similar proposition by a majority of 1,298 votes. 

Indeed, it can not be doubted that the people of every State who 
had ever voted on this question seemed irreconcilably opposed to 
negro suffrage. So great was the storm of opposition to it in the 
North and West, and so afraid were the people of those sectio-ns 
that negro suJirage, which might be good enough for the South, 
might be forced upon them also, that the Republican party was 
forced to make the following pledge in its platform of 1868: 

2. The gllAI'&ncy by Congress of equal suffrage to all loyal men of the 
South was demanded b[ every consideration of public safety, of gratitude, 
and of justice, and mus be maintained; while the question of suffrage in all 
the loyal States properly belongs to the people of those States. 

Upon this pledge the Republican party went to the people and 
carried the country, electing not only a President and Congress, 
but obtaining control of both branches· of the legislatures of a 
great majority of the States. 

In February, 1 69, Mr. Sumner said in the United States Senate 
that Mr. Thaddeus Stevens had protested against the adoption of 
the platform declaJ.·atio-n I have cited above, as a weak, vacillat
ing, and unworthy surrender of principle, and in his Twenty Years 

· in Congress Mr. Blaine characterized it as "evasive and discredit
able." How evasive he did not stop to explain. It could olliy be 
discreditable in the view that it proposed to force upon the South 

something that theN orth and West were not willing to accept for 
themselves. It is worthy of comment that none of the criticisms 
to which I have referred were made publicly until after the elec
tion. 

The Fortieth Congress met for its last session in December, 18G8. 
It had hardly assembled before the leaders of the dominant party 
in both Senate and House, with their campaign peeches hardly 
unmemorized, if I may coin a word, and, with the shouts of vic
tory still ringing in their ears, rushed over each other in their 
wild efforts to be the first to violate the solemn pledge of their 
party, which had just given them a new lease of national power 
and the control of twenty-five State legislatures, by propo ing to 
take from "the loyal States to whom it properly belonged ' the 
right to control the suffrage. 

Insensible of shame at this barefaced fraud, they boldly de
nounced the platform upon which they were successful and yet re
tained the fruits of their perfidy. I challenge the political history 
of any republican government fo:r an example of p::!rfidy o bold 
and complete. Afraid to trust the incoming Congre s, althouo-h 
more than two-thirds of each House was Republican, fearful that 
Senators and Representatives, fresh from the people, might have 
more regard for the solemn pledges upon which they were elected, 
they rushed this suffrage amendment through with indecent 
haste, its final passage being announced on February 26, 1 69, 
just six days before the Congress expired by law. 

Up to 1868, as we have already seen, the people of no State in 
all the Union except New York had ever expre ly extended to 
the negro the right to vote, and every State that had ever acted 
on the question had expressly declined to do so except New York, 
and even there the gift was not impartial, as ah-eady shown. 

But in 1868 the radical wing of the Republican party took some 
encouragement from the a-ction of Iowa and Minnesota. In 1 68 
there were in Iowa approximately 1,000 male negroes of voting 
age to 290~000 whites of voting age, and yet on an issne between 
the two parties on the proposition to extend the suff1·age impar
tially to the negro the Republicans only succeeded in securing 
the ratification of such an amendment by a majority of 22,000, 
less than that giyen the Republican ticket, and Iowa thus became 
the first State in the Union to vohmtarily extend the suffrage on 
impartial terms to the negro. The oniy other encouragement wa 
from Minnesota, where negro suffrage had already twice been 
rejected by the people, once in 1865 and again in 1867· but in 
1868 the undaunted leaders of the radical Republicans returned 
to the charge and succeeded ih inducing the 110 000 white voters 
of that State to ext.end the suffrage impartially to the 200 negro 
voter with its borders. 

It can not be contended that the action of any of the Southern 
States, coerced as they all were by the military and legislative 
powers of the Government, was voluntary. So that the two 
States of Iowa and Minnesota are the only States in this Union 
who evervoluntfl.rily extended the elective franchise to the negro 
on impartial terms prior to the ratification of the fifteenth amend
ment, and in each of those States, as I have just demonstrated, 
there were such an insignificant number of negro voters that the 
question was more of a theoretical than a practical one. 

In 1868 Missouri rejected negro suffrage by 18,000 majority, and 
during the same year another attempt to enfranchise the negro 
in Michigan was defeated by 32,000 majority, although Michigan 
was one of the stanchest of Republican States. 

That in proposing the fifteenth amendment the leaders of the 
Republican party were acting contrary to public sentiment every
where was boldly admitted during the de bate upon it in the Senate 
by Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, who said: 

The Senator from Kentuc1."Y [Mr. Davis}" knows, and I know, that this 
W"hole struglJ,le to secure equa.l rights and equal privileges to all citizens of 
th~ United stat~ has been an unJ?Opular one; that we have been forced 
to strnggle against pa.ssion and preJudice engendered by generations of op
pre sion and Wl'Ong; that we h a.ve been compelled to sb-uggle against great 
mterests and powerful political organizations. I say to the Senator from 
K ;ntucky that th& struggle of the last eight years to give freedom to four 
and a ba1f million men who were in slavery, fo make them citizens of the 
United States, to clothe them with the suffrage to make them in all ~pects 
equal to th white citizens of the United StateS, has cost the Republican 
party a quarter of a million votes. 

This assertion was approved by Mr. Blaine, who quotes it in his 
Twenty Years in Congress, and he further remarks that-

The Democratic criticisms as to the time and the method of presenting the 
amendment were well aimed and remained practically unanswered for the 
simple reason that no adequate or logical response could be made to them. 

Why, then, this measure? There were undoubtedly many hon
est and earnest men in the Fortieth Congress who believed so 
thoroughly in the principle at stake that they were willing to 
make any political sacrifice upon its altar. Mistaken and mis
guided, as I firmly believe this class of men to have been, and 
harmful as I know their work was, I can not withhold from them 
that admiration that devotion to principle, even to mistaken 
principle, always merits. But it must be remembered that the 
real leaders of the Fortieth Congress were nothing if not practi-
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cal. The States of the South were helpless under military domi
nation; for the present they need be neither feared nor considered. 
The people of the North were so grateful to the Repnblican party, 
and as yet so unreconciled to the Sonth, that the leaders of the 
radical wing of the dominant party believed that they could for 
a while longer hold the North, even if one of their prescriptions 
should be the nanseating and often-rejected dose of negro suf
frage. They were wise men. In any event they had a fresh 
lease of power, and they knew that then was the proper time to 
inaugurate a permanent constitutional plan to take the place of 
the temporary statutory plan of reconstruction, and to deliver 
over the States of the South to the freedmen and their allies ''in 
fee simple forever,'' and thus insnre perpetuation of their· political 
power. 

On February5, 1869, Mr. Sumner, debating the fifteenth amend
ment, exclaimed in the Senate: 

I do not part from the proprieties of this occasion when I show how com
pletely the course Ipropose llarmonizes with the requirements of the polit
le&l party to which I belong. Believing most sincerely that the Republican 
party in its object is identical with the country and ma.nkin~ so that in sus
taining it I sustain these comprehensive charities, I can not willingly see this 
agency lose the opportunity of confirming its supremacy. You ~eed votes in 
Connecticut, do you not? Thete a.re 3,CXX> fellow-citizens in that State~., ready 
at the call of Congress to take their place at the ballot box. You neea them 
also in Pennsylvania, do you not? There are at least 15,CXX> of them in that 
great State waiting for your summons. Wherever you most need them, there 
they are; and be assured that they will all vote for those that stand by them 
in the assertion of equal rights. 

The amendment as finally proposed to the States reads as follows: 
ARTICLE X:V. 

SEc. 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of ra-ce, color, 
or previous condition of servitude. 

Sxo. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro
priate legislation. 

On Febru.ary 26, 1869, the final vote was taken in both Houses. 
The total number of Representatives to which the States actnally 
admitted to representation in Congress were entitled was 226. 
There were 3 vacancies, thus reducing the total membership to 
223, two-thirds of which would be 149. The record shows that in 
the House the vote on the passage of the resolntion proposing the 
amendment was-yeas 145, nays 44, not voting·35. 

In the Senate there were at the time the vote was taken 66 votes, 
excluding the 8 Senators from the States of Virginia, Mississippi, 
Texas, and Georgia, who had not been admitted to the Senate, of 
which two-thirds was 44; yet the vote in the Senate on the passage 
of the resolution proposing the fifteenth amendment was-yeas 
39, nays 13, not voting 14. So that, while the resolution received 
in both Houses two-thirds Qf the votes actually cast, it did notre
ceive two-thirds of the votes of the total membership of either 
House. 

Article V of the Constitution provides: 
The Congress,. whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 

shall propose amendments to this Constitution. 

A comparison of the language used in Article V with similar 
constitutional provisions is not unimportant in order to arrive at 
the real meaning of Article V. 

.Article n, section 2, clanse 2, provides that the President-
shall have power\ by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, providea ~o-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

.Article I, section 3, clause 6, provides that no person tried by 
the Senate as a court of impeachment shall be convicted without 
" the concurrence of two-thirds of the members present." 

It is nndoubtedly a grave question as to whether or not, giving 
due weight to these comparisons, the broader language used in 
Article V does not require the assent of two-thirds of the total 
membership of each House in proposing a constitutional amend
ment. Our Supreme Court has never as yet passed upon that ques
tion. Indeed, it has never been presented to it for its adjudication, 
and I know of no court that has even attempted to pass upon it, ex
cept possibly, the supreme conrt of Oregon, which in the case of 
Wood v. Fitzgerald, 3 Oregon, 579, sustained the fifteenth amend
m Ent and declared that the clause in the Oregon constitution 
providing that no negro, mulatto, or Chinaman be allowed to vote 
was unconstitutional because in conflict with it; but in its opinion 
the court refuses to go into the objections suggested by counsel 
as to the validity of the fifteenth amendment, complaining that 
this was more properly the function of the conrt& of the United 
States, and that in the partisan bitterness and excitement then 
prevailing it would be dangerous for the court to hold the fifteenth 
amendment unconstitutional. 

I apprehend, however, that these 1·easons will not appear 
weighty, and that the opinion of this conrt will not be regarded 
as very respectable authority by any court, State or Federal, that 
is true to that greatest principle of judicial ethics among English
speaking people, that it is the sole:q1n duty of the conrts to decide 
the law without regard. to the popularity or unpopularity of their 
decisions. 

The amendment was submitted to the people in spite of the pro
tests made in the Senate that the resolution proposing it had not 
received the requisite constitutional majority, and was rushed to 
waiting legislatures. In the North and West Republican legisla
tors, impressed with that same dream of perpetual power that had 
so charmed their party colleagues in Congress, hastened to disre
gard their instructions from the people and to force negro suffrage 
upon them by ratifying the amendment, and in their unseemly 
haste to enter upon the promised heritage of political power they 
had the effrontery in several States to pass their resolutions of 
ratification upon the receipt of the telegraphic ad vices from polit
ical friends and associates in Washington, without awaiting 
official notification from the Department of State that such a 
resolution was proposed to them or what its terms were. ''Carpet 
baggers," pla~ed in power by Congressionalt·econstruction, has 
tened to ratify for the Southern States; and in Virginia, Texas 
and Mississippi, which were still unre~onstrueted, ratification was 
forced by Congress, such ratification being once again made a 
"fundamental condition" of readmission, at the suggestion of 
General Butler, of Mas achnsetts. 

On March 30, 187'0, the ratification of the amendment was pro
claimed by the Secretary of State, and thus the great drama of 
reconstruction was complete, and there was written in our or
ganic law the last of the great war amendments. 

The first of these amendments, the thirteenth, by which slavery 
was abolished, was accepted by the people of all sections, and by 
none more loyally and sincerely than the people of the South, as 
the necessary and logical result of the war, but the last two, the 
fourteenth and fifteenth, were adopted, if adopted at all, against 
the will of a majority of all the people in the Union, by trickery 
and treachery in the North and by force and violence in the 
South. 

Whatever may have been the purpose of the second section of 
the fourteenth amendment and the fifteenth amendment, yet, 
construing these two sections in pari materia and giving full 
force to the provisions of each, the only fair construction of them 
is that no State may deny o1· abridge the right to vote of any citi
zen of the United States simply because of race, color, or pre
vious condition of servitude; bnt, with this single exception, a 
State may establish any qnalification for voting that its people 
may ordain-whether that qualification be based on education, on 
the possession of property, or the prepayment of taxes, or upon 
any other basis whatsoever,except race, color, or previous condi
tion of servitnde-provided that if, in so doing, it shall in any 
way deny or abridge the right to vote of any of its male inhabit
ants 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, except for 
participation in rebellion or other ·crime, then such State is sub
ject to the proportionate reduction imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment, if the Congress shall deem it wise and proper to en
force-that penalty. 

If this be a fair and correct statement of the law, as I believe it 
to be, two corollaries necessarily follow: 

First. That all provisions in State laws, whether constitntional 
or statutory, that disfranchise citizens of the United Stat es be
cause of race, color, or previons condition of servitnde are void 
ab initio, and have not now, and have never had, any bindillg 
force in law, and can not ever be made the basis of indictment 
nnder section 2 of Article XIV. 

Second. With the above limitation, any State may withhold the 
franchise from any of its citizens for any reason that may seem 
good to it, bnt when, fm· any reason whatsoever, it shall deny or 
in any way abridge the right to vote of any of its male inhabit
ants 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, except for 
rebellion or participation in crime, its representation may be re
duced by Congress. 

What condition of affairs do we find within three decades after 
these amendments were adopted? An examination of the laws of 
the varions States of the Union will disclose the fact that there is 
not a single State in all· this Republic in which the right to -vote 
of male inhabitants of such State, 21 years of age and citizens of 
the United States, who are not guilty of rebellion or other crime, 
is not denied or in some way'' abridged'' by one or more of the 
following classes of qnalifications: 

1. Educational or property qualifications, or both. 
2. Prepayment of taxes. 
3. Religious belief, or nativity. 
4. Australian ballot laws, requiring varying degrees of intelli- . 

gence and education. 
So that, when particular reference is made to the Southern 

State we answer that if the charge is made that they violate the 
fifteenth amendment, that can not be the basis of indictment 
under i)le second section of the fourteenth amendment, but it 
must be a question for the courts alone, in which forum our con
stitutions and laws have stood every test hitherto imposed upon 
tbAm or likely to be hereafter made. 

If however, you take the other horn of the-dilemma and assert 
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that we are subject to the second section of the fourteenth amend
ment, then I rejoin that every State in the North and West is 
likewise subject to the same penalty, and that if Congress should 
be unwise enough to elect to exercise the discretionary power vested 
in it by section 5 of Article XIV, it will not only be a most seri
ous strain of the present cordial relations so happily existing be
tween the sections, but it will require a readjustment of the basis 
of representation that will not start at the Potomac and end at 
the Rio Grande, but will stretch from Hatteras to the Golden 
Gate, from Maine to Florida, and will embrace in its majestic 
sweep every State and Territory in the Union, and even our new 
islands of the sea-for Hawaii has an educational qualification 
for voting, and is seeking admission to the Union. 

So that we would implore the valiant Don Quixotes of this body 
not to embark on their windmill crusade, but rather as honest 
men, who see and know the futility and folly of the law as it is 
written, and are opposed to keeping among the organic provisions 
of our national law one that is impossible of enforcement, to join 
with us in advocating its repeal. 

According to the census reports of 1900, there were in the entire 
Union, at the time the census was taken, almost 9,000,000 negroes, 
constituting nearly 10 per cent of the total population. Of these 
9,000,000 negroes, considerably more than 7,000,000 live in the 
eleven States that once constituted the Southern Confederacy
namely, the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Tennessee, Alabama, :Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, and Arkansas-where they constituted in the aggregate 
about one-third of the entire population, varying from 58.7 per 
cent of the population in Mississippi to 20.4 per cent in Texas. 

Nearly a million more negroes live in the four border States of 
Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, and Pennsylvania, constituting 
13.3 per cent of the population in Kentucky, 19.8 per cent of it in 
Maryland, 5.2 per cent of it in Missouri, and 2.p per cent of it in 
Pennsylvania. The remainder of them-a little less than a million 
in number-are scattered through the balance of the Union among 
the other thirty States and seven Territories, in numbers varying 
from nearly 100,000 in New York to 134 in Nevada, but not con
stituting in the aggregate more than an average of about 2 per 
cent of the total population of these States and Territories. 

In males of voting age the negroes number a little more than 
2,000,000 in tbe entire Union, which is not quite 10 per cent of 
the total number of males of voting age in the Republic. In the 
eleven Southern States which I have named they number in the 
aggregate of voting age over 1,500,000, varying from 223,000 in 
Georgia to 61,000 in Florida, and constituting in the aggregate 
36 per cent of the entire voting strength of these States, varying 
from 57 per cent in Mississippi to 19 per cent in Texas. 

These enormous figures and percentages can not fail to impress 
any thoughtful man with the magnitude of the problem that 
they suggest and with the colossal interests involved in it. The 
12,000,000 white people of the eleven Southern States named have 
irrevocably, finally, and almost unanimously determined that 
they will prevent, by every constitutional means in their power, 
these people from exercising the elective franchise, and within 
the last few years this determination has crystallized into action, 
a:nd to-day throughout the South the great bulk of them are not 
permitted to vote, being debarred by provisions and qualifications 
varying in the different States-in some by property or educational 
qualifications, in others by requiring the prepayment of taxes 
prior to voting, and in still others by Australian ballot laws that 
require varying aegrees of intelligence, while in some of the States 
two or more of these methods are adopted. 

So far as the fifteenth amendment is concerned, it is not believed 
by the great majority of our best-informed lawyers and jurists 
who have given careful thought to the subject that any of these 
provisions violate the fifteenth amendment, and it is undoubtedly 
true that they have so far stood every test of the courts. If they 
do not violate the fifteenth amendment, they can never be held un
constitutional by any court, and if they. do violate the second 
clause of the fourteenth amendment, the States in question have 
merely subjected themselves to a possible application of the pen
alty imposed in that amendment, a penalty almost impossible of 
enforcement, for the reasons I have already suggested, and as I 
believe any Congress will discover that should be unwise and im
politic enough to attempt to exercise the discretionary and not 
mandato1-o.y power of Article XIV, section 5, by enforcing the pen
alty prescribed in the second section of the amendment. 

In this peculiar situation it is not improper that we should ap
peal to you to undo the mistakes of the past. Let us repeal laws 
which permit by indirection that which they were intended to pro
hibit. Let us return once more to the old constitutional doctrine 
of our fathers, that representation should be based solely upon 
population, and that each State should regulate it own election 
laws, and in the discussion of these great questions in this high 
tribunal in which the representatives of the whole people ought 
to ~it in solemn impartiality, and in that higher court in which 

public opinion sits as the final and supreme earthly judge, we 
submit our contention that the negro can no longer pose as the 
special ward of the nation or expect partial treatment, but must 
stand or fall on his merit or demerit as a citizen and voter. 

What, then, are the objections to negro suffrage? In the first 
place, the same objection that applies to all hopeless ignorance, es
pecially when that ignorance is the possession of a people not ac
customed to participate in representative government, unac
quainted with its institutions, and uninspired by its traditions. 

Of the more than a million and a half negro males of voting age, 
three-fourths of a million of them can neither read nor write. Of 
Alabama's 181,000, 55.8percentaretotallyilliterate; of .Al·kansas's 
88,000, 40.3 per cent are totally illiterate; of Fl01ida's 61,000, 35.9 
per cent are totally illiterate; of Georgia's 223,000, 51.4 per cent 
are totally illiterate; of Louisiana's 147,000, 58.7 per cent are to
tally illiterate; of Mississippi's 198,000, 47.5 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of North Carolina's 127,000, 46.4 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of South Carolina's 153,000, 50.5 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of Tennessee's 112,000, 41.4 per cent are totally illiterate; 
of Texas's 137,000, 37 per cent are totally illiterate, and of Vir
ginia's 146,000, 45 per cent are totally illiterate. 

These figures speak to you more eloquently than any words I 
can utter, and when you remember that the test of literacy and 
illiteracy, upon which these figures are based, is bare ability to 
read and un'ite, you can get an inkling as to what the true con
dition of this race in the South is on this subject; and when you 
recall that these are statistics taken after more than thirty years 
of freedom and education, after the States of the South have taxed 
themselves-to exhaUBtion, and millions of money have been pom·ed 
out by generous northern philanthropists, for negro education, 
you will be no longer amazed that the South has at last rid itself 
to a large extent of this black mass of density and ignorance, 
who, in the words of one of the 1·ecent governors of my State 
"neither recognize the sanctity of the ballot or realize the respon
sibilities of citizenship." 

But it may be contended that, appalling as is the present illit
eracy of the negro, he has made wonderful progress in education, 
considering his comparatively short opportunity, and is every day 
more rapidly and ~ore thoroughly fitting himself for his duties 
as a citizen and voter. I concede the premise that he is reducing 
his illiteracy at a rapid rate, but the conclusion that he is there
fore and thereby fitting himself for his duties and responsibilities 
as a citizen and voter I flatly dispute and believe I can success
fully controvert. Let us examine the census reports as to his edu
cational progress, beginning with 1880, so as to give him a full 
decade of preparation before any test is applied. In 1880 70 per 
cent of all the negroes in the Republic were illiterate. In 1890 
only 56.8 per cent were illiterate, and in 1900 only 44.6 per cent. 
In the eleven Southern States the figures are not greatly different 
from those for the entire nation, the percentage of illiteracy for 
the negro in those States being 77 per cent in 1880, .63 per cent in 
1890, and 49 per cent in 1900. This seems to indicate rapid and 
gratifying progress. It does undoubtedly indicate progress along 
educational lines, but does it follow that with his increased edu
cation the negro has in like proportion progressed in the acquire
ment and attainment of those civic and moral qualifications that 
will render him a better citizen and voter? 

Let us see. Let us look into that question. From 1880 to 1890 
his illitera-cy in the South had decreased from 77 per cent to 63 
per cent-a marvelous gain, an absolute decrease of 14 per cent 
and a relative decrease of 18 per cent. Yet during this same 
period his criminality increased in more rapid ratio than his illit
eracy decreased. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman let 
me ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARDWICK. No; not at this time. I will ask the gen

tleman to wait for a moment, and if I have time I will be very 
glad to answer any question he may propound. I am not at all 
afraid of the gentleman's question, but I have a certain ground 
to cover, and then I will take up any question that any gentleman 
may ask and answer it. 

In 1880 there were in these Southern States 2,480 negro prison
ers to the million of negro population. In 1890 there were in these 
States 3,275 negro prisoners to every 1,000,000 of negro population, 
an absolute increase of 31 per cent in criminality. Still his il
literacy had in this same decade decreased 14 per cent absolutely 
and 18 per cent relatively. Again in 1880 relative to the white 
race, and calculating each race upon the basis of population re· 
duced to equality as between each other, the white constituted 
27 per cent of the criminal classes ·of the South and the blacks 73 
per cent. Yet in 1890, calculated on this same basis, the whites 
fell from 27 per cent to 16 per cent, while the negroes advanced 
from 73 per cent to 84 per cent of the total criminal classes, an 
absolute increase in criminality on this equalized basis of 11 pe-r 
cent for the negt·o and a 1·elative increase of 15 per cen~. Yet it 
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must not be forgotten that during this same decade the negro 
had reduced his illiteracy 14 per cent absolutely and 18 per cent 
relatively. The Census Bureau has not its criminal statistics 
compiled for the year 1900, but from 1890 to 1900 the last State 
reports from the eleven Southern States I have named indicate 
that these same figures are holding good in that decade. 

The conclusion is irresistible that the more you educate the 
negro the more c:t:iminal he becomes-. But it may be urged that 
the negro is unfairly treated in these Southern States; that courts 
and jm·ies are too prone to look seriously on his faults and to con
demn him too hastily and to deal with him too harshly. Let us 
see. Now, if you will take the criminal statistics from the entjre 
Union and from the different States of the North and different 
sections of the North and West, you will find that the neg1·o has 
been punished to a very much greater degree-in other words, is 
very much more criminal-in the North and West than he has 
been in the South. 

Nuntbe-r of neg-ro p1·isone1·s to million of negro inhabUants.a 

. 1 1870. 1880. 1890. 

United'States ... v- -------------------------------------- 1,621 
Southern States ___ __ ---------- ____ ---------------------- 1, 'ir/7 
Highest Southern State._---------------_--------_------ b1, 757 
Connecticut __ ------------------------------------------- 6, 360 
Massachusetts_------ _____ ----- ____ .--------------- •. ---- 9, 792 
New York----------------------------------------------- 6,375 
Dlinois __ . ____ •• _____ ••.•. _ ----- ____ • ----- _ ----- _ --------- 4, 966 
Indiana _ ----------- ...... ____ -------- _ --··· ------ .... ---- 2,581 Iowa _______________ __ ____________ ---- ____ ----.----- .. ---- 2, 408 
Ohio . . ------------.----- ____ •. ----.-----------.----------- 1, 990 
Minnesota _ ------------ ________ ---------------- ----·----- 5,521 
Michigan ________ ------------ ---··· •..... ---------------- 3, 696 
Nebraska ________ . ______ .....•... _----- ____ .------------- 10,274 

2,480 
2,142 

c4,000 
4,861 
5,336 
7,704 
5,415 
4,683 
2,896 
3,481 
3 086 
7:195 
10,~ 

3,275 
2,810 

c4,673 
5,004 
7,213 
9,783 
7,948 
5,847 
6,475 
5,645 
6,000 
7,474 
5,490 

a From Eleventh Census, Crime, Pauperism, and Benevolence, :pa.rt 2, pages 
4 to 10, inclusive. 

bVirginia. 
oTexas. 
Now, what conclusions are you bound to draw from these fig

ures? There are two. First, that he has not been treated un
fairly in the South; and, second, that in the North rufd West, 
where he is more educated and less illiterate, he is more criminal. 
Therefore, as I say, you see everywhere the marvelous !pectacle 
of increased negro criminality and of decreasing nQgro illiteracy 
linked together, like Siamese twins, all over this Union. Now, I 
want to ask this question, and I propound it to every thoughtful, 
candid man: If it is true that education will not keep the negro 
from crime, if it is true that decreasing illiteracy does not seem 
to deter him from criminality, by what extraordinary process of 
t·easoning is the conclusion arrived at that it will make him a 
better citizen or a better voter? 

In this connection let me call to your attention briefly some 
significant facts and conclusions stated by President Winston, of 
the Ag1·icultural and Mechanical College of North Carolina, in 
au exceedingly able paper on this subject, read, I think, before 
the National Prison Association. The statistics referred to by 
him are from the census of 1890. Professor Winston discovered 
the following facts from these reports: 

1. The colored element is more criminal than any other in our population. 
2. From 1880 to 1890 there was an increase of 33! per cent in the ratio of 

colored criminals to the colored population. In other words, the colored 
:population was one-third more criminal in 1890 than in 1880. 

3. While 57 per cent of the colored :population are illiterate, only 54 per 
cent of coiored criminals are illiterate. The colored population that can 
read and write is more criminal than the illiterate. This is not true of any 
other element in the American :population, where the illiterate criminals are 
in excess of those who can read and write. 

4. The-ratio of negro criminals and negro paupers is greater in the North
ern than in the Southern States. * * * The negro is nearly three times as 
criminal in theN orth Atlantic as in the South Atlantic States; over twice as 
criminal in the North Central as in the South Central, and three and a half 
times as criminal in the W-estern as in the South Atlantic States. 

Mr. WATSON. Is there anything in those statistics to show 
what per cent of the Southern--

, Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman will wait a moment, I 
will be glad to answer any question when I get through. 

:Mr. GROSVENOR. But I will state to the gentleman that his 
time is not nearly up. 
- Mr. ·HARDWICK. If I can get a little more time, I will be glad 
to answer these questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HARDWICK: If the gentleman will waive his question 
for a moment or two, I will answer it with pleasure later on. I 
prefer to go on now. · 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course, I do not wish to do anything 
at all if it Will disconcert the gentleman. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all; but for the present I prefer to 
pl'Oceed in my own way. ~ 

The next objection "I urge to negro suffrage is the almost uni
versal corruptibility of the negro as a voter. There may be ex-

ceptions to the rule, more ot·less numerous in theN orth and West, 
and, indeed, a few rare ones in the South, but the rule is that any 
negro, rich or poor, educated or uneducated, will sell his vote, his 
chief concern being to obtain the highest possible price for it. I 
have no statistics to demonstrate this truth, but it needs no 
demonstration. It is a matter of common knowledge among the 
people of the South, and I believe this truth is known to people 
everywhere among whom there are any considerable numbers of 
negroes, and while I do not positively know it, and hence do not 
assert it, I surmise very strongly that the gentlemen who have 
controlled the various national Republican conventions since the 
negro became a political factor could, if they would, give eloquent 
evidence in con·oboration of it. 

The negro, of course, is not solely to blame for this; mdeed, he 
is not even equally to blame with others, for where there is a 
seller there must be a buyer, and the buyer can not surely be held 
blameless for his part in such a transaction. But although it is 
true that the vote buyer ought to be severely punished~ it is 
equally true that the vote seller should be forever disfranchised. 
Indeed, the disfranchisement of those voters whom we know do 
sell out is the only effectual cure for this great cancer on the na
tional body politic. From the very nature of the b·ansaction, 
from its secrecy, from the penalties attached to it, and from the 
opprobrium incurred by it, it is a transaction rarely susceptible, 
under ordinary circumstances, of proof, and hence the ordinary 
penalties usually provided by law can rarely be enforced. 

I contend that certain truths that I now propose to state are 
axiomatic and undeniable. What are these truths? They are 
these: That the right to vote is not an absolute natural right that 
exists for the benefit of the individual, but a great civil ana po
litical privilege, conferred or withheld for the benefit of and in 
the interest of society and good government, and tQ.at men who · 
so little appreciate their votes as to sell them ought to be deprived 
of them forever; and from these propositions I draw the neces
sary conclusion, in the light of the South's unvarying experience 
with the negro vote, that the negro ought to be disfranchised. 

There is another and, if possible, a still more weighty reason 
why I oppose neg1·o suffrage. The natural, indeed the irresisti
ble, tendency of political equality is toward social equality. No 
two races have ever yet lived side by side in anything like equal 
numbers on terms of political and social equality without amal4 

gamation. All history proclaims the truth of this doctrine, with
out an exception in any age or in any clime. 

Amalgamation being impossible so long as there is a single drop 
of blood in the veins of a single southern white man, it follows 
that there can be neither social nor political equality between the 
races; that so long as they live together there must be the positions 
of superior and inferior, and that the white race will demand and 
take the superior position is beyond controversy. Six thousand 
years of history proclaim his right to it. Superior mental and 
moral force a-ssert it. Justice and equity unite in confirming his 
title to it in this land that his adventurous ancestors discovered 
and conquered from its savage inhabitants, wrested from foreign 
tyranny, and in which they have founded and preserved that 
Government that is to-day the richest, the most powerful, and the 
most glorious on earth. 

And who is the negro that he should dispute this demand? A 
race that never yet founded a government or built a state that 
did not soon lapse into barbarism; a race that never yet made a 
single step toward civilization, except under the fostering care 
and guidance of the white man; a race into whose care was com
mitte.d one of the three great continents, and who has made it 
ever since the remotest times a land of utter darkness, until to
day the nations of Europe, in the onward march of irresistible civ
ilization, are dividing his heritage, the greatest of the continents, 
among themselves. But why multiply words? It may be thought 
that because I am from the South and intensely southern I 
have an undue amount of race prejudice. I will therefore for the 
moment -suspend my own argument and summon to my aid an 
illustrious advocate, one of the most illustrious, living or dead, 
that this country ever produced. Hear his argument, for he pre
sents the argument I fain would make to-day, and voices with a 
terseness and strength I can never hope to equal the sentiments 
of my people. 

On October 16, 1854, in a speech at Freeport, ill., Abraham 
Lincoln said: 

What next? Free them rreferring to the negroes] and make them :polit
ically and socially our equa1s? My own feelings will not admit of this. and if 
they would we all know that those of the great mass of the whites will not. 
Whether this feeling accords with justice and sound doctrine is not the sole 
question, if indeed it is any part of it. A universal feeling, whether well or 
ill founded, can not be disregarded. 

During this same Freeport speech Mr. Lincoln also said: 

Let it not be said that I am contending for the establishment of political 
and-social equality between the whites and blacks. I nave ali·eady said the-
contrary. -
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])uring the same speech he also used the e words; I am not without hope, even under ordinary conditions, as to 
Senator Douglas remarked in substance that he had always considered the ultimate success of the -cause I ad-vocate to-day. I can not 

this Government made for the white people and not for the negroes. Why, despair when I recall that not many)llonths ha"Ve pa sed since the 
in point of fact, I think so, too. Republican Secretary of War, Mr. Root, addressing this same 

It will thus be observed that on three separate occasions dnr- union Le3.nooue Club in New York City, admitted that the experi-
ing this one speech Mr. Lincoln impre sed npon the people his ment of negro suffrage had failed and that the country must real
opposition to social and political equality between the races. ize its failure and prepare to consider next what new remedy could 

In 1858 Mr. Lincoln and Judge Douglas engaged in that mem- be proposed for existing conditions. . 
orable contest for the lllinois Senatorship that attracted the at- I can not despair when not many months have elapsed since 
tention of the nation; memorable because of the magnificent the New York Sun, one of the greatest and mo t influential pa
abilities of the two mighty gladiators, as well as the tremendous pers in the nation, Republican in its politics, but a b1-ave inde
issnes involved. During this j-oint discussion Mr. Lincoln took pendent paper, with convictions of its own-and it is not afraid to 
pains on two separate occasions to express and emphasize his express them-admits the tremendous mistake that wa made in 
irre¥ocable opposition to negro suffrage. 1869 and 1870, and plainly says that '~sooner or later the country 

In the Ottawa discussion, August 21, 1858, Mr. Lincoln said: will have to face the question of the :repeal of the fifteenth amend-
! ha>e no p~ to introduce yolitical and social equality between the ment, and perhaps the soonm· the better for the dignity of the 

white and black races. ThereisapN.siealdift'ereneebetween the-two, which · tr t hi h xhib't .c... d 1 · 
in my judgment, will probably forbid their ever liTII!g together on terms of ms umen , W c e I s as a ltln amenta pnnciple of the Ame:r-
perlect equality, and inasmuch as it becomes a. necessity that there must be a ican· system a throry of suffrage impo sible of practical applica
differenee, I. as well as Judge Douglas, am in favor o! the race to wlricll I tion with safety to the vital interests of the States chiefly con
belong haYing the superior position.. cerned;" when this view of the matter seems to be indorsed by 

Again in the Charleston debate, September 18, 1.8581 Mr. Lincoln such widely t·ead journals .as Harper's Weakly, the Public Ledger 
n ed these words: of Philadelphia, the Providence Journal, and a large number of 

I will My, then, that I am not, nor ever have been, in fa-vor of bringing other northern and western papers and magazines; when thls 
about the political :and social ~uality of the white and bla.ck ra-ces~ that I view is advocated and supported by such well-known sociolmrists 
am not, nor ever h:J.ve been, in mvor of making voters ol' jurors out of ne- ~ 
groes, or of qualifying them to hold office or to intel"!Dm'ry with whlte peo- as Prof. Leon Prince, Prof. Jerome Dowd, Prof. Goldwin Smith, 
ple; and I will say in addition to this that there is a physical ditierence Mr. A. R. Colquhoun, Rev. Dr. Parkhurst, and others. 
between the white e.nd bla.ck Tacea, which will, I behev~ fore>er forbid the Well has 1·t bee g ted th tit · the t b f · 
two races from livillg together on terms of social and politicf'J equality, and n u ges a IS mos r.azen o mcon-
inasmuch as they ce:n not so live. while they do live together there mnst be sisteneies for the National Government to guarantee the suffrage 
the ]>Osition of uperio:r and inferiol·,audl,asmuch II.S any otherman,.a.min .to black ·men in the South while it denies it to brown men m the 
favor' of having the supario'rpositio a signed to the white :race. Philippines and to white men in Porto .Rico. 

Who can add to the force, simplicity, and strength of this lan- These .amendments were adopted at a time when party feeling 
guage? I can no-t hope to do .so; I ean only commend it to the ran lligh, when sectional bitterness filled the land, when almost 
thoughtful consideration of aJl the people of the Union, and es- e-very family both at theN ort.h and the South was mourning some 
peciafiy would I commend the words of this great statesman who lo-ved one lost in the Civil war, and men therefore were not p1-epared 
came <mt of the great Middle We t, to these latte1·-day statesmen, to speak or vote calmly and reasonably. They were adopted at a 
who come to-day ont of the great .Middle West with lances in time when the leaders of the radical wing of the Republican party 
rest, to take a tilt at the Sonth. had the bleeding and prostrate South under foot and the balance 

.But it ma.y be asked, what tn~m of the negro; you take from -of the n~tion at their beck and call, and, intoxicated with succe s 
him the ballot that was conferred upon him for the 'Preservation ana droDk witb power, sou-ght to perpetuate their party in con
uf his freedom and tb.e protection cl lris civil rights-what sub- trol of theN ational Government, and yet, even under all these 
s:titnte do yon propose? circrun.stances the adoption of these .amendments WaH accom-

The answer is -simple. His civil rlghta are forever secured to plished against the expre s will of the majority of the people of 
him by section 1 of the fourteenth amendment, and £0 far as the the Union by treachery in the North and by force in the Sonth. 
'South is concerned I wish to say this, that with his political in- If the people of the Union, -even in tho days when pa · ons 
feriority estaWished and his social ambition checked he will -were hot. were lmWilling to revolutionize their constitutional sy.s
quiet1y and peace blyassume that inferior position for whicll na.- tem by taking from the States the right to eontrol this suffrage 
tnre and training have fitted him, and so 1<>ng as he is in their question, can it be possible that now, when the sootliing hand. of 
midst the people of the 'South, who nnders+...and him better and time has healed the wounds that were tben smarting, when t,he 
treat him mare fairly than any other poople on earth, and who people of the South have demonstrated once more in blood an.d 
have for him, in hls p1·oper place, a real :regard, will see to it that fire their loyalty to the Union and her sons have marched -side by 
hls eivil rights are safeguarded and protected-those civil Tights £ide with thi3 SOn£ of the North, of the East, and of the We t 
that they hav-e ne-ver been i:11sposed to deny him since his emanci- against a common foe, the fight against these iniquitous amend
:pafi.on, the righl to have a fair and impartial trial in the courts, ments is more hopeless than it was in the days of their adoption? 
to laborwhBn:and where he pleases witnoutabme or molestation, I must confess I can not o view it. 
the security of -personal 1ibeTty, and the preservation of private T.he North and East are-struggling to-day with mighty suffrage 
property, as well as assistance to material progrec..,a and eneour- problems of their own. The great West bas its burdens. The 
agement to the culfuation 'Of those c1vie virtues that adorn e-very Chinese ·are SViarming to the Pacific slope; every day is bringing 
good citizen, high or low, and whose absence is a reproach to the thoughtful men of .all parties, of all sections, and of all States 
nnghtiest. · closer togethe1· in the belief that North, East, W .est, and South 

The objection may be made that this system proposes to tax must .all have _protection from the .dangers that menace eac'h sec
liim without giving him a voice in the Government. The answer tion from ignoran.ce and corruption at the polls~ -that the kind of 
is that taxation and the right to vote 'have never been coincident IJrotection that each Commonwealth requires is '"Varied by many 
in any government, and havene-veT been in this.Go""ernment. Is local conditiops peculiar to itself, and that for these -rea ons 
a negro man better than a white woman? Yet you tax the there ought to be .a return to tbe old COIIIpaCt of om fathel"s-to 
woman who -owns Jll'.opeTty ana in orily two m· three States out the ancient landmark£; of the Republic. {App1ause on the Demo-
of forty-li-ve do you permit her to \O.te. · eratic side.] 

The objection maybe made that this system deniesthee1ec- Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to can -the'attention ofihegentle-
tive franchise to the negro, and yet military service may be re- man :fJ:om Gem·gia to a, statement he made in rega1•d to the word 
quired of hlm. The ans er is that military s.erviee and the right '' white '' in the constitution of the State of Ohio. 
to vote have never gone :hand in hand, even in this Government. :Mr. HARDWICK. Yes.. 
'Boys between 18 ~nd 21 years of .age ari3 BUbject tomilitary serv- Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 will -put it in the form of a question, if 
ice, ~nd yet they are not permitted to vote, and men u-ver 4:5 years the gentleman will -p.ermit me. 
,of age are exemJ>t from military service, and yet tb.P.y areJler- Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
mitted to vote. Mr. GROSVENOR. And of COlll'Se tbe g~nt1em:an can answer 

More than twenty years ago the Han. James G. Blaine -predicted it or let my statement go for the answer. 
that there could be no further amendment to the national Con- Mr. HARDWICK. l will mer, if I .can and have the time, 
.stitution, .ex:cep.t, possibly, m the event of a ''political .canvul- any question that is propounded. 
mon." 'ThiBia probably the true rul~ and the probability is i:lb.at Mr1 GROSVENOR. In l8G7 the word "whlte" was in the 
there w.ill be no amendm-ent on the .snffragi3 question, unless ra.ce constitution of O.hio, fixing too qu.alification of the -voter. It had 
friction should in the future produce some horn'ble " con-vulsion ' been put there in the constitution of 1851. · 
that will shake the nation and shock the world. In that event I Mr. HARDWICK. That is right, sir. 
do not doubt that a Caucasianism that will know no North, East, Mr. GROSVENOR. That co.D..Sti.tution w adopted by aDem-
West, or South, but will bind all the white people of the Union oc:ratic eonv:ention. In 1867 a constitutional amendment was 
together in bonds of blood and brotherhoo~ will spring into in-~ submitted to the people of Ohio to strike -out the word "white" 
sta.nt 1ife, brnsb. from its path all oppos:ing force , and sweep these from the constitution. 
amendments from our Constitution by unanimous vote. Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. · 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. The Democratic pa·rty denonnced that tioE 'The gentleman has stated that increasing education among 

proposition in its platform and nominated .Judge Thurman for the negroes makes an increasing tendency to crime? 
governor. The Republican -party-advocated that proposition and 1\Ir. HARDWICK. Yes. 
nominated President Hayes, then a citizen of Ohio, for governor 1-Ir. WATSON. And -an increasing number of criminals. 
oi the State. The fightwas made very bitterly all over the State~ Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
and the proposition was defeated, although Hayes was elected Mr. WATSON. Does the gentleman as a necessary sequitur to 
governor 'by a small majority. Thurman was afterwards elected that statement believe in the discontinuance of a11 schools for the 
to the United States Senate by the legislature, which was Dem- . education of the colored people of the South? Does he believe in 
ocratic. Then came the fifteenth amendment to the Constitntion1 the discontinuance of the institute at Tuscogee, Ala., and does he 
which 1·endered it mmecessary to agitate the question of striking believe 1n the discontinuance of the publication of all magazines 
out the word '' white," and hence it has stood there ever since. and newspapers by and for the colored people? 
Is that a correct statement of history, .as the gentleman findH it? The CH A IR.M AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It is a correct statement with one excep- Mr. HARDWICK. If I had time I would like to answeT the 
tion, that in the same year that the white people of the State of gentleman.. 
Ohio-elected the Republican candidate for governor, instead of Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
giving a small m.a.jority against striking out the word" white.,~ Mr. HARDWICK. Iwill.answerthegentleman-certainlynot. 
they gave a majority of 50,629 against it. [Applause on the But here is what I do say: The ordinary education of the negro, 
Democratic side.] -and certainly the higher ooueation of -the negro-I mean the -col-

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not say an-ything about the size of lege education, Greek and Latin, and the higher education-at 
the majority. least unfits him for work. It discontents him with conditions. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I thougbtyou said a small majority. It makes him ambitious to do things that he can not do in the 
:Mr. GROSVENOR. I said HayBs was elected governm: by only South m· in -any other part of this 'Country and to gratify aspira-

a very small majority-about a thousand. tions that no white people will ever permit him to gratify, and for 
.Mr. CLARK. Fifteen hundred. that reason education ;of that :chara-cter is not beneficial to him, in 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Quite tme. my humble judgment. . 
Mr. HARDWICK. Answering the gentleman's question, the Mr. LIVINGSTON. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentle-

majority against striKing out that one word '-'white,'' on the last man from 4.-rKan.sas. 
vote ever taken by the people of the State of Ohio, was ti0,629. Mr. HARDWICK. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-

Mr. GROSVENOR. That wasnnt the last-voie -ever taken. =marks in the RECORD. 
Mr. HARDWICK. On that .subject. . 'The CHAIRMAN. The gent1eman .from Georgia asks nnani-
Mr. GROSVENOR. Not the last vote, because they submitted mons consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob-

a new constitution in 1874. ' jection? {After a pause.] The Chair .hem·s none. 
Mr. HARDWICK. It did not' nave anything about that, · 

though. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It did not ba-ve the wOTd ~~white" in it. 
Mr. HARDWICK. No; but has. not the organic law of your 

State the word "white,., in it now? Is not that in the Ohio con
stitution which is now in force? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We were submitting a constitution then. 
Mr. HARDWICK. It was rejected. 
Mx. GROSVENOR~ The whole Constitution was rejected. 

That is all. I only wanted to get that much in as to tb.e fact, I 
did not want to disturb the ~urrent of your speech-

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all. · 
Mr. GROSVENOR {continuing). Which I will say I think is 

the best presentation of a bad cause that I have ever heard. (Ap
plause.] 

Mr. HARDWICK. 1 very much appreciate the gentleman's 
compliment. Now, just one· other word. Of course the gentle
man will claim that the Democrats did it, but as a matter .of 
fact-

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; I do not claim it
Mr. HARDWICK. But about this statement 1 am nnw going 

to make, which the gentleman has not beard. 
l\Ir. GROSVENORA I will hear your statemenb. 
Mr. HARDWICK. 1 say I know you will claim that the Dem

ocrats did it, because I think it is true that they did it. It is a 
matter of fact that according to thB records the 'State of Obio, by 
the action of its legislature, attempted to reject or to reconsider
they said it cou1~ not be done-its agreement to the fifteenth 
amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tiie fourteenth. I thirik they rejected 
the fifteenth amendment. . 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; and yon withdrew your assent to the 
fourteenth. 

Mr. GRDSVENOR. That was Democratic-politics. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; 1 knew you would say that. I think 

it was vecy good politics. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It was the will of the people 

of the State of Ohio. 
Mr. WATSON. I should like to .ask the gentleman a question 

or two. 
Mr. HARDWICK. If I have the time. 
Mr. WATSON. The gentleman spoke of tlle criminal classes 

among the negroes, and discussed the question whether ihe per
sons who committed the crimes were .educated .ar illiterate ne
groes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The report :published by the presid-ent .of 
the Agricultural and Mechanical College o'f North Carolina is the 
only report I have been able to find that gives the number of edu
cated and the number of uneducated negro criminals. Y.an will 
find it in that report. 

Mr. WATSON. But in no other State? 
Mr. HARDWICK. It gives it for the entire Union and every 

State in it. 
Mr. WATSON. Now, I should like to ask this further ques-

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee infonnally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR ba-ving 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a meBsage from the Sen
ate, by Mr. PARKINBON, its reading derk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titleB; in which the con
-currence of the Honse of Representatives was requested: 

S. 588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilber F. 
Little; 

S. -3452. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 
S. 2'237. An act granting -an incl'ease of pension to Lonise 

Chandler; 
S. B86. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer D. Wells; 
S. 3408. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Breen; 
S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; 
S. 3645. An act granting an increase of pension to FrancesRall; 
'8. '962. An act granting an in.crease of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
S. 3130. An act granting an incl'ease of pension to Nathan P. 

Bowman; 
S. 2.965. An act granting a pension to J.ohn Herzinger; 
S. 3274. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie Long; 
S. 2215. An a.ct granting a penshm to Sallie R. Hoffecker; 
S. 3038. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 

Kennedy; · 
S. 2688. An act granting :an increase of pension to George M. 

Linch; 
S. 2889. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bean·d; 
S. 2940. An act granting an increase -of pension to 'Margaret 

Liddie· 
R 2MO . .An act for the relief of G. G. Martin; 
S. 2177. An act for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder; 
S. 2433. An act to amend tl:re military record of J' ohn H. :Skin

ner· s: 228. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo; 
S. 2357. An .act to .con·ect the military record of Samuel F. 

Hall; 
S. 1330. An act granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish; 
K 3054. An act granting a.n increase of pension to Kate M. 

Strange; 
S. 2198. An act granting a pension to Thomas Ivin; 
S. 15irl. An act granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 
S. 1937 . .An act granting a pension to-Samuel Richards; 
S. 2103. An act granting an increase of :pension to John L. 

McVey; 
S. 2924. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 

Cormany; 
S. '2955. An act granting .an increase of pension to John Hogarth 

Lozier; · 
S. 3291. An act granting an-increase of -pension to Jobn Olson 

Bakk~ alias John Olson; 
S. 3400. An act to amend the act -entitled "An act granting a 

pension to Flora Stanton Kalk/' approved February 25, 1899; 
S. 3423. An aet granting an increase of pension to Joseph R. 

Ottey; 
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S. 2441. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 
S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 

Friend· 
S. 22S9. An act granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood; 
S. 2239. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 

Chatfield; 
S. 2445. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 

Waters; 
S. 1627. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 

Kibbe; 
S. 1532. An act granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 
S. 84:6. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 

Collins; 
S. 2557. An act granting a pension to Johniken L, Mynatt; 
S. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kin

caid; 
S. 70. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 
S. 89. An act granting an increase of pension toJamesM. Mark

ham; 
S. 693. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. De 

Rocher; 
S. 294:8. An act granting an increase of pension to George Hyde; 
S. 2087. An act granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; 
S. 312. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. Oviatt; 
S. 317. An act granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 

Hallett; 
S. 2841. An act granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 
S. 148. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 

Smalley; _ 
S. 154. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 

Crockett; 
S. 2216. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 
S. 153. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 

Turk: 
S: 156. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 

Ford; 
S. 2217. An act granting an increase of pension ·to Henry C. 

Riggs; 
S. 133. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. 

Sarson; -
S. 893. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 

Angelo; 
S. 968. An act to grant an honorable discharge from the mili

tary service to Robert C. Gregg; 
S. 446. An act granting an honorable discharge to WilliamS. 

Dunn; 
S. 2999. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvina C. 

Buzzell; · · 
S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 

Reinhart; · 
S. 900. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 

Smith; 
S. 2429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 
S. 59. An act for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 
S. 54. An act for the relief of William B. Barnes; 
S. 57. An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters; 
S. 58. An act for the relief of James W. Howell; 
S. 62. An act for the relief of Richard C. Silence; 
S. 63. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin; 
S. 60. An act for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose; 
S. 64. An act to correct the military record of William B. 

Thompson; 
S. 7 46. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mil

itary record of Charles K. Bolster; 
S. 970. An act to authorize the President to revoke the order 

dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth In
fantry, United States Army, and to place the said William T. 
Godwin on the reth·ed list with the rank of first lieutenant; 

S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch· . 

S. 2tho. An act granting an honorable discharge to John W. 
Tiffany; 

S. 820. An act to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Arling-
ton estate property; · 

S. 184:2. An act to provide for compensation for certain em
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments; 

S. 3373. An act granting a pension to Eliza Williams; 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with

out amendment bills of the following titles: 
H. R. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 

Wilson; · 
H. R. 4200. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 

H. Sweet; 
- H. R. 864:. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton; 

H. R. 1856. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Alexander 
H. Covert; 

H. R. 2108. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Wright; · 

H. R. 5559. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
C. Chase; ' 

H. R. 3472. An act granting an increase of pension to :Marcus 
E. Amsden; 

H. R. 5464. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Northern; 

H. R. 6975. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Lawson; 

H. R. 2690. An act granting an increase of pension to Thoma~ 
Kelly; 

H. R. 7002. An act granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Rearden; , 

H. R. 2139. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Knight; 

H. R. 1908. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Harvey 
D. Barr; 

H. R. 895. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Margaret 
M. Walker; 

H. R. 2472. An act granting an increase of pension to David F. 
Lewis; 

H. R. 2188. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Richard 
L. Cook; 

H. R. 6932. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey R. 
King; 

H. R. 2042. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. 
Hubbard; 

H. R. 6830. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Likes; 

H. R. 3013. An ac granting an increase af pension to John A. 
Mavity; 

H. R. 6619. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Little; 

H. R. 3778. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
Row ling; 
. H. R. 4916. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 

Pierce; . 
H. R. 5043. An act granting a pension to William H. Hanison; 
H. R. 3001. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 

Converse; 
H. R. 4115. An act granting an increase of pension to JosephS. 

Young; 
H. R. 3000. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

C. Best; 
H. R. 942. An act granting an increase of pension to James F, 

Hardy; • 
H. R. 616. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Sarah S. 

Chrysler; 
H. R. 957. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 

Carpenter; · 
H. R. 5177. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to William 

H. Clark; 
H. R. 661. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

E. :Meekly; 
H. R. 2155. An act gt·ant~ng an increase of pension to Charles 

W. Bechstedt; 
H. R. 6004. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to William 

C. Lyon; 
H. R. 5197. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

C. Brown; 
H. R. 2991. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 

Topping; 
H. R. 1288. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 

Stevens; · 
H. R. 196. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace E. 

Carson; 
H. R. 4319. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Sexton; 
H. R. 6441. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Fillion; · 
H. R. 3821. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 

Padgett; 
H. R. 5010. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; 
H. R. 2616. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 

Welt; . 
H. R. 5521. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 

rn~; . . 
H. R. 524:6. An act granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 

B. Elliott; 
H. R. 1517. An.act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Hutchison; 
H. R. 5005. An act granting an increase of pension to Worth .. 

ington S. Lock; ' 
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H. R. 1184. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

F. Longenhagen; 
H. R. 7370. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

Ivory; 
H. R. 930. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

M. Parkison; 
H. R. 227. An act granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 
H. R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura F. 

Hine· 
H. 'R. 4726. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

B. Brightman; 
H. R. 907. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 

C. Parker; 
H. R. 722. An act granting an increase of pension to Zechariah 

B. Stuart; 
H. R. 4935. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

T. Miller; and 
H. R. 990. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 

W.Fox. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 

amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives is requested: 

H. R. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Dutch; 

H. R. 6022. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W.Travis; 

H. R. 6331. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Dick~y; 

H. R. 3776. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
I. Judy; 

H. R. 892. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
H. Hunt; 

H. R. 958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Rogers; 

H. R. 468. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Christy; and 

H. R. 3903. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Sherman. 

URGENT DEFIC!EJ.~CY .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose in the 

thirty minutes kindly allotted me by the gentleman in charge of 
this bill to make a political speech. In other words, I do not 
think political speeches amount to much here. They are made 
upon one side and answered upon the other, and it is virtually a 
throwing backward and forward of something that has no mate
rial effect upon this body. Evidently they are made for the pur
pose of distribution at home, for the purpose of vote getting 
there; but as I understand it, the Members who have been elect-ed 
to this Congress are here for the purpose of doing business, for 
the purpose of legislating for their country, and as they fulfill 
that measure their works will stand or fall. If they have legis
lated in a way that is contrary to the wishes of the people, as I 
understand it, the people, when they have an opportunity to 
express themselves at the polls, will, by their ballots, condemn 
their conduct here and will pay no special attention to any speech 
which has been made for political purposes only. 

But, sir, a few things have been said along political lines that 
I beg the pardon of the committee for alluding to. This morning 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT] said the Demo
cratic party while in possession of the affairs of the Government 
conducted them in such a manner that it did not have money 
enough to do the business of the country and hence failed as an 
Administration. Sir, I understand from the history of the coun
try that when Mr .. Cleveland was elected President in 1884, the 
first Democratic President that the country had seen since Mr. 
Buchanan yielded to Abraham Lincoln in 1861, the Treasury of 
the Government was depleted to a point that greatly embar
rassed it in the discharge of the duties devolving upon it, and 
that Mr. Cleveland took charge of it in that condition and during 
his four vears of service as President of the Union he accumu
lated quite a large amount of revenue, called "the surplus." I 
remember full well that during the campaign of 1888 the ques
tion was often a-sked, "What shall we do with the surplus?" 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the gentleman 
to say that that was the cry at the end of Cleveland's Adminis
tration-that he had accumulated a revenue. It was really the 
cry at the end of Cleveland's first Administration. 

Mr. MACON. Yes, that was the cry even before the end of 
Cleveland's first Administration. Mr. Harrison then came ip.to 
office as a Republican President and at a time when the whole 
country was wondering what was to be done with the surplus that 
the Democratic President had, by an economical and honest ad-
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ministration, accumulated within the period of four years. But 
the question as to the disposition of it was settled as soon as it was 
known that Mr. Harrison had been elected. The cry that went 
up was, ''God save the surplus!" We all remember that. It 
had gone into the hands of the Republican party. Therefore the 
expressionsouniversallyheard, "Godsavethesurplusl" During 
the Administration of Mr. Harrison we know that the surplus was 
exhausted and that when he went out of office he had directed 
that plates be prepared with which to print bonds for the purpose 
of getting money to run the affairs of the Government upon, and 
we all know that Mr. Harrison attributed .his defeat for a second 
term to the depressed times, the hard conditions of our country, 
and the scarcity of money to do the business of the country upon. 
That was what he was defeated on by Mr. Cleveland in 1892. 

Therefore I say, gentlemen, that the charges made upon the 
other side of the House to the effect that when Democracy was in 
power we wa-sted the surplus of the country and so administered 
the affaii'S of the Government that it did not have money enough 
to do the business of the country upon is contrary to the history 
of the country as it existed at the time. 

If I am wrong in my declarations I specifically invite some one 
upon the Republican side to correct me in regard thereto. Mr. 
Cleveland then came into office on March 4, 1893, for a second Ad
ministration. He again found the Treasury in a depleted condi
tion, with stamps already made for the purpose of issuing bonds 
to be sold to get money to administer the affairs of the Govern
ment upon, and that, too, during a period of absolute peace. 

But, sirs, I do not want to dwell upon the subject of politics. 
I am simply repeating some of the arguments offered by the gen
tleman from Nebraska this morning, and offering such refutations 
thereto as are warranted by the facts in the case; and, sirs , I now 
repeat that if I am incorrect in my statements about conditions 
that existed during the periods mentioned, you now and here have 
opportunity to show that I am not stating the facts as shown by 
the records of our country. It is not my purpose to deceive-to 
argue against facts as they existed at the time and as they are ex
pressed upon the pages of history. 

I heard the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BoUTELL] deliver a 
speech on yesterday that I enjoyed from the moment he parted 
his lips until he closed them, and just here I want to say I have 
heard a great many good things come from the Republican side 
of this Congress since I have been a Member of it, and if you will 
pardon me and not consider that I am speaking for personal pur
poses, I will say that my estimate of the Members who sit on the 
Republican side of the House has been considerably elevated since 
I have had the pleasure of associating with them. [Applause from 
the Republican side.] I believe, sirs, that you intend to do right, 
and that if you do wrong, in the main, it is because of erroneous 
ideas and faulty judgment. But now and then we find an individ
ual Member upon thatsidewho, for" Cheap John" political pur
poses, makes declarations that are not borne out by the facts, and 
hence it becomes necessary for us who occupy the minority side 
to resist such things in so far as to deny them and to furnish facts 
to refute them, and that far it pleases me to go, but no further. 

As I said, I enjoyed the speech of the gentleman from Illinois 
yesterday, and I especially enjoyed that part of it that referred 
to the great prosperity of Arkansas. Arkansas, in my judgment, 
is one of the greatest States in the matter of natural resources and 
good citizenship that the world has ever known. She is only lack
ing in development, but the time has come when her superior re
sources are beingmadeknown everywhere, and menof meansand 
sense are flocking to her plains and peaks to take advantage of the 
wonderful opportunities she is unfolding to eager humanity. She 
is beckoning men from every land and every clime to come to her 
ricp fields and splendid mines and dwell among her happy people. 
I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois, however. that the 
prosperous condition that he spoke of as existing in Arkansas does 
notresult from the high protective tariff of the Republican party. 

I defy him to point to a single community in the State of At
kansas that has been benefited, to the extent that he contends, by 
reason of the Dingley tariff act. Our prosperity has been pro
duced by the strong and willing arms of those who hold the plow, 
pick the cotton, husk the corn, and dig deep into the mines. ~ We 
have increased that prosperity by reason of the fact that we have 
an economical people-a people who are willing to struggle and 
to strive in order to benefit their condition-and all they ask in 
this world is that you keep your hands off of them and allow 
them to run the race of life as God Almighty intended them to 
run it, untrammeled by interference from the outside. In regard 
to the question of which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARD
WICK] has just spoken-the negro question-I will say that if you 
will let Arkansas alone she will take care of the negro question, 
and she will do it without prejudice to the negro. Nobody can 
say here or elsewhere that Arkansas has ever enacted a law that 
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denies the negro an equal right with me in the worship of God, 
the pursuit of happine~s. or the acquisition of property. 

Her election law provides that the negro who pays his poll tax 
as I do has the same right to go to the polls and vote that I have, 
and, sirs, the amount paid as a poll tax goes to the common school 
fund, for the pu?pose of educating his children along with mine, 
and therefore I say that nothing that has been said upon the floor 
of this House concerning election laws or the negro question can 
possibly be turned upon my great-State. Her policy is to do right 
along all lines, and all she asks is, as I said a. moment ago, that 
you let her alone and i.et her administer her own affairs in her 
own way, and she will do it without prejudice to any of the peo~ 
pies of the earth. She allows you to proceed in your own way 
about all matters and things that concern yonr own States and 
is not impudent enough to make suggestions tO< you or offer inter
ference in connection therewith. 

We have had the negro among us all of our days, and yon can not 
find a. true southern man m that State that will not fight for him 
when he sees that his rights are being imposed upon. When free 
from the influences of "long-haired men and short-haired women," 
the negro is happy and contented, and they g<1 to their worship or 
their toil with a song upon their lips and a smile upon their faces. 
Let the colored people of Arkansas alone, and they will never rise 
up and complain of the conduct of a trnly southern soul. 

Mr. Chairman, I beg pardon for the digression that I have made 
in my speech. I did not rise to make a political speech or a speech 
upon the negro question. My purpose is to present a. question to 
the House that I consider of much greater consequence, of a much 
higher and more holy character than either of the questions that 
1 have just touched upon. I introduced a bill in this Congress, 
the title of which reads as follows: 

To prohibit the granting or issuing of reyenne license for the sale or giying 
away of intoxicating liquors, wine , spirits, etc., in any district or territory 
of any of the several States o:r Territories of the United Sta.tes of America 
where the sale or giving away of such intoxicating liqtlOI'S, wines, SIJirits, 
etc., are prohibited by the laws of S!tid States or Territories. 

Various States in this Union have enacted laws governing the 
question of issuing a license to sell intoxicating liquors. In the 
State of Arkansas that I speak for directly, it is provided by State 
enactment that where a majority of the voters of a township or 
county express themselves against lieense none shall be issued in 
said townshipor county. It is.providedfnrtherthat where a ma
jority of the adult residents in a given locality petition the county 
court against the issuing of license for the sale of liquors within 
3 miles of a given schoolhouse or ehurch that none- shall be issued. 
About one-half of the counties of the State have said by their 
votes that they are opposed to the issuing of a license to sell liq
uors in their respective communities. Many of the counties. that 
have not so expressed themselves at the polls have within their 
borders churches and schoolhouses,. a majority of whose adult at
tendants and patrons have signed a petition against the issuing of 
license to sell liquor within the 3-mile territory, and the various 
county courts have entered orderB prohibiting the sale -thereof in 
accordance therewith. 

If the States are left to themselves they can be. very effective in 
the matte? of enforcing their local-option laws, but when inter
ferred with by the issuing of a national license by the Govern
ment to sell liquor in the prohibited territory they have an up
bill pull along that line. In morals,. when the Government issues 
a. license to sell liquore in territory that is prohibited by Stat-e 
law it becomes an accessory before the fact to a crime, so to 
speak, because it is a crime a.gainst the State whenever a person 
sells liqnor contrary to the laws of the State._, Therefore, as I see 
it, the Government is to-day an accessory before the fact in 
every community in the United States where it issues a license to 
some one to commit a crime against the laws of a State by selling 
intoxicating liquors in communities where it is specifically de
clared byStatelaw that it shall be unlawful to sell them. I do not 
believe that it is the desire of the legislators of this great nation 
that our Government shall occupy such an unenviable attitude. 

Ah, but ycm ... ay, gentlemen, why do these people sell it in defi
ance of law-State law? I say, in answer to that, for the simple 
reason that they are encouraged to do so by the issuing of a 
lice-nse to them by the Government. It is upon the same princi
ple that a child will become reckless and tmcontrollable and abso
lutely defy the authorities of communities if it is encouraged to 
do so by a thoughtless parent. The child thinks the parent more 
powerful and of greater- eonseqneuce than the rest of the worM 
combined,. and so the "blind-tiger" man thinks that when his 
parent government autliorizes him to commit certain acts~ no 
matter how much in violation of the law of the community in 
which he lives, that he is measnrably: justified in so violating the 
local laws. He feels that the power behind him is greater than 
that against him, and hence he shuts his eyes to local laws and 
local influences and becomes a '• blind tiger ' ' in defiance of local 
authorities. • 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. J.IACON. With pleasure. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Arkansas have 

the special tax on liquor sellers repealed? 
Mr. MACON. No, sir; I would not. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman would continue the license, 

then? 
Mr. MACON. I would not continue it in prohibited territory, 

where States and Territories prohibited the sale of it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But suppose some day the local option 

should terminate by the action of the people in that locality. 
Mr. MACON. Then theGovernmentwould beat liberty, under 

the law, to issue a license the very next hour. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman use the wrong 

word when he speaks of a "license?" 
Mr. MACON. I understand that anything that give.s a person 

the privilege to sell liquor is a license to do so. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But does it give a person the privilege to 

do anything of the kind? It simply taxes him if he does sell it , 
but it gives him no authority. 

Mr. MACON. In our State we call it a license. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I know, but the conrts have said that it 

did not authorize him to sell in violation of law. The gentle
man having been a law officer knows that there is no immunity 
for doing a thing under a license if the government that issues 
the license is incompetent to do so, and that the liquor seller is 
not thereby protected by the payment of the special tax imposed 
upon him by the government in any locality where he is forbid
den by law to sell. 

l\fr. MACON. Not from the penalties of the State law. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. And the United States statute expressly 

provides that the certificate of the fact that he has paid his tax 
shall not be a license to sell. The receipt itself so reads, and he 
is notified when he pays his tax that it is not a license and gives 
him no authority anywhere. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman from Ohio say that the 
courts of the United States will interfere with his selling it in 
prohibited territory after it has fnrnished him with a certificate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They will not interfere with it, nor will 
they protect it. 

Mr. MACON. But does not the Government say to him in 
terms, "We will be hands off; we hand you this certificate for so 
much; we are hands off; now go and sell when and where you 
please?r" 

1\Ir. GROSVENOR. Wherever the Got"ernment of the United 
States has jurisdiction it will pllilish a man. It will punish him 
in this city and it will punish him in the Territories, and it will 
punish him anywhere in the United States if he sells without 
paying the license. 

Mr. MACON. That is exa.ctiy what I am trying to get this 
Congress to do-to provide by la.w that no license shall be issued 
to anyone to sell liquors in prohibited territory, so that when 
they do sell the Government will prosecute them for so doing. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 01· tax. 
Mr. MACON. Well, call it taxt if you please. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. He commits one crime by selling without 

having paid the tax. 
Mr. MACON. Yes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. He commits another crime against another 

jurisdiction if he violates the law of a State, and he can, there
fore, as it has been held over and over again, be twice tried for a 
single act. That is one of the anomalies of om criminal statutes. 

1\Ir. MACON. I understand that and that is just what I have 
introdnced this bill for-to stop that sort of anomaly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not complaining of the bill. I am 
complaining only of the gentleman's charging that this great Gov
ernment is licensing a man to sell liquor. 

Mr. MACON. I will take that back, if it would please the gen
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would please me very much. 
Mr. MACON. And say that it is ail owing him, by reason of 

the fact that he. pays a tax to it, to go into prohibited territory 
and violate State and Territorial laws with the distinct under
standing that he will not be interfered with on the part of the 
Government, no matter how vicious and debauching his business 
becomes. 

1\fr. GROSVENOR. The Government does not allow him to 
sell,. and the Government notifies him that it is not an allowance 
to sell. When he pay~ the money for taxation, the Government 
say to the man:-" This shall not be an authority to you to violat~ 
the local statute of a State or city or toWil.'' It says so in distinct 
term , just exactly as when the government of Arkansas puts a 
tax on your horse it still allows yon to run that horse in a race, 
and yon may violate the law of Arkansas by betting on that horse, 
but it gives you a receipt for the tax that you have paid on your 
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hm·se. The State of Arkansas taxes your house, but it does not 
allow you to keep a gambling institution in that bouse. That is 
the distinction I am trying to draw, that the government that 
taxes property or an occupation by no means licenses or counte
nances or auth01i.zes the continuation or doing of an act in viola
tion of a local statute of the State or municipality, nor yet of the 
United States Government. 

Mr. MACON. In response to what the distinguished gentle
man from Ohio has said, I will say that whenever the strong arm 
of this Government issues to anyone a certificate saying that it 
will not interfere with his transactions when he violates a State 
or Tenitorial law in the business that he is engaged in, such as 
the selling of liquor' then and there it puts an instrument in his 
hands to do a thing that is in violation of local law. In other 
words, I contend most earnestly that such a proceeding is an in
ducement to him to engage in an illegitimate business. He feels 
that the Government of the United States is behind him, to the 
extent at least that he has its sanction to engage in the business 
and an assurance from it that it will keep the hands of its officers 
off of him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ButtheGovernmenthasnotified the taker 
of that certificate that it will not protect him. 

Mr. MACON. I think I will te able to satisfy the gentleman 
in my argument before I get thxough. I recognize the fact tha.t 
the Government does not notify him that it will protect him 
against the State law, but it says," Yon have my permission to 
sell in defiance of State law." 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not say anything of the kin<L if 
the gentleman will allow me. It utters no word to him except 
that he has paid the money and tha.t the payment of the money 
is not a protection to him against the violation of law. 

Mr. MACON. That is a quibble upon words. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is the receipt for the tax. 
Mr. MACON. I insist that it is a quibble upon words, pure 

and simple. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Is a receipt for the tax on your revolver, 

if you have one, an encou.r.agement to you to go and shoot some
body with that revolver? 

1\fr. MACON.. If the Government, for the payment of a tax, 
were to give me a certificate or receipt for the money that justi
fied me in its estimation in going and killing people with my re
volver, I say to yon that, as an ordinary man, I would be much 
more likely to kill people than I would if I had no authorization 
from so great an institution to eommit such diabolic offenses. 
Anything that is sanctioned or condoned by a strong power like 
our Government is an inducement to ordinary mortals to do that 
which they would not otherwise think of doing. 

If the Government of the United States had a law saying that 
unless I paid a special tax I could not carry a pistol, and I was 
more afraid of the courts of the United States than I was of the 
local courts, I would, when the tax was paid and the certificate 
authorizing me to carry it given1 be s.timnlated to a degree to put 
the pistol in my pocket and take my chances with the local courts. 
Upon the same principle, when the Government of the United 
States says to its citizens, "If you will pay a certain amount of 
money the Government will allow you, so far as it is concerned, 
to engage in the 'blind-tiger' traffic in violation of local law," 
it is necessarily an encouragement to them in their nefarious and 
illicit practice. Again, ·gentlemen of the House know that every 
man who violates law in this country would rather violate the 
local than the national law, especially where there is a punish
ment fixed for the viola-tion of the law, he not being a corporation 
prince or a trust king. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
As I understand his proposition, the officer whose duty it is to 
collect the tax may refuse to give the certificate. 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir. I not only want him to refuse to give 
the certificate, but I want him to be denied the right to give it to 
anyone and collect money therefor, call it tax money or what you 
will, in prohibited territory. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But if the man goes into that kind of ter
ritory and sells in violation of the United States statute, then he 
may be punished for it. 

Mr. MACON. Of course he. will be punished for it by the 
United States c;ourts, if the Government officials have not granted 
him the right by reason of the collection of a ta.x to go into it and 
violate the law. I hope the gentleman will allow me to finish my 
argument, and if when I have completed it there is anything I 
have left out that he wants to know about the bill I will thank 
him for calling my attention to it. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not what you "left out" that I am 
complaining of, but what you put in. 

Mr. MACON. Well, I wan.tto" pu.tin" a.littlemore. [Laugh
ter.] The gentleman has interfered with the thread of my ru:gu
ment to the extent that I have not been able to connect the links 
eo as to make a complete chain. The gentleman from Ohio has 

taken up so much of my time that I will have to ask the House to 
be patient with 100. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MACON. I understood I was to have thirty minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty minutes.. 
Mr. MACON. I have been interrupted so much that I have not 

had the opportunity to make the speech I would have liked to 
make upon this subject, and I would be glad to have a little ID.Oie 
time. I want the gentlemen of the House to hear e-very phase of 
this question, as I believe it is one of great moment and ought to 
appeal to every head and heart in the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman.,itisnotmypurposetoabusethe 

men that engage in the" blind-tiger'' business or to accuse them 
all of being bad at hearl. I have known some of them who would 
travel through sunshine or shadow, through fair weather or 
through s.torm, in order to do a good deed; but for som.e unknow
able reason some men will engage in that kind of business. Usu
ally they are what are termed" good fellows," and are ready to 
divide their last piece of bread with the foot-sore wayfarer. Hence 
there is always some one, and justly so, to say a kind word for 
them as individuals, no matter how much they decry their busi
ness. 

Alway.s having adherents in the communities in which they 
live, they feel that if they can get the sanction of their National 
Government t.o engage in the illicit sale of liquor they will take 
chances as again.s.t the local law. They know that they are to be 
tried by men of theix immediate locality, and they think that 
when they face the jury they will see some one on it, perhaps, for 
whom ihey have performed some personal service and who they 
believe will give them the benefit of any sort of doubt, and it is a 
fact that in many cases, just because the accused is a " good fel
low," s.ome one will be found on a local jury who will hang it or 
force an acquittal.. Or, suppose he is convicted. The offender 
and his friends can go to the governor and appeal to him in a pa
thetic way with great hope of success in getting him a pardon. 
These same men know very well that when they a.re tried 
under the laws of the United States the marshal is not elected 
by them and is under no obligation to them; they know that they 
are tried by persons who come from all over a large district and 
who are not in personal sympathy with them or their local condi
tions-for whom they have performed no service of any kind or 
character, and therefore have no reasons to look to them for any 
sort of favor. They also know that when convicted they have 
to go a. long, long way to reach the President's ear, and they 
know, further, that his time is so employed by great questions of 
state that he can not afford to pay any attention to those who 
knock a.t the White House door seeking pardons for having vio
lated the revenue laws. of the country. The knowledge of such 
facts deters them from engaging in the" blind-tiger" business. 
In other words, they are afraid of the United States courts. 
Under the present practice of the Government these parties often 
defeat jnstice, even in the Un.ij;ed States courts, an.d laugh about 
it after it is done. 

For instance, they buy a license, or pay a tax. as the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] would have it calle<L for three 
months1 and they sell the year round under that special privilege. 
When a witness is brought before the grand jury and informs 
upon them and the party that he appears against is indicted and 
broncoh.t to trial, the witness is put upon the stand, and during the 
course of the examination he is asked to specifically name the 
time that he bought intoxicating liquors from the accused. He 
may reply that he bought it in July, but is not positive as to the 
time. Then he will be pressed to know if the purchase might not 
have been made in April, May, or June, or some other time than 
the month of July. He usually has some doubt about whether 
it was. in July. as he ·thought, or at some other time, and in 
that condition he is dismissed. The accused is then put upon 
the stand, and he says that he remembers well that be sold the 
liquor to the prosecuting witness at a specific time, being sure to 
name a time that is covered by his tax receipt, as the gentleman 
from Ohio would call it, and he then exhibits his receipt, showing 
that he has paid the revenue f.or the quarter beginning with April 
and ending with June. That leaves the matter in such condition 
as that the court would not allow a conviction to stand in his 
case. Hence the pro.secntion has been a farce,· and. the accused 
can well afford to go out and laugh. 

Mr. Ql.u.airman, I assert with all the seriousness of my nature 
that the enforcement of the local-option laws of this countr-y 
is a mere farce and will be so long as the Government issues 
a tax receipt, certificate, license, or anything else the gentle
man from Ohio cares to call it, that clothes the-m with immu
nity from the Federal court , no matter how flagrantly they may 
violate the local-option laws of the various States and Territories. 
Pass the kind of law that I now propose and' blind tigers" will 
take to the woods. They will" hunt tall timber," as the old say-

I 
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lng is, and the social conditions of every community in this fair 
land will be cleared up and made manifestly better by reason 
thereof. The "blind-tiger" man does no good for himself, for 
if he persists in his business he usually reaches an untimely grave 
and leaves a homeless and poverty-stricken family behind him. 
He poisons the social atmosphere of every community in which 
he exists. He debauches manhood and makes perjurers of some 
of our best young men, young men who, if left free from such 
baneful influences, would adorn society and fill the high places 
of our country. He causes salty tears to trickle down the wrin
kled cheeks of devoted old mothers. He sticks daggers into the 
hearts of loving wives and sisters. He causes children to shiver 
with cold and to suffer with the pangs of hunger. He brings sor
row, but no joy. He makes criminals, but no Christians. He can 
not thrive in any community where the States or Territories au
thorize by license the sale of liquors, and he can not thrive in 
prohibited territory if the Government will take from him the 
authority that it gives him to invade the sanctity of those commu
nities and to violate the sacredness of local laws. He is an enemy 
to himself, his family, and his country, and hence there is no rea
son that I can conceive of for his existence upon the face of the 
earth. 

I am not talking against the individual, but I want to do and 
say everything I can against his illegitimate business. This is 
not a Democratic or a Republican question. It is one that con
cerns every man alike, whether he be white, black, red, or of 
other C()mplexion. It concerns every mother, wife, sister, and 
babe in the broad land, and no one will have the temerity to say 
that if enacted into law it will not be beneficial to every commu
nity within these United States. The only argument that I have 
heard against the passage of the bill is that it will cut off a por
tion of our revenue. Gentlemen, you have heard of the cry of 
blood money all your lives. In my judgment no money was ever 
stained with redder blood than that which comes to the Treasury 
of the United States through the "blind-tiger" channel. Every 
dollar of it is dyed with the red blood that is wrung from the 
hearts of the women and children of this country, and no matter 
how deep they may sink it in the " till," the stain will not be re
moved, and it can not escape the sound of the heart-rending 
wails that inveigh against it. 

I have taken up too much of your time in talking about this 
matter, I know, and yet I have not said half that I would like to 
say upon the subject. I ask you to investigate every phase of the 
question; to sound the communities in which you live and see 
whether or not it is the wish of your people to have the United 
States Government grant a privilege to persons to sell liquors in 
the various communities contrary to the laws of the State or Ter
ritory in which they are situated. If you find that the bill is in 
the interest of humanity; if you believe it is to the interest of 
social conditions and happy homes, I beseech you to pass it, and 
all the people who live in communities where the blind-tiger pest 
now abides will rise up and call you blessed. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani

mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and the request is granted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the time so far taken has 
been about equally divided. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
LIVINGSTON] used ten minutes more time· than has been used on 
this side. I am going to ask that the committee rise temporarily, 
so that I may obtain unanimous consent for an extension of time. 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 

taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LACEY, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
m'gent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS] be given 
time in which to address the Committee of the Whole, and that 
the amount of time occupied by him be granted to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON], to distribute as he desires, after 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS] has con
cluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that an extension of time be given to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS] to address the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 
pending bill, and that an equal amount of time be given to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON], to be disposed of as 
he may see fit. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEMENW AY. .And I will ask to add to that the request 
!hat upon the conclusion of that time the general debate shall 
close. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that at the conclusion of 
that length of time the general debate upon the measure shall be 
closed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. 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 urgent deficiency 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LACEY in the chair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 

taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. BAR...~ES, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House of Representatives that the Presi
dent had approved bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles: 

January 21, 1904: 
H. R. 7273. An act to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of 

Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., sev
erally to issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction 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. 

January 23, 1904: 
S. 6. An act granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 
S. 7. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred Woodman; 
S. 8. An a-ct granting an increase of pension to Perry Kittredge; 
S. 11. An act granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 
S. 65. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. Allen; 
S. 112. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 

Hammond; 
S. 172. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Mc

Claren; 
S. 338. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; 
S. 339. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 

Richardson; . 
S. 367. An act granting an increase of pension to George W, 

Richardson; 
S. 1604. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

Bishop; 
S. 1652. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 

McMillan; 
S. 1704. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 

Ritchhart; 
S. 1755. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Banks; 
S. 1756. An act granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 

Cushman; 
S. 1772. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise K. Bard; 
S. 1819. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 

Skinner; 
S. 1832. An act granting an increase of pension to George W, 

Herron; 
S. 1913. An act.granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 

Harrison; 
S. 1929. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Spahr: 
S.1952. An act grantinganincreaseofpension toJohnMonahan; 
S. 1984. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; 
8.1985. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Hites; 
S. 2078. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. 

Watson; 
S. 2125. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus T. 

Caswell; 
S. 2218. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. 

Tisdel; and 
S. 1496. An act supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, in

corporating the Columbian College in the District of Columbia, 
and the acts amendatory thereof. 

January 25, 1904: ' 
S. R. 31. Joint resolution authorizing the erection and mainte

nance of a monument in memory of the late President, Benjamin 
Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city of 
Indianapolis, State of Indiana; 

S. 652. An act making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry; and 
S. 465. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to permit the 

Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington," approved May 19,1896. 

January 27, 1904: 
S. R. 32. Joint resolution to fill vacancies in the Board of Re

gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 
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URGENT DEFICIENCY .APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I have been very 

much interested in the line that this debate has taken, political 
in its character. Beyond everything else we are a political people. 
The very nature of our institutions makes llB such. Political 
parties in their birth were coincident with the birth of our Con
stitution, and since that instrument was adopted we have always 
had two great political parties in this country. I sincerely trust 
that the time may never come when there will not be two great 
political parties, the one to keep watch on the other; but if ever 
there was a time that it seemed as though there were really but 
one political party, that time is the present. 

Back on the Wabash, where I live, there was a farmer who em
ployed at one time an Irishman fresh from across the water. The 
farmer had come in possession of a water turtle, and he asked 
Pat the next morning after he arrived to go out in the barn lot 
and kill the water turtle. I do not know whether all Members 
of this body are acquainted with the habits, manners, and cus
toms of that creature or not; but it possesses the peculiar ability 
to walk about after its head is cut off. Pat went out and cut off 
the head of the turtle. The farmer in the course of a few hours 
saw the turtle walking around in the barn lot. He said to Pat, 
"I thought I told yon to kill that turtle?" "Yes," said Pat, 
"you did, and I killed the turtle, and the turtle is dead, but it 
does not realize it." [Laughter.] I take it that this is the posi
tion of the Democratic party largely to-day. It is dead, but it 
does not realize its condition. But it will realize its condition 
unless some method be adopted by which the ''peerless leader" 
from Nebraska can be muzzled and taken off the public platform. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any one political proposition that has 
been established beyond another in this country in the last ten 
years, it is that the hope of power and the failure to possess power 
are absolutely essential to cohesion in the Democratic party. Suc
cess at the polls is absolutely fatal to the Democratic party. 
Those were splendid legions that followed Tilden in 1876; those 
were splendid legions that followed Hancock in 1880; and those 
that followed Cleveland in 1884, 1888, and 1892. Where are they 
now? The success of 1892 scattered them--

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Getting together. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS(continuing). And to-day the Dem

ocratic party finds itself in the midst of demoralization and humili
ation, without a leader and without a man. I was very much 
impressed by a statement made a short time ago by Mr. William 
C. Whitney, a well-known Democrat, who lives in New York. 
He said that at the present time the Democratic party was abso
lutely without a measure and without a man. By that he did not 
mean that there were not in the various elements that make up 
the Democratic party able men; what he did mean was that there 
was no man who could stand for all the fads and isms repre
sented by the various factions of the Democratic party. 

On the other hand, the Republican party is rich in men and it 
is rich in measures. The Republican party has always been rich 
in men and it has always been rich in measures. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Got any money? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. We always have money under a 

Republican Administration, even down in the distinguished gentle
man's State. [Applause on the Republican side.] And, speak
ing of men, Mr. Chairman, recalls the fact that there have been 
great changes in this body since some of us came here in the Fifty
fifth Congress. 

We recall the days of that Congress with pride not unmixed 
with sorrow and can never revert to them with other than feel
ings of reverence. The four men most conspicuous in our party 
and most potential in the affairs of government at that time now 
belong to the ages. William McKinley, our President; Garret 
A. Hobart, our Vice-President; Thomas B. Reed, our Speaker; 
Nelson Dingley, our leader. I doubt if four men ever con
temporaneously served this Republic who were better fitted to 
perform their parts than were these four men. They had a great 
work before them. They were to lead in the work of the res !;ora
tion of business, which meant the prosperity, the comfort, and the 
happiness of 70,000,000 people. · 

How well they performed their work the world knows, and 
when we laid them away not the slightest stain tarnished the shield 
of any one of them. McKinley, Hobart, Reed, and Dingley! Cer
tainly even our political opponents ought to concede some virtue 
to a party which in a few brief months can give to immortality 
such a quartet as that and still stand with its face to the future 
more hopeful, more ambitious, more courageous, more nearly in-
vincible than ever before. [Applause.] . . 

What a tribute to the reserve strength of the Republican party! 
Our leaders go and others step forward to take their places. It 
has been thus since the days of Abraham Lincoln, and is true be-

cause the principles for which these men have stood have been 
grounded in truth and political righteousness. 

A gentleman who addressed this House a few days ago stated 
that he could never understand why the people of this country 
had turned their backs on the Hanison Administration in 1892 
and gone over to the Democratic party and changed the policies 
of the Government. The gentleman's memory must be exceed
ingly short, for were he to go back and call up the incidents of 
that campaign it would all seem perfectly plain to him. 

Benjamin Harrison and his Administration from 1888 to 18921 
Up to that time there was nothing like it in the history of the 
American Republic; there was more wealth in more homes in 
1892 than there had ever been before; there were more people 
owning their own homes that ever before. Wages were higher 
then than ever before; there were more young men and young 
women going away to college from the country, from the small 
towns, and from the cities than ever before; more carpets were on 
more floors and more pictures were on more walls and more pianos 
were in more parlors than there had ever been at any time in any 
country since the stars sang together on the morning of the crea
tion. 

But for some unaccountable reason a majority of the American 
people went to the polls and voted the Democratic ticket. Why 
did they do it? It was because they were deceived and misled; 
they did it, Mr. Chairman, because our friends on the other side 
who led in that campaign falsified and took the people away from 
the truth. I remember distinctly--

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Georgia? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not true, my dear sir, that every 

Presidential election has been decided in the last twelve years by 
what is called the" independent" or" floating" vote in this coun
try? Is that not true? Is it not true of Indiana? Is it not true 
of Illinois? Is it not true of New York State and many other 
States that the independent or "floating" vote controls the State? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The independent vote controls 
the election in all the States north of Mason and Dixon's line, but 
I want to say to the distinguished gentleman it does not control 
any votes on the other side of Mason and Dixon's line. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you make any distinction between that 
independent vote and the regular Republican vote? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why, there is some distinction; 
yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You are asking the question why Mr. 
Harrison was defeated and why Mr. Clevelandlgot an overwhelming 
majority and why Mr. McKinley got an overwhelming majority. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Was it not from this floating or independ

ent vote? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was from the independent 

vote which the Democratic leaders misled. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. And it is the independent vote you some

times lose that would beat you. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That ~ true, but I want to say 

to the gentleman that the independent vote does not come from 
his section of the country. · 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand; and it will never come 
from there, as we have no such vote. there. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. We will never get it frotn there 
until we have a minority representation on election boards. 

Mr. BOWIE. You have got them. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. You appoint them. 
Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I wol:tld rather have a Democrat 

on an election board than a Republican appointed by a Democrat. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Right in line with that

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentleman, 
Have you election boards in Indiana? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There is no election board in 
the State of Indiana upon which there is not a minority repre
sentation, and upon which the Democratic party does not name 
the Democratic member. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Who appoints them? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. They are selected by the chair

men of the two leading political parties. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but what officer appoints 

them? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The clerk. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The clerk is either a Demo

crat or a Republican? 
1\Ir. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They are appointed the same 

·. 
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way down S(Jnth, and any statement that is made that in Missis
sippi, at any rate, the minority representative is not always upon 
a board of that sort, is a very erroneous statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, as to the State of Georgia-
Mr. CHARL.ES B. LANDIS I want to say to the gentleman 

from Mississippi that that wasn't done in the South before the 
colored vote was disfranchised. 

Mr. BOWIE. In Alabama, at the last election, the R-epublicans 
had an even division; the election board was their own selection. 
That is now a part of the law of the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That was after the amendment 
to the Constitution was passed. I was much impressed by an in
terview with a gentleman from Tennessee, published in one of 
the local papers a short time ago. He had been np inN ew York. 

·He returned to Washington and was interviewed by a local re
porter as to the political outlook generally. He said he was not 
prepared to speak for New England or any N orlhern State, but 
as far as Tennessee was concerned it did not matter who was 
nominated or upon what sort of a platform he stood, Tennessee 
would give the Democratic party a majority of 30,000. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] He might as well have said 100,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield for 
an interruption? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. For a question. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As the gentleman from Indi

ana is evidently not acquainted with the Southern election boards, 
I wish to remind him that in North CaTolina, which we think is a 
fairly Democratic State, the election boards are composed of mem
bers of both parties and that the Republican members of these 
boards are appointed under the law upon the recommendation of 
Repnblicanorg~tion& 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is since the adoption of the 
grandfather clause. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. No, sir; we have had a law 
similar to that for year.s and years, and for many years in our 
State a majority of the election officers were hostile to the Demo
cratic party, and under such circumstances as these, when the 
majority of the election officers were against us, we have elected 
our candidate by overwhelming majorities. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.l 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I served as a member of an elec
tion committee, and I saw samples of the fair elections in South 
Carolina, and the gentleman from North Carolina can not change 
my impression. Those elections were conducted by Democrats 
clad in red shirts and armed with shotguns. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman 
that the boards are selected by th~ chairmen of the two different 
parties in Texas exactly as has been explained by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. The Republican party has a fair represen
tation upon that board selected by their own chairman of that 
State, and I believe Texas is a Demoeratic State. 

Mr. FINLEY rose. 
Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman-
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Oh, I can not yield to all; my 

time is going very rapidly. There is not time for all the States. 
Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Indiana 

will allow me, I want to say that in an election case just heard 
before the House committee it appeared that in one Southern 
State the Republican judges that were appointed were men that 
could not read or write. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi In very many of the places 
there are no Republicans that can read or write. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] Would you have them cut them out en
tirely? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why don't you let them in under the gJ.-andfather 
clause? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that if my memory serves me right, 
there were only about eleven hundred and some odd votes in his dis
trict altogether at the last election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman mean in 
my district? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes; in the gentleman'sd.istrict. 
Mr. WILLIAl\lS of Mississippi Why, there wasn't any Re

publican vote. [Laughter.] There wasn't any opposition to me. 
There was no nomination by the other party. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Because no one was idiot 

enough to imagine that he could be elected in that most intelli
gent district of the United States of America, where nobody can 
vote unless he can read and write the English language. [Great 
laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It would seem, then, from the 
returns that there were only about 1,400 who could read and 
write t.he English language. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There the gentleman is mis-

taken, as usual, for the old familiar Republican reason, that half 
knowledge is so much wore than no knowledge at all. I ran 
through a very exciting Democratic prima;ry election just prior 
to that general election, and if the gentleman would look at the 
primary returns he would find the Tote was a very large one, con
sidering that the voters are restricted to men who can read and 
write, and that 62 per cent of the population are negroes, and of 
that negro population 58 per cent can not read and write; and the 
balance would rather bribe themselTes with 3 a piece not to vote 
than to "Vote, coupled with the condition of paying a $3 tax. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Who bribes them? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of :Mississippi. Why, they bribe themselves. 

[Laughter.] I will tell you how. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman from 

Mississippi that I have heard of a man who robbed his own trunk, 
butihaveneverheard of a man who bn'bedhimself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of .Mississippi. Well, this is a most remarka
ble statement, and yet a plain story will enable a gentleman of 
the intelligence of the gentleman from Indiana. [Mr. CHARLES B. 
LANDIS] to comprehend it perfectly. The white pe9ple of the 
State of Mississippi, understanding race traits and tendencies, put 
upon the statute books a poll tax and said that before anybody 
could vote he must have paid that poll tax the February previous 
to the election. 

Then we went a step further and provided no machinerv to 
collect that tax except from taxable property. I can be made to 
pay it, but a poor nigger without taxable !)tO'perty or a white man 
without it can not be made to pay it. The sheriff can not go and 
arrest him; he can not take any steps to collect the tax, and the 
only penalty is that if a. man does not pay it he can not vote, and 
Mr. Sambo p1·efers to bribe himself not to vote. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. J 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And the result in Missis ippi is 
just exactly as it has always been-there was no difference before 
these new qualifications were established. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Oh, yes; there was. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yon selected a solid delegation 

then by a no lru·ger vote than you cast now. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Oh, yes; we cast a verymuch 

larger vote, and had very exciting elections-sometimes far be· 
yond in excitement any that the gentleman and his colleagues 
hold up in his country. Sometimes we went to the point of 
bloodshed. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. At the primaries? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; at the general elections; 

and up to the time of the ado.t'tion of the constitution we had Re
publican nominees, and I will say further that I have run against 
two Populists in my time as Populist nominees for Congress, and 
in those cases the full vote was brought out. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state that Mr. Allen-John Allen; we all 
remember him-used to explain how they did in those days. He 
said that early in the morning they used to fire a gun so the nig
gers might know there was going to be an election-simply to call 
their attention to it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like very 
much to submit--

Mr. LACEY. ]fr. Chairman, I would like my friend to :per· 
mit me to offer him a suggestion by saying that we are at this 
time suffering from the ab ence of the gentleman from Texas, 
who has had to go home in order to pay his poll tax in order to 
vote at the next election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That shows what a good citi
zen he is. He would not surrender the sacred function of citi
zenship. 

1rir. MARTIN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will yield this one time, but 

no more. 
Mr. MARTIN. I should like, in the interest of information, 

in the time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. 
LANDIS] to ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLUMS] 
how many qualified voters there are in his district? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know how many there 
are in the district which I now represent. In the Fifth district! 
which I represented before I was thrown into this new one, there 
were some20,000. In thisoneihavenothad themcount.ed as yet. 

Mr. MARTIN. The Eighth is the district of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLI.A.MS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the district I represent. 
The Fifth was the district I represented before I was elected this 
last time, and I have not the figures of the number of qualified 
voters in the present district. 

Mr. MARTIN. I see the gentleman is now from the Eighth 
district. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of .Mississippi. Yes. 
Mr. MARTIN. I would ask the gentleman what his best judg

ment is as to the number of qualified voters in his district? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In this district, which is ·Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I know what the Constitution 

mostly composed of black counties, I do not think that there are says--
oyer 10,000 qualified electors. The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

Mr . .:MARTIN. I notice the number of votes cast in the elec- CHARLES B.·LANDIS] yielded the floor to anyone; and if so, will he 
tion in the district represented by the gentleman from:Missis.sippi kindly indicate to whom? 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] at the last election, as given in his biographical Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I must decline to yield further to 
sketch, is 1,433. anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAMSofMississippi. Andsocarelesswereweabout The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
it that I will say that the gentleman from Mississippi did not yield frrrther. 
eyen gotothepollsand vote for himself. There was no opposition. Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to remind the gentleman 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understand arrangements are from Indiana that hiB time is unlimited. 
now being made to so amend you-r constitution as to elect you The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
for four years. [Laughter.] yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Oh1 no. Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to bring the gentleman 
Mr. PAYNE. Was the gentleman from Mississiwi ()Ir. Wrrr n-earer hom-e--to some matters concerning the fairness of elec

. LI.A.MS] saving hiB $3-is that the reason he did not go to vote? tions which I am snre he desires· to hear. 
[Prolonged laughter.] • Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I must d.ecline to yield for the 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. "The gentleman" could not present. 
save his S3, because he had taxable property in the State, and the Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In the matter of redistricting-
tax could have been made out of that properly. It is only the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
poor man, without taxable properly, who can save his $3. And yield. 
the poll tax goes to the support of the public- schools-over half Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In re ponse to the gentleman 
of it to the education of the negroes. I from Mississippi, who said that m Philadelphia they vote by ma-

Mr. PAYNE. And only the poor man who can not raise the $3 chinery, I would suggest that it does not seem to be . as effective 
can be successfully deprived of his vote. in Philadelphia as voting by the shotgun down in Mississippi. 

~Ir. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, a short time ago [Derisive cries on the Democratic side.] 
I had occasion to look over the election retu.rns from Mississippi, And in this connection I want to call attention to the fact that 
and I discovered that the eight Members from that State reeeived the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] had no con
about 18,000 votes. That is not half th~ number of Republican testant in the recent election, yet there were cast for him 19,000 
voters there were in my district at the last election. In other votes. General BcyGHAM had no contestant against bim, and 
words, in Mississippi yon eleet your enth·e delegation-- there were cast for him Wl,OOO vot;es. {Applause on the Repub-

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My friend from Indiana wants lican side.] • · 
to be fair, of course. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Were there not other offi~rs 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Always. voted for at the same election? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know that, because I know The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana dec1ines to 

him well enough to know that, as "Uncle Joe Cannon" once said, yield. The gentleman from Mississippi is not in order. 
" He is as fair as political exigencies admit of." [Laughter.] Mr. WILLIAliS of Mississippi. Just one IIl(Jl'e question. 

Now, then, suppose in your district, and in all the other dis- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has declined to yield. 
tricts of the State of Indiana, there were no Democratic nominees Mr. WILLIAMS of :Mississippi. The gentleman has uot de-
running against any of the Republican candidates for Congress; clined to yield. I am 3;3king him now. 
and suppose that had been going on for three terms- Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. -I must decline to yield, Mr. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is a supposition contrary Chairman. 
to reality. Mr. LIVINGSTON. You did have a gt1bernatorial election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose it, however; we can Why don't you admit it? 
suppose anything. Mr. "WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There were other officers 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In Mississippi! [Laughter.] voted for at the same time, Mr. Chairman. 
Yr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Especially men with so bril- Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that 

liant an imagination in regard to facts as that possessed by my this discussion has been drawn into this particular line. [Laugh
friend from Indiana. [Laughter.] ter.] I had intended simplyaddressingmyself to the reason why 

. Now suppose that to have been the case; how many voters do the people of this -country aba.ndoned Republicanism in 1899. and 
yon think would have turned out in your Congressional district went over to Democracy. That was my intention at the tiine I 
to vote for you as a perfunctory act when they had alreadynomi- was interrupted. The reason why the people of this country did 
nated you? so in 1892 was because they were misl£~ because they were de-

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is absolutely an unsuppos- ceived. 
able case in my district. Yon remember how political orators went through the country 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose, furthermore, that the in that campaign and succeeded in impressing npon the people as 
law provided, as I doubt not it does in your State, that the names a fact the fiction that they were being robbed; that they were be
of the persons to be voted for must be upon the ticket two weeks, ing oppressed by the mill bosses and the factory lords and that 
or some other specified time, before the election; and snppose that the heel of the plutocrat was upon their necks; that the rich were 
the period of two weeks before the election had arrived and partly growing richer and the pool" were growing poorer. I Temember 
expired and no other nomiruttions had been made, that the name hearing a prominent Member of this Home who spoke in Indiana 
of nobody else had been put upon the ticket, even by petition, in that campaign going over a rigmarole that was very popular 

· and nobody else could posSinly be voted for unde-r the law. How in 1892. 
many yoters does the gentleman suppose would have turned out He would pick out some poorly dressed man in the audience and 
and voted for him when there was no possibility whatever of hiB say to him: ••John, do yon know that you are being robbed? Do 
being defeated? you know tb.at you are being victimized by th.e mill bosses and 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is not a supposable case. factory lords? Do yon know that you are taxed from the day yon 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. May I be allowed to an.swer the are born until the hour, you die?" 

suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi? "Why," he would say,~' John, you arise in the morning by 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I must insist that my time shall turning oown a coverlid that is taxed 60 per cent. You put your 

not be all occupied by other gentlemen. feet out on a carpet that is taxed 90 per cent. You put on a hat 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman that is taxed 100 per cent. Yon put on a pair of pantaloons that 

from Mississippi that in my district there was nn nomination is taxed 300 per cent; a pair of suspenders that is taxed 40 per 
made by the Democrats, yet 45,000 votes were cast. eent. You lift a lateh on thedoorthatis taxed 80 per cent; wash 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ah, but in Philadelphia tOOy your face in a basin that is taxed 90 per cent, and then go in and 
vote by machinery. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic sit down at the breakfast table and eat your pom·, God-fol'Saken 
side.] breakfast with a knife and fork taxed 666.§- per cent.'' 

Mr . .ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No; we do not- He would repeat that until that man would think, after he had 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Youhavealabor-savingdevice. heard it all, that it would cost him from $150 to $200 to get ready 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. We do not have to disfranchise for breakfast eveTy morning. [Laughter.] 

people to whom the Constitution of the United States has granted Hired peddlers were sent out by the national D emocratie com-
the ballot in order to elect our candidates. · mittee, who went through Indiana offering tin cups for sale at a 

Mr. WILJ,IAMS of Mississippi. Nor do we; nor hav-e we ever dollal" apiece, and every time the housewife would shake her head 
done so, and anybody who says that we have undertakes to be a and marvel at the price, the hired peddler would shake hls head 
better lawyer than the judges of the Supreme Cou:rtof th.e United and say, uwen, it is high, bnt it is all on account of the infamous 
States. McKinley bill." And in some parts of Indiana they sent men 

-

. j 
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through the country peddling gourd seed, offering it for nothing, their bosoms-mountains grim in their ruggedness and haughty 
and saying to the farmer, "They have robbed you of your tin cup in their wealth of hidden ore. It came from California, from 
and your tin pail, but thank God they can not take from you the Oregon, from Washington. It came from the broad sweep of the 
gourds of your fathers." [Laughter.] Mississippi Valley, whose farms and whose cities, whose soil and 

That is the way you did it in 1892, and you won. Grover Cleve- whose wealth, and whose people and whose progress are at once 
land was elected. You secured control of both branches of this the marvel and the hope of American civilization, embodying as 
Government, and I contend that that was the greatest mistake they do the spirit, the ambition, and the conservatism that are 
the Democratic party ever made. They found themselves facing the surest guaranty of the growth and stability of the Republic. 
the people of this country in the midst of a domestic prosperity From everywhere it ca:....a.e, showering its blessings on the chil
never before equalled. They were pledged to improve it. Capi- dren of men. And this prosperity will stay, if Democrats will 
tal was employed; they promised to employ it better. Wages simply keep their hands off. It would go to pieces to-morrow if 
were high; they promised to make them higher. Labor! There there should be absolute evidence that Democratic ascendancy 
was not an idle man in the United States of America unless he were assured within the next twelve months. Business would be 
was idle from' choice; and you are acquainted with the result. blighted, confidence would become a coward, and we would find 
Scarce three months passed until the idle men commenced roam- ourselves where our fathers found themselves under the Admin
ing over the country. istrations of Martin Van Buren and James Buchanan, and where 

Bankruptcy became an epidemic. Idleness got to be a profes- we found ourselves under the last Administration of Grover · 
sion, and hard-times festivals became popular social functions. Cle eland. [Applause.] 
You did that, gentlemen. You brought about that condition of But the American people will not repeat the mistake of 1892. 
affairs-you prophets, you pro misers, you arraigners. You packed The present generation will not soon forget those four years. 
the side tracks of the railroads of this country with empty cars. The Republican party came into power in 1897. A special sea
Yon sent the price of corn so low it was burned as fuel. The sion of Congress was called, and the Republican party proceeded 
farmer fed 30-cent wheat to 2-cent hogs, and horses were not to keep its promises and redeem its pledges. The first thing we 
worth wintering, and sheep shivered and died on the range be- did was to take a club and kill that free-trade Gorman-Wilson 
cause they were not worth sheltering, and as many as 100 idle tariff bill. Then the next thing we did was to pass a bankruptcy 
men were found on single trains roaming this country in search law-a general bankruptcy law. Such a law is as essential after 
of work. a Democratic Administration as a hospital corps is with an army 

At the end of four years everybody in the United States admitted that fights battles. [Laughter.] 
that everything was wrong and that it was simply a question as Then after that we passed a law establishing the gold standard, 
to the best policy to bring us back where we were when Benjamin and while we were doing all these things we were giving attention 
Harrison was President of the United States. Our friends on the to Spain. That war was fought, Cuba was freed, Porto Rico was 
other side said that the panaeea was free silver. They said we taken, Hawaii annexed, and the Philippine Islands taken care of, 
did not have enough money with which to carry on the business and to-day the American people stand and challenge the world on 
of the country. We must have had very little money, because we the record that the Republican party has made. We will go into 
did not have any business. They said that the only way to get the next campaign and we will fight that battle on this record; 
more money was to have free silver; thattheonlywaytogetgood and, Mr. Chairman, I am not afraid of the result. 
times was through the ratio of 16 to 1. To-day, under the Republican party, the country is still moving 

The Republican party said,': The money is all right. We have forward. Busy men have employment; happiness is in the home. 
enough money. The trouble is with this policy of tariff for reve- We imported from abroad last year more than a billion dollars' 
nue only, or free trade. If we can elect a President and a Con- worth-several millions of dollars more than ever before. We 
gress that will kill the free-trade Wilson bill and reenthrone the sent abroad last year in the neighborhood of $1,400,000,000 worth-
policy of protection, pr03perity will return." millions of dollars more than ever before. · 

The two parties went before the country, one headed by Mr. We sold abroad in the neighborhood of $350,000,000 more than 
Bryan and the other by Mr. McKinley. In November the verdict we bought abroad. Our domestic trade amounted to $30,000,000,
was rendered, and by an overwhelming majority the people of 000. We can scarcely find figures in which to express it, but our 
this country declared in favor of sound money and a protective friends on the other side of the Chamber say they are going to 
tariff, and elected William McKinley President of the United make the next campaign by contrasting the conditions under Mr. 
States. Roosevelt's Administration with conditions under Mr. McKinley's 

I say is there anybody in the sound of my voice who voted Administration. 
for William McKinley that has ever regretted it? No; no! We will fight this next campaign on the conditio1;1.s 

If such there be, go mark him well; existing under the McKinley and Roosevelt Administrations as 
For him no minstrel rapture will ever swell. contrasted with the conditions existing under the last Cleveland 

And you knew that times would get better. ·You gentlemen Administration. [Applause on the Republican side.] You can 
on the other side of the aisle expected it. I remember walking not get away from it. 
down the street of the little town in which I live the second morn- · I was very much impressed with the speech made by my friend 
ing after the election, and a well-known Democrat said to me, from lllinois yesterday, in which he called attention to the pros
" You have elected your President." !said," Yes." "You have perity that marked the South-a great and natural prosperity. 
securedcontrolofbothbranches of Congress." "Yes." "Well," It was doubtless astonishing to a number of the Members on the 
said he," where is your prosperity?" [Laughter.] other side of this Chamber--

They expected us to set the national hen in the evening and Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not at all. 
serve the Democrats with fried chicken out of the same nest the 1t!r. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Then I can not understand why 
very next morning. [Laughter.] A special session of Congress you continue to vote the Democratic ticket. I have made up my 
was called. You remember just as soon as we met they asked us, mind that my friend from Georgia can not be surprised by any
" Where is your prosperity?" Then the Dingley bill passed the thing--
House, and they kept asking us, "Where is your prosperity?" I Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is because those States under Demo
remember that after the bill went over to the Senate and came cratic administration are prosperous, and we continue to vote that 
back here to receive the approbation of this body they would come ticket for that reason. 
up to us and ask," Have you seen the General?" We would ask, Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is ridiculous. That country 
"General who?" And then they would say," General Prosper- on the other side of Mason and Dixon's line-those States-in
ity," and then they would laugh; they would laugh until their creased in population, since 1880,50 per cent and in wealth200 per 
sides would ache; but it was no trouble for their sides to ache, cent. 
becausetheirstomachshad beenemptyforfouryears. [Laughter.] Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is native population, not foreign. 

Then the bill passed through conference and became a law, and The increase is native population. 
after that bill became law did any Republican ever hear any Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Think of it! In 1880 you pro
Democrat in this land who would ask, "Have you seen the Gen- duced 6,000,000 tons of bituminous coal. Last year you produced 
eral?" The way had been prepared for the General to come, and · 60,000,000 tons. · 
straightway he came. Avenues for prosperity had opened, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Secretary of Agriculture stated a few 
prosperity came. And it did not come solely from New England days ago, in a public speech, that it was not the Republican party 
and Pennsylvania, which have frequently been said to be the sole or the Democratic party, but the farmers who had saved the 
beneficiaries of a protective tariff. country. What do you say to that? 

It came from the South, whose States, from the Carolinas to the Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, I will not take issue with 
broad fields of Texas, have been pouring into the world's commerce the Secretary of Agriculture on that question. One thing I will 
an annual contribution worthy of a mighty empire. It came from contend for, and that is that the Democratic party has never saved 
the far West; from Kansas.and~NebtaSka-..and .their sister States.-. it, and if the farmers have saved it they have saved it under Re
with their black soil; from those States that wear mountains on publican policies. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not in the South. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Theprosperitybroughtabout by 

our policies. Its blessings are visited upon you as well as upon us. 
, In other words, we have saved you from yourselves. You are 
1 
prosperous in the South in spite of your political bigotry. (~p
plause on the Republican side.] Another thing, Mr. Chairman, 

1 with reference to the South. There has been poured into the 
South during the'last five years for cotton and its products alone 
$2,652,000,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Our cotton crop amounted last year to 
. $700,000,000. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes, your · cotton and cotton 
products amounted to $900,000,000. 

Eight hundred and seventy-three million dollars more for 
· southern cotton than during the previous five years, that $873,
, 000,000 representing more than the capital of all the national 
1 banks in the United States. You consumed during this last year 
1 more cotton by a million pomids than all the mills of New Eng-
1land. Six million additional spindles came to you during the last 
1 twelve years; only 1,800,000 went to Great Britain, and New Eng
l land increased only2,000,000. You had 40 cotton-seed oil mills in 
, 1880. To-day you have 700. 
: In 1880 you had in the South 20,000 miles of railway. To-day 
, you have 60,000 miles. In 1880 your lumber products amounted 
to 39,000,000. To-day it is $188,000,000. The total output of pig 
iron in the South to-day is four times the total output of the 

· United States in 1860. Since 1890 the number of your national 
banks has increased from 521 to 928, and the deposits have more 
than doubled-have increased from $126,000,000 to $318,000,000. 

Mr. BOWIE. Why not come down, then, and visit us? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, these sta

tistics refute the Democratic contention for sixty years past; 
these statistics are enough to make John C. Calhoun, Bob Toombs, 
and Jefferson Davis turn over in their caskets. In New Orleans 
every time there is a meeting of the board of trade it is almost 
like a Fourth; of July celebration-felicitations are passed around. 
New Orleans has regained her lost prestige under the policies of 
the Republican party, and Galveston has risen until it is the third 
export and import city in the United States. 

Fifty-three lines of steamships head out from Galveston. I saw 
the other day there had been 832 industrial establishments located 
along the Southern Railroad during the last year; 30 cotton mills 
are in course of construction along the line of that road. 

From the Southern Farm Magazine I get the information that 
during the last ten years 75,000 northern farmers have settled be
tween New Orleans and Corpus Christi. 

This southern industrial farming has brought under cultivation 
3,000,000 acres of southern farm land. Eight hundred thousand 
acres of this land are devoted to the cultivation of rice, for which 
a large area of the South has recently been discovered to be par
ticularly adapted. I received a letter the other day stating that 
1,000 home seekers had visited the rice-growing district of Loui
siana in a single week. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say to the gentleman that our 
stocks have all doubled up by the natural increase. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That natural increase did not 
characterize that section of the country under the last Cleveland 
Administration. [Applause.] Your cotton wa.s a drug on the 
market. North and south, east and west, prosperity has been 
general, and nowhere has it been as great as in the Southern 
States. Your railroad bonds during the last year have paid a 
greater dividend than bonds of-any railroads in the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Up to a few years ago the price of cotton 
was :fixed in Liverpool and Wall street. For the last two years 
we have :fixed it in the city of New Orleans, and have got double 
for our cotton what we ever did before. We intend to make the 
price hereafter in New Orleans and not in Liverpool or Wall 
street. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why didn't you do it under the 
Democratic Administration? [Laughter and applause on the Re
publican side.l 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We happened to have but little Demo
cratic Administration; it did not last long. Out of forty-two 
years yon charge us with eight years of Democratic Administra
tion, with four years of Republican Administration in between 
the eight, and then you undertake to compare that with forty 
years of Republican hold upon this country, and ask us why we 
haven't done what yon did. My dear man, you know that is an 
unfair comparison. [Laughter.} · 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend 
from Mississippi, in a speech delivered on the floor of the House 
a short time ago, used these words: 

You will remember that Harrison himself said in a newspaper interview 
which I read,. and have uever seen denied, that the reason he was thrown out 
of power ana Cleveland was elected was because of the unprecedented hard 

times and suffering for which the people of the South and West, without 
due reason, held his Administration responsible. 

Mr. Chairman, I would say that General Harrison, while he 
was President of the United States, did not make it a business to 
go on record in newspaper interviews. If he had anything to say 
he said it in his state papers. And it happens that he spoke to 
this Congress a short time after the election of 1892, and this is 
what he said, as contrasted with the words put in his mouth by 
my friend from Mississippi. I quote from his annual message of 
December 6, 1892: .,H 

In submitting my annual message to Congress I have great satisfaction in 
being able to say that the general conditions affecting the commercial and 
industrial interests of the United States are in the highest degree favorable. 
A comparison of the existing conditions with those of the most-favored pe
riod in the history of the country will, I believe, show that so high a degree 
of prosperity and so general a di1fusion of the comforts of life were never 
before enjoyed by ourfeople. 

The total wealth o the country in 1860 was $16,159,616,008. In 1890 it 
amounted to$62,610,000,(]00anincreaseof287percent. * * * There has never 
been a time in our history when work was so abundant or when wages were -~~ 
as high, whether measured by the currency in which they are paid or by :' 
their power to supply the necessaries and comforts of life. It is true that the 
market prices of cotton and wheat have been low. It is one of the unfa.vor- , , 
able incidents of agriculture that the farmer can not produce upon orders. 

He must sow and reap in ignorance of the aggregate production of the year, 
and is peculiarly subject to the depreciation which follows overproduction. 
But while the fact I have stated is true as to thecropsmentioned1 the general 
average of prices has been such as give to agriculture a fair participation in 
the general prosperity. • • * 

I believe that the protective system~, which has now for something more 
than thirty years continuously prevail ea. in our legislation, has been a mighty 
instrument for the development of our national wealth and a most powerful 
agency in protecting the homes of our wor kingmenfrom the invasion of want. 
• * * It is not my purpose to renew here the argument in favor of 11o pro
tective tariff. 

The result of the recent election must be accepted as having introduced a 
new policy. We must assume that the present tariff, constructed upon the 
lines of Jlrotection, is to be repealed and that there is to be substituted for it 
a tariff law constructed solely with reference to revenue; that no duty is to 
be higher because the increase will keep open an American mill or keep up 
.the wages of an American workman, but that in every case such a rate of 
duty is to be imposed as will bring to the Treasury of the United States the 
largest returns of revenue. 

'l'he contention has not been between schedule~\ put between principles, 
and it would be offensive to suggest that the prevalling party will not carry 
into legislation the principles advocated by it and the pledges given to the 
people. • • • I recommend that the whole subject of tariff revision be 
left to the incoming Congress. • • • Those who have advocated a protect
ive tariff can well afford t<rhave their disastrous forecasts of a change of 
policy disappointed. 

If a system of customs duties can be framed that will set the idle wheels 
and looms of Europe in motion and crowd our warehouses with foreign-made 
goods and at the same time keep our own mills busy; that will give us an in
creased participation in the "markets of the world" of greater value than 
the home market we surrender; that will give increased work to foreign 
workmen upon products to be consumed by our people without diminishing 
the amount of work to be done here; that will enable the American manu
facturer to pay his workmen from 50 to 100 per cent more in wages than is 
paid in the foreign mill, and yet to compete in our market and in foreign 
markets with the forei~ producer; that Will further reduce the cost of arti
cles of wear and food Wlthout reducing the wages of those who J?roduce them; 
that can be celebrated, after its effects have been realized, as Its expectation 
has been in European as well as in American citiel:!, the authors and pro
moters of it will be entitled to the highest praise. 

We have had in our history several experiences of the contrasted effects of 
a revenue and of a protective tariff, but this generation has not felt them, 
and the experience of one generation is not h*~Jn~structive to the next. 
The friends of the protective system, with un · · bed confidence in the 
principles they have advocated, will await the results of the new experiment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the date of that mes~ 
sage? 
. Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. December 6, 1892; that was his 
last message to Congress. 

I want to place that in answer to the words placed in his month 
from a late newspaper interview by my friend from Mississippi. 
I want to call attention to another thing at this time. In an ad
dress delivered before this Honse a short time ago my friend from 
Mississippi elucidated from a Southern standpoint the protection 
proposition, in the course of which he said: 

That brings me, Mr. Chairman, to my favorite banana theory. There is 
in the United States, I suppose 100 acres of land where bananas can be grown 
in the open air, and yet I could, were I the legislating body of this country, 
or were I the Czar with absolute power and disposed to make the people pay 
the price for it, create a" great American banana industry." I could put a 
tax of $1 apiece on bananas which are now selling in the streets three for a 
nickel, and inside of five years I could, with_,a. good custom-house service, 
have created and exploited a vast banana industry. 

It is true that a great many people who formerly ate bananas could not 
buy any bananas at all, and some people would have to buy fewer bananas; 
but it is also true that a great many people, who are plutocrats and aristo
crats, would eat them because the common people--dagoes, Jerseymen, and 
MississippiaJlS--COuld not. [Laughter and applause.] 

If I continued that system of taxation in existence for twenty years. at 
the end of that time there would have come to the front a new generation 
that" knew not Joseph" nor cheap bananas; and the moment sensible peo
ple came into power with the idea of revising the banana schedule these gen
tlemen who "knew not Joseph" and had gone into the American banana. 
business and perhaps formed a banana trust would come to the committee 
room of theN ational Legislature, knocking upon the doors all the time, and 
giving utterance to cries of unutterable woe: , 

"Are you going to strike down the great American banana industry? Are 
you going to reduce the duty from a dollar apiece on bananas to 80 cents? 
We can't stand it. It will ruin us. Are you going to make the people en
gaged in banana raising go to the soup houses? Are you going to discriminate 



1290 OONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JANUARY 27, 

in favor of pauper tropical sunshine against self-respecting American hot
house laborers?" [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Let us stop a moment and follow the banana theory a little further, be
cause I am fond of bananas. [I.a.ughter.] What would have been the result 
of establishing that industry? Merely this, that you would have deftected a 
certain amount of American capital and a certain amount of American labor 
engaged in the general hothouse industry into a different channel of hot
house proceedings, and instead of having their hothouses for the purpore 
they have them now they would have converted them into banana nurser
ies, and the consumers would be paying a dollar a piece, or perhaps 90 cents 
a piece, for bananas, because the protected interest would have to undersell 
somewhat the foreign markets. · 

After fifteen or twenty years "home competition" would have reduced 
th. e price of bananas in the American market tollet us say, W cents apiece, 
and then Republican orators and politicians worud sa_y privately, in newspar 
pera, and on the stump, and within these walls, with due solemnity and with
out a mutual smile: "Lo, and behold! See how a protective tariff has reduced 
the price of bananas from 90 cents apiece in 1950 to{{) cents apiece in 1965-
nearly 50 per cent decrease in price to the consumer! Protection did it!" 

Ye ! A reduction from superl.q.tive extortion to comparative extortion! 
But in all this picture keep in mind one thino-: While protectionism lasted 

bananas would never reach three for a nickel, because if they did, that pub
lic enemy--:-tropical sunshine-would be master. 

* * * Now, my friends, I have given you the whole definition and an 
illustration of the manner of working of the protective tariff wherever it is 
needed. · 

I would like to know if that is the sort of protection illustra
tion my friend from Mississippi uses in his biennial campaign. If 
that is a sample, I do not wonder that there were only eleven 
hundred and some odd votes cast in his Congressional district at 
the last election, because I say, if there ever was an unfair illus
tration, it is the favorite banana theory of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

As a matter of fact, the gentleman can not point to a single ar
ticle manufactured in this country on which there is a protective 
tariff that is not cheaper to-day than it was the day the protective 
tariff was placed on the article, and he establishes the reverse by 
his illustration. 

I have here an illustration that I desire to submit in contrast 
with the gentleman's" favorite banana theory," illustrating, as 
it does no well, the practical workings of the protective tariff. · 

In 1883 there were no wire nails produced in this country. 
They were then selling at $6 a keg. We manufactured that year 
50,000 kegs, when a tariff of $4 a keg was placed upon wire nails. 
In 1884 we manufactured 75,000 kegs, and the price dropped to 5 
a keg. In 1885 we manufactured 200,000 keg_s, and the price 
dropped to $4 a keg, which was exactly the tariff duty. In 1886 
we manufactured 500,000 kegs, and the price dropped to $3.40 a 
keg. In 1887we manufactured 700,000 kegs, and the price dropped 
to $3.30 a keg. In 1888 we manufactured 2,000,000 kegs, and the 
price dropped to $2.60 a keg. In 1889 we made over 2,500,000 
kegs, and the price dropped to$2.10 a keg. And all this time the 
duty was $4 per keg. The average price in 1902, the latest avail
able report, was $2.15. 
- That is the way the Republican policy of protection works. It 

does not work the banana way. [Ap-plause on the Republican 
side.] And it has worked this way with reference to steel rails1 

and with reference to tin, and with reference t.o every other 
manufactured article produced in this country upon which there 
is a protective tariff. [Applause.] 

Those within the sound of my voice will remember how, in 
1890, when it was proposed to put a tat-iff on tin plate, some one 
in this House arose and said that he would take a contract to eat 
all the tin plate manufactured in this country during the next te:q 
years. 

Well, the Democratic stomach is equal to almost anything, but 
it was not equal to that proposition, because we are manufactur
ing almost a billion pounds of tin plate in this country every 
year, and the price of tin plate ·within three years after the tariff 
was placed upon it was lower than tin plate had ever been before 
in the United States. That is the way it works with all these 
articles. And that is not in harmony with this banana illustra
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would the gentleman from 
Indiana mind continuing those fignres in t·egard to wire nails 
down to the pre ent? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes; I will give the gentleman 
those figures. They will be in my remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would the gentleman mind 
reading them now? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, I do not care to repeat 
my speech at this time. Time is short, and I do not feel that I 
should go over it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will give the gentleman un
limited time, I will say. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will give them to the gentle
man at the conclusion of my remarks. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chainnan, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No; I would like to very much, 

but I have not the time now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And the triumphs that followed 
in the wake of the restoration of the tariff in the increase of our 
wealth here at home are paralleled by the triumphs that have fol
lowed in every other avenue in which the Republican party has 
exerted itself since 1897 . . 

The Spanish war came on, and I contend now Mr. Chairman, 
that the brightest page that has been written by the Republican 
party in the last seven years has been written with reference to 
those questions that followed our war with Spain. That war 
lasted only ninety days, but the problems that came with it are 
with us·to-day, and they will remain with us until om· children 
are in their graves.· 

You remember, how after tkat war came to an end, our friends 
on the other side of the Chamber insisted that Cuba should im
mediately be given her freedom and independence. The man in 
the White House said no, they are not ready. You said," You 
have lied to Cuba; you do not intend to give Cuba her independ
ence." We Said," She is not ready for it; we want time to pre
pare her for her independence.'' 

We brought a carload of school-teachers from Cuba and edu
cated them. We sent scores of Americans down there to teach 
them the principles of self-government. We went down there 
and cleaned her cities and townsandputin sewerage systems, and 
on the 20th of May a year ago Columbia presented Cuba with a 
pure white parchment of human freedom, and she has been able to 
take care of that freedom and is happy and independent to-day. 
Had we done as you wanted us to do, yellow fever would be thriv
ing in Cuba to-day. Revolution would follow revolution, as in 
Central America, South America, Santo Domingo, and other 
Spanish-American republics until we would have been involved 
with other nations of the world. 

Not a twelvemonth in the forty years last past when the people 
of the Southern States have not been anxious almost to the point 
of hysteria over the threat of the spread of yellow fever, and yet 
during the last three years there has not been a single case of yel
low fever in all Cuba. Why? We t·emained there long enough 
to destroy the germB. . 

Take Porto Rico. Well-informed gentlemen from the island of 
Porto Rico state that prior to our occupation of that island small
pox had infested parts of it for three hundred years. One of the 
first things we did when we went there was to take 900,000 people 
and vaccinate every one of them, and for the last four years there 
has not been a single case of smallpox in all Porto Rico. 

Over in the Philippine Islands when our soldiers went over 
there it was prophesied that it would take an army of 100,000 men 
twenty years to establish conditions in those islands so that there 
would be peace and order and good government. 

Those islands have been pacified; law and order have been estab
lished, and the army has been reduced to 18,000 men. We have 
spent vast sums on their docks; we have spent millions on their 
roads; 15,000 people are working to-day on one road leading up 
into the mountains from Manila. We have established libraries; 
we sent a ship loaded with 1,000 school teachers over there to 
light the torch . . Last month 100 Filipino boys came to this 
country to be educated. They will go back to educate their fel
lows. 

We have started normal schools over there. We have organ
ized trade schools, and we have reorganized their courts in ac
cordance with the dictates of Anglo-Saxon jllStice. We have 
given them religious liberty. We have given the farmers of the 
Philippines primers, translated into their own language, so that 
they may intelligently cultivate the soil They have homes now 
in place of huts over in the Philippine Islands. Those islands are 
blossoming as a rose. And every dollar expended comes from the 
revenues of those islands. 

Have we done right? If we have not, then civilizatiolt is a 
fraud, enlightenment is a lie, and the Christian church is a~ ·hited 
sepulcher. Cuba, Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands in their 
c::mdition to-day speak volumes for the constructive policy and 
ability of the Republican party. We have given the nations of 
the earth new ideas relative to the control of colonial governments. 

Where did the Administration of Theodore Roosevelt begin and 
that of William McKinley end? No one could tell. One merged 
into the other naturally; the same policy has been carried out 
under Theodore Roosevelt that was followed under William Mc
Kinley. And that is the rea.son I am for Theodore Roosevelt as 
our m~xt nominee for President of the United States. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I am not one of those 
who lay claim to being the original Roosevelt man. Years ago I 
antagonized Mr. Roosevelt and the theories he then espoused.. I 
accused him in my own newspaper. It came to be a habit with 
me to say hard things against him. I questioned his honesty. I 
said in my own newspaper that he was a sham reformer and a 
pretender. But, Mr. Chairman, I have changed my mind with 
reference to Theodore Roosevelt. 
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'Mr. FITZGERALD. Yon have got on the band wagon. 

[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No, sir; but if I have, I am rid

ing on a wagon that the gentleman's degree of good judgment 
would not enable him to select a seat in. [Applause on theRe
publican side.] There is not any such thing as a band wagon in 
the Damocratic party. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no pie -wagon in our party either. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I take that with a good deal of 
question, noting the avidity with which the gentleman welcomes 
the candidacy of a distinguished rich man from New York City. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have a candidate for President, and I 
hope the party will nominate him. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Grover Cleveland? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No, sir; Judge Parker, of New York. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman kindly give 

me his post-office address? [Laughter and applause on the Re
publican side.] Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
what the first name of his candidate is? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman a lawyer? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I trust not. [Laughter.] 
:Mr. FITZGERALD. If he were, he would know that Judge 

Parker is the chief justice of the greatest court, next to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the world. I refer to the court of 
appeals of the State of New York. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. He is secure in his place, and he 
had better remain where he is. 

No, Mr. Chairman, neither patronage nor selfish J>Olicy led me 
to change my mind with reference to Theodore Roosevelt. He 
won me, as he won millions {)f other of his countrymen, by his 
zeal, by his forcefulness, by his patriotism. 

I began to appreciate how I had misjudged him when I saw 
him, in the face of threatening war, infuse into one of the great 
departments of this Government, stagnant with the monotonous 
routine and dry rot of a third of a century, the red blood of ac
tivity and timely preparation. I realized what an erroneous esti
mate I had placed upon him when I saw the announcement that 
he had decided to resign a place of honor and responsibility and 
power, which insured conspicuous performance in the very thea
ter of war, to raise a regiment to lead to the front. 

It seemed tome this was the supremest test, for it involved good
bye, if not farewell, to little children and their mother. Later I 
knew how fearfully I had wronged him when, with my colleagues 
on the .floor of this House, I read bulletins which told how he, at 
the head of his regiment, under a blistering sky, the target for a 
hundred sharpshooters, had given a modern exhibition of that 
courage, that daring, that heroic valor which for more than one 
hundred years had compelled all nations to subscribe to the ver
dict that the American volunteer soldier is the greatest soldier in 
the world. 

We are told that he mixed up in theN orthern Se~urities affair. 
Yes; he did. With hundreds of thousands of his countrymen he 
realized that conservatism had lost its head and that capital had 
gone mad. He invoked the law passed by this Congress and he 
called a stop on combination and speculation that was running 
wild in the Republic. That law was passed by this Congress at 
the earnest solicitation of the American people. 

One of the richest men in New York told me that the country 
would never know what a service Theodore Roose-velt had ren
dered when he started the machinery of that litigation. He stated 
that had matters been permitted to go on unchecked we would 
have had a panic that would have been without parallel in the 
history of American financial devastation. The men who are 
criticising him most severely now are those whom he saved from 
the consequences of their own rapacious folly. 

We are told that he injected himself into the anthracite coal 
strike. He did. And who is there who will say that he erred? 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Na, sir. 
Mr. BAKER. Has he taken any steps to prosecute-
Yr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I declinetoyield · 

further. As I was saying when inten-upted, in that anthracite 
coal strike the President saw passion and greed facing each other, 
hostile and uncompromising, and he said to them: "Come, let us 
reason together." He brought about a settlement of that strike, 
and he did it without sacrificing, in any manner, the dignity of 
his office. 

all o-ver the Union were heading delegations which would stop 
trains loaded with coal and confiscate the cargo. 

Do you not think it was time for some one to spea!:i A coward 
in the White House would have remained silent. But there was 
a brave man in the White House, and he acted, and that strike · 
was settled, and the nation was saved from a series of riots that 
might have ripened into a revolution. His conduct in the North
ern Securities case and in the anthracite coal situation elevated 
him in the confidence and esteem of the American people, and his 
course in the Panama achievement has placed him so securely in 
the affections of his countrymen as to protect him absolutely from 
the plotting of Democracy and assure his vindication next 
November. 

Theodore Roosevelt will occupy a unique place in our history. 
Admittedly he has won the greatest victory that it is possible to 
win in this Republic, a victory over ease, a victory over leisure. 
It is not difficult for a poor boy to climb and conquer in this Re
public-that is the rule; that is the natural thing. Ask those cap
tains of industry, who from places of -power and responsibility 
issue their orders, whence came the original inspiration that rip
ened into their success, and they will point to the days when 
want and adversity forced the industry that won the victory. 

That one who is born in the lap of lu.xnry has the real struggle 
to make in this country to win for himself a name. It is so much 
easier to fight poverty than riches, for riches wears the shield of 
leisure, and leisure is such a gentle foe. Its bonds of imprison
ment are silken bonds. It caresses and lulls and soothes into a 
contentment and complacency that is at once sweet and fatal. 

That youth who can despise ease: which has come as a gratuity; 
who can pla~e the proper stamp on luxury, which is the gift of 
others; who can mock at every invitation to idleness, which is the 
chief patrimony of the rich, and who can go out int.o the world 
with a clear head, an honest heart, and a passion for toil and 
achievement and win the laurels of success-sir, I lift my hat 
to such a man and am willing that his name shall be inscribed on 
the portals of Columbia's proudest temple. 

I claim that by every standard fixed by fair and honest men 
Theodore Roosevelt has made a great President. A tragedy placed 
him in the White House. He went there while bells were tolling 
and at a time when grief had washed politics away. Sorrow con
secrated his oath, and, turning from that sepulcher in northern 
Ohio, a nation in tears gave him its confidence. Responsibility 
and power did not dwarf him; they made him broad and great. 
He has faced nnflinchingly every critical situation. He has solved 
every difficult problem. 

The people believe in him; the people trust him. The people 
associate his life and work with the life and work of that good 
man whom he succeeded, and when the Republican party meets 
in national convention next June it will make his Administration 
its platform. It will inscn"be his name upon its banner, and then 
the ranks will close up and the Republican party will march to 
another glorious victory. [Prolonged applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

:Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that under the 
anangement made in the House I have the same length of time 
that the gentleman from Indiana has occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has one hour 
and seventeen minutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the other side of the House 
to submit to an adjournment now, as that one hour and seventeen 
minutes will keep us here entirely too long this evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Sp~ker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. TAWNEY, 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. 10954, the 
urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

~ATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below: . 

S. 588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilber F . 
Little-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2237. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Chandler- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

S. 386. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 
Wells-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins- to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

We must not forget the situation as it existed then. Millions 
of people were without fuel. Disease was claiming its victim~ 
and the chill of death was in many a cottage. Right here in the 
city of Washington people were burning their furniture to keep 
warm. This Capitol building was running on twenty-four hours 
of coal rations and we knew not at what hour we would have to 
suspend business. Men who were known as conservative citizens 

S. 3645. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran'Cis Hall
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-

---
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S. 962. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoit!
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2215. An act granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3038. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kennedy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2889. An act granting an increase of pension to John Beaird
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2940. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Liddie-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2560. An act for the relief of G. G. Martin-to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2177. An act for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2433. An act tO amend the military record of John H. Skin
ner-to the Conlmittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 228. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2357. An act to correct the military record of Samuel F. 
Hall-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1330. An act granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish-to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. · 

S. 3054. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Strange-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2198. An act granting a pension to Thomas Irvin-to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 

S. 1937. An act grantjng a pension to Samuel Richards-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2103. An act granting.an increase of pension to John L. Mc
Vey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . . 

S. 2924. An a.ct granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Cm·many-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2955. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth 
Lazier-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3291. An act granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

S. 3423. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Ottey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2«1. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee
to 'the Committee on Invalid Pensiona. 

S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
Friend-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2289. An act granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2239. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 
Chatfield-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2445. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Wates-to the Committee on Invalid Pensimis. · 

S. 1627. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Kibbe-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1532. An act granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 846. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
Collins-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2557. .An act granting a pension to J ohniken L. Mynatt-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensiona. . 

S. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kin
caid-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 70. Anactgrantinganincreaseofpension toJohnG. Brown
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 89. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark
ham-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 693. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
De Rocher-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2948. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Hyde-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2087. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Rilea-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 312. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Oviatt-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 317. An act granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
Hallett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2841. An act granting a pension to Jane Patterson-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 148. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 154. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2216. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Reed-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 153. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 156. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
Ford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2217. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Riggs-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 893. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Angelo-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 968. An act to grant an honorable discharge from the mili
tary service to Robert C. Gregg-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 446. An act granting an honorable discharge to William S. 
Dunn-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2999. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvina C. 
Buzzell-to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Reinhart-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 900. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Smith-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dow
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 59. An act for the relief of Charles W. Howard-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 54. An act for the relief of William B. Barnes-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 57. An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 58. An act for the relief of James W. Howell-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 62. An act for the relief of Richard C. Silence-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 63. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin-to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 60. An act for the relief o~ Gottlieb C. Rose-to the Commit-
tee on Mill tary Affairs. · 

S. 64. An act to correct the military record of William B. 
Thompson-to the Committee on Military Affaire. 

S. 746. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mil
itary record of Charles K. Bolster-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 970. An act to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth In
fantry, United States Army, and to place the said William T. 
Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S . .2870. An act granting an honorable discharge to John W. 
Tiffany-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2995. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin B. 
Lufkin-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1842. An act to provide for compensation for certain em
ployees of the Trea-sury, War, and Navy Departments-to the . 
Committee on War Claims. 

S. 820. An act to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Arling
ton estate property-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

.ALASKA. SALMON COMMISSION, 

The SPEAKER laid before the Ho~e the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To t"M Senate and Hou:te of Representati1Jes: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of Commerce 
a.nd Labor submitting a J)reliminary re:port of the Alaska Salmon Commis
sion, appointed in accordance with the mstructions in my letter of Novem
ber 8,1002. 

THEODORll ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HOUSE, January !7, 1904. 

The message and accompanying documents were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

SIOUX INDIANS IN SOUTH DAKOTA., 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous coneent that upon 
the disposition of the bill now before the Honse, namely, the ur
gent deficiency bill, the bill (H. R. 10418) to ratify and amend an 
agreement with the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in 
South Dakota, be made the special order and that it continue to 
be the special order until disposed of, this order not to interfere 
with revenue or appropriation bills, or bills upon the Private Cal
endar, or with any business that is 'Privileged under the rules, and 
that the bill be considered in the Honse. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS of Mississippi. This, I understand, is a bill to 
open up the reservation in South Dakota. 

Mr. BURKE. It is. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 

unanimous coment that the bill H. R. 10418 be considered in the 
House immediately after the completion of the urgent deficiency 

I 
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bill, and to remain a continuing order, not to interfere with rev
enue or appropriation bills, the Private Calendar, private busi
ness, or other privileged matters. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ASSIST ANT CLERKS TO THE COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Honse resolution lil. 
Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 

is hereby, authorized to appoint an assistant clerk to said committee, who 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per 
day during the remainder of the present session. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 2 and 3 strike out the words "an assistant clerk" and insert the 
words "two assistant clerks." 

In line 5, after the word "day," insert the word "each." 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I will say by way of explanation 
of this resolution that it was considered in our committee this 
morning, and that the resolution is to authorize the employment 
of these clerks during the balance of the present session only, and 
it does not continue them at the next session of the present term. 
These two clerks were shown to the committee to be needed for 
facilitating the business in the House. It was found that the en
rolled bills are being delayed, and there was considerable com
plaint on the part of the Senate regarding the matter. It is for 
these reasons solely that these additional clerks are required
purely and solely for the purpose of facilitating the business of the 
House. It is the custom of the House at ·the long session to em
ploy additional clerks for this work from time to time, as the 
work grows greater and as the session advances. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What committee is that? 
Mr. GRAFF. The Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 

it was considered this morning in the committee? 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I had no notice of any meeting to-day. 
Mr. GRAFF. I will say that the meeting of the committee 

was called, and that a page was sent around, and it was supposed 
that he saw all the members of the committee that it was possi
ble for him to see, and if he did not notify the gentleman, it was 
because he was not accessible at that time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was accessible at all times after the House 
met. I had no notice that the committee was to meet. 

Mr .. LIVINGSTON. Were any of the minority members of 
the committee present? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. This is reported unanimously? 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. Mr. EMERICH of Illinois was present. 
Mr. BARTLETl'. I want to say this: The committee was to 

meet on yesterday, and I was present at the time the committee 
was called to meet and there was no one there. The chairman of 
the committee wa.a unwell or sick. 

Mr. GRAFF. That was true. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I inquired whether there would be a com

mittee meeting to-day, or any regular time, and I was informed 
by the clerk there would be none. I received no notice of this 
meeting, and therefore I am unable to give the House, so far as I 
am concerned, any information about the resolution. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will say to the gentleman that I had the same 
experience yesterday. I had received a writt-en notice of a meet
ing on yesterday, and I was then informed that the chairman was 
sick, and afterwards, this morning, I received notice of the meet
ing of the committee orally. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I received no such notice myself, and was 
not present for that reason. 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand it was before the gentleman came 
to the Capitol this morning. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is it, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ments. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentleman 

what it is? 
Mr. GRAFF. The resolution is to authorize two assistant 

clerks for the Committee on Enrolled Bills, for the purpose of fa
cilitating the business of the House. The committee took the 
matter up for the reason that there was an immediate exigency 
for the employment of these people. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many people? 
Mr. GRAFF. Two. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. For whom-for what committee? 

Mr. GRAFF • .!Bsistant clerks to the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER BETWID1.'i CLARKE AND CHOCT.A. W 
COUNTIES, ..ALA, 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of two bridge bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama. Railroad 

Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Tombigboo River 
between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, 
range 1 west of St. Stephens meridian. 

The bill was read at length. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 

bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS WARRIOR RIVER IN TUSCALOOSA. COUNTY, ..ALA. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have another bill similar to 
that on the Tombigbee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama Railroad Com
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Warrior River in Tusca
loosa County, Ala., in section 3, township 21 south, range 9 west of Hunts
ville meridian. 

The bill was read at length. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 
passed. 

LEA.VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MILLER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8038) 
to provide for the improvement in breeding of horses for general
purpose uses, and to enable the United States to procure better 
remounts for the cavalry and artillery service, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr.'HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
33 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to the inquiry of the House, a statement as to the horses and car
riage~ maintained at public expense for use of officials in his De
partment-to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting a report of 
the cost of the battle ships Connecticut and Louisiana to Septem
ber 30, 1903-to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re
port from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in relation to pur
chases during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, made in open 
market and otherwise, for necessaries for Indians-to the Com
mittee on Expenditures in·the Interior Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for public 
schools-to the Committee on Appropriations. and ordered to be 
printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Ru1e XIII, public bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows : 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee.on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1344) to quiet certain land 
titles in the State of Mississippi, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 599); which said bill and re
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

:Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail 
in criminal cases upon appeal in the courts of Indian Territory, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 600); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19) establish
ing a United States court at Marietta, Ind. T., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by report (No. 603); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 869_1}) to amend section 
5409 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 604); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1558) to grant to the 
State of Minnesota certain vacant lands in said State for forestry 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 605); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3895) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Straw Plains, Tenn. , 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 560) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5603) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. McCormick, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 561); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9064) granting · 
an increase of pension to Edwin Tidd, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 562); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R . 7444) granting a 
pension to Washington Dutcher, reported the same with amend
ment accompanied by a report (No. 563); which said bill andre
port ~ere referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gangwisch, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 564); which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Ml.·. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7737) granting an 
inc1·ease of pension to Howard McGuire, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 565); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY,from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred to the bill of the Senate (S. 2544) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert T. Severance, reported the same with
out amendment accompanied by a reJ?Ort (No. 566); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7992) granting a 
pension to Isadore F. Chamberlin. reported the same with amend
ment accompanied by a report (No. 567); which said bill and re
port were referred to the PI·ivate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7805) granting an 
increase of pension to William N. Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 568); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. :MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7083) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert P. Jackson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 569); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8124) granting a pen
sion to Elizabeth Hatfield, reported the same with amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 570); which said bill and report 
were referred to the PriYate Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8733) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. McGraw, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 571); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW A Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7063) granting a 
pension to Ellen F. Lynch, reported the same with amendment, 
a-ccompanied by a report (No. 572); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. .... 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha C. Kuhn., re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
573); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal
endar. 

Mr. SULLOW A Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5149) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Erwin, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 574); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4119) granting 
an increase of pension to William Mercer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 575); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4466) granting a 
pension to William R. Burton, repm'ted the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 576); which said bill andre
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refen·ed the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin George, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 577); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calend~ r. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hou e (H. R. 3670) granting 
an in01·ease of pension to Benjamin F. Barrett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (NO. 57 ); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Pri1ate Calendar. 

J.l.fr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5479) grnntiDg an in
crea-se of pension to William H. Anderson. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report {No. 579); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4301) 
granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Schwemler, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 580) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen
dar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5868) granting 
an increase of pension to William Simmons, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 581); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Privat-e Calendar. 

1\Ir. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3027) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Vickers, reported 
the &'\me without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
582); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri"late Cal
endar. 

Mr. SULLOW A Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4642) granting 
an increase of pension to William L. Wheeler, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 583); which 
said bill and report were refen-ed to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was 1·eferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4702) grant
ing an increase of pension to John T. Collins, reported the same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 584); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4314) granting an 
increase of pensiontoJ. F. Slade, reported the same with amend
ment accompanied by a report (No. 585); which said bill and re
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\11'. S.Al\IUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 5006) 
granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a reJ>ort (No.5 6); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the HollSe (H. R. 789) granting an 
increase of pension to Eli Lachman, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 587); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the HollSe (H. R. 1287) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrus B. Dopp. reported the same with 
-amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 588); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9778) granting 
a pension to Lauriston W. Adkins, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 589); which said bill andre
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOKt from the CommitteeoninvalidPensions to which 
was referred the bill of the HoliSe (H. R. 9835) to pension Maggie 
E. Fitzpatrick, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 590); which said pill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10706) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred J. West, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 591); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 'i83) granting an 
increase of pension to Nicholas Reinhart, reported tha same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 592); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from theCommitteeoninvalidPen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2<>~2) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Steffey, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 593); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen
dar. 

Mr. GIBSON,from theCommitteeoninvalidPensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9421) granting an in
crease of pension to Thomas P. Marshall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 594); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9695) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank M. Spears, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 595); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid .Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10192) granting 
a pension to Martha Mullins, reported the same without amend
ment, a-ccompanied by a. report (No. 596); which said bill andre
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was refen·ed the bill of the House (H. R. 8022) 
granting an increase of pension to Hiram Flint, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 597); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHE.AD. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2416) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Joanna Adams, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 598) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause. 2, Rule XIII, adverse 1·eports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the Honse resolution (H. Res. 160) concern
ing disbnrsements on account of flying-machine experiment and 
constructions, reported the same, accompanied by an adverse re
port (No. 602) ~ which said resolution and report were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

UndeT clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees wera discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5822) granting an increase of pension to Eveline V. 
Ferguson-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6056) granting an increase of pension to Blanche 
L. Chunn-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6156) granting a pension to John Hughes-Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged,. and referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Caldwell-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9735) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Bachrach-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9313) to pay all Federal soldiers honorably dis
charged 2 per day while confined in Confederate military prisons 
thirtydaysormore-Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committea on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 568'>) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
B. Hunt-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and refeiTed 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By 1\.fr. SULLOW A Y: A bill (H. R. 11199) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the rebel
lion and their widows-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11200) to provide for the re
tii·ement of enlisted men of the Marine Corps and Army-to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 11201) to provide'for the pnrchase 
of an additional site for the enlargement of the Federal building 
at Duluth, in the State of Minnesota-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11202) to remove 
restrictions on the sale of certain lands in the Creek Nation Ind. T. 
to be used for town-site pnrposes-to the Committee o~ India~ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 11203) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Nary, in his discretion, to contract for Sllb
marine boats at a cost not to exceed $1,000,000-to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 11204) to ratify and confirm 
a lease made by the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to John 
Quilter-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By ~Ir. 'STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11205) to establish 
probate conrts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 11206) to provide for the im
provement of certain waterways on the north side of Long Island 
in the State of New York, opening into Long Island Smmd-t~ 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11207) to provide for the improvement of 
certain waterways in New York State on the southern ·shore and 
the eastern. end of Long Island-to the Committee on Riv-ers and 
Harbors. 

By 1\Ir. SMITH of New York A bill (H. R.11208) for the erec
tion of a public building at Oneonta, N. Y.-to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massa-chusetts: A bill (H. R. 11209) to 
repeal the act providing for the sale of timber and stone lands, 
the desert-land act, and the commutation provision of the home
stead act-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11210) to increase 
the limit of cost of the United States post-office at Kingston, 
N. Y.-to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11211) providing for the 
marking and the protection of the battlefield known as" Dade's 
massacre," in Sumter County, Fla., and for the erection of a 
monmnent the1·eon-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of California.: A bill (H. R.11212) amending sec
tion 4747 of the Revised Statutes of the United States-to the 
Committ~ on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H: R. 11213) to extend the privilege 
of immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise to various 

. . 
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8llbports in the customs collection district of Pnget Sound, and for 
other purposes-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R.11214) to amend and construe 
existing pension laws-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11215) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Indians located upon the Grande Ronde 
Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to make an appropria
tion to carry the same into effect-to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde 
Dix-to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) proposing 
Rn amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
that Congress shall not be permitted to pass any private bill 
where general laws relating to the same subject-matter are then 
in force-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 92) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prescribing the judicial 
power to be exercised by courts of the United States in certain 
cases-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolu~on (H. J. Res. 93) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States providing for the election 
of certain judges of the United States courts and district attor
neys by the people of the several States, and for the tenure of office 
of certain judges-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 36) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
to be made of Charlotte Harbor-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rnle XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11216) to correct the military 
record of Joshua L. Sawyer-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 11217) appropriating $550 to 
pay for medical services rendered to Thomas Finley while arrest
ing two United States Army deserters-to the Committee on Ap
propriations. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 11218) setting aside a certain 
island in Bartlett Lake, Minnesota, as a park and forest reserve
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11219) for the relief of 
Joseph McGuigan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 11220) granting an in
crease of pension to P. McCort-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11221) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Allen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 11222) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville E. Campbell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11223) granting an increase of p,ension to 
Joseph H. Allen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11224) to remove the charge· of desertion 
from the record of James E. Dickerson and grant him an honor
able discharge-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11225) granting a pension to 
George W. Webb-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11226) granting a pension to 
Socrates Moore-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11227) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Walls-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11228) granting an increase of 
pension to Edson K. Chapell-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11229) granting a pension 
to Francis M. Good-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 11230) granting an in
crease of pension to Levi Thompson-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11231) granting a peruion to Samuel Kin
caid-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 11232) granting 
a pension to Josiah B. Ross-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
mons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11233) for the relief of Benjamin T. Hooper 
and Marcellus Aaron-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 11234) granting an increase of 
pens~on to Frederick Shanabrough-to the Committee On Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 11235) for the relief of Clarissa 
E. McCormick-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11236) granting an 
increase of pension to George Wininger-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11237) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert W. Keen-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11238) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius C. Aitken-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11239) granting an increase of 
pension to Ezra W. Merrill-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11240) to pay claim of Samuel 
0. Randall, administrator of the personal estate of Richard Ralph 
Randall, deceased-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 11241) granting a pension to 
Myrtle Lee-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11242) granting a medal to George W. 
Churchill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11243) grant- . 
ing a pension to Laura S. Ware-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 11244) to remove the find
ings of a court-martial by which Charles Held was discharged 
from the military service of the United States-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R.11245) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Mize-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11246) granting a pension to S. A. Burges
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11247) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gilmore-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11248) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Likins-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon D. Chelf-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11250) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Miller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11251) granting an increase of pension to 
David Essick-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11252) granting an increase of pension to 
Archie P. Smith-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.11253) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
F. Terry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHE.RLEY: A bill (H. R. 11254) for the relief of An
thony McAndrews-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 11255) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherine L. Benteen-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11256) for the relief of the es
tate of D. L. Pritchard, deceased, late of Camden County, N.C.
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11257) granting an in· 
crease of pension to Andrew H. Hazlett-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11258) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Anderson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.11259) granting a pension to George W. Stan
nett--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11260) granting 
a pension to Alberti Ross-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R.11261) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of I. N. Nance
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11262) grant
ing a pension to John Hegarty-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. · 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 11263) for the relief of the 
heirs of John Smith, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.11264) for the relief of James L. Carpenter
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11265) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilder D. Easlick-to the Committee on Invalid Penswns. 

Also, a bill (H. R.11266) granting a pension to Jane VanWey
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 11267) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of William P. Custis-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R.11268) to reimburse the city and 
county of San Francisco, State of California, for money paid by 
said city and county to Adolph L. Rehfeld upon a judgment re
covered by him against said city and county for damages to his 
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proporty inflicted by soldiers of the United States Army-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11269) granting a pension to Fl'ank Klein
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and re:f.'erred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Parsons, Kans., praying for national 
aid for a cemetery for interment of former soldiers-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Convocation of Prayer convened at 
Baltimore, in favor of legislation to prevent nullification of State 
liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Williams Pest, No. 25, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Watseka, ill., in favor of a service-pension bill-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of George G. 
Meade Post, No.1, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.BARTHOLDT: Petition of Tower Grove Lodge, No. 429, 
of St. Louis, Mo., Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in favor of 
bills H. R. 7041 and 89-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Association, in 
favor of the bill providing for bonds in appealed criminal cases in 
Indian Territory-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 80, of Kansas City, 
Mo., in favor of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill-to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Missouri State Federation of Labor, in favor 
of an eight-hour law-to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Lieutenant 
Josiah White Post, No. 45; Brandywine Post, No. 54, and Post 
No. 255, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsyl
vania, in favor of service-pension bill-to the Committee on Inva
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition of East Whiteland Presbyterian Church, of Fra
zer, Pa., for closing Lewis and Clark Exposition on Sunday-to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of C. B. Faulconer and 64 others, of 
Montgomery City, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-
to the Committee on the Judiciary. . . 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of William T. 
Campbell Post, No. 375, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart
ment of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the 
Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 5880, grant
ing a pension to Dennis Dunn-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 602, 
Chicago, ill., and Major W. G. Lowry Post, No. 548, Department 
of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a serv
ice-pension law-to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the Manufacturers and Pro
ducers' Association of California, relative to the American mer
chant marine-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers' Associa
tion of California, relative to the metric system of weights and 
measures-to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers' Associa
tion of California, relative to the reorganization of the consular 
service-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
· Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Kern County, Cal., 
relative to a trail up Mount Whitney-to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Paper to accompany bill granting a pension 
to George W. Webb-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11153, 
for the relief of Mary Leary-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution of E. D. Baker Post, No. 6, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Hailey, Idaho, in favor of a 
service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of McCulloch Post, No. 475, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Earlville, ill., in favor of a serv
ice-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· Also, resolution of Retail Merchants' Association of Ottawa, 
ID., in favor of passage of McCumber-Hepburn pure-food bill-to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Quincy, m., 
XXXVIII-82 

in favor of the reorganization of the consular service-to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of Joseph Loth & Co., of New 
York, in favor of the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and :Manufacturers' Associa
tion of Baltimore, relative to the improvement of the main ship 
channel-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Letters of Gas Engine and Power Com
pany and Charles L. Seaburg & Co., in opposition to bill H. R. 
7033-to the Committee on the Merchant l\farine and Fisheriea. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the National Good Roads 
Association, relative to the Lewis and Clark Exposition-to the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company, relative to the construction of submarine boats
'to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Soldiers' Patriotic 
Alliance of the United States, in favor of establishing a museum 
of war at Washington, D. C.-to the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of R. A. Wommack 
and 29 others, of Winston-Salem, N.C., in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Winston-Salem, N. C., relative to 
the interstate liquor traffic-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLINE: Resolution of E. B. Young Post, No. 87, De
partment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Cigar Makers' Union, No. 236, of Read
ing, Pa .• favoring the passage of bill H. R. 6, relative to amend
ing section 3394 of the Revised Statutes, relating to tobacco-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Everett Chamber of Com
merce, in favor of an appropriation for Tulalip Reservation-to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Farragut Post, No. 602, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Chicago, ill., in favor of a service-pension bill-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolutions of Major Jenkins Post, No. 99, 
of Hanover; Corporal Skelly Post, No. 9, of Gettysburg, and 
General John Sedgwick Post, No. 37, of York, Pa., Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany claim of Edward C. 
Brogan, administrator-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of the Christian Civic League 
of Farmington, Me., for the passage of a bill to prevent nullifica
tion of State liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the. Christian Civic League o Farmington, 
Me., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings-to the Committee on Alco
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Prof. Harold S. Boardman and other officers 
of the University of Maine, for protection of the California big 
trees-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of Frank 0. Marten and others, in favor of the 
McCumber and Hepburn-Dolliver bills, and of citizens of Crafton
ville, Cal., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Society, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of bill H. R. 
4699, to prevent the desecration of the national flag-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Pueblo (Colo.) Citizens' Alliance, favoring 
the passage of bills H. R. 89 and 8136-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of Commissioners of Pilotage 
and Chamber of Commerce of Savannah, Ga., against passage of 
bill S. 2260-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolutions of Enterprise Harbor, 
No.2, A. A. of M. and P. of S. B., relative to maintaining en
trance to harbor of refuge at Cape May, N. J.-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of Alexander 
Wilkins Post, No. 9, of Mankato, 1.finn., and James Clabaugh 
Post, No. 54, of Winnebago City, Minn. , Grand Army of theRe
public, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers and 
Producers' Association of California, relative to the reorganization 
of the consular service-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers' Associa-



1298 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. J.ANUA~Y 28, 

tion of California, relative to the merchant marine-to the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Manufacturers and Producers' .Association 
of California, relative to the metric system-to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Ur. NEVIN: Resolutions of Ca1eb Marker Post, No. 646, of 
New Paris, Ohio; Al Mason Post, No. 598, of Miamisburg, Ohio; 
Hiram Strong Post, No. 79, of Dayton, Ohio; Harrison Whight 
Pest, No. 497, of Gratis, Ohio; Reese Mitchell Post, No. 361, of 
Camden, Ohio; Veteran Post No.5, of National Military Home, 
Ohio; Wetzel-Compton Post, No. 96, of Hamilton, Ohio; Duster 
Post, No. 446, cf Dayton, Ohio, and The Old Guard Post, No. 23, 
of Dayton, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, ~ favor of the 
passage of a service-pension law-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10925, di
recting the issue of a check in lieu of lost check drawn in favor 
of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife, and Machine Company-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By 1tfr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of La Due & Canner, 
of Auburn, Ind., in favor of increasing powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission-to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Buffalo Lumber Exchanger 
in favor of enlarging powers of the Interstate Commerce Commi.§
sion-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of Champlain Post, 
No. 29, Grand Army of the Republic, Depat'tment of Michigan 
in favor of a service,pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petitions of John C. Thomas and30 others, 
Rev. C. T. House and 16 others, William E. Curley and 24 others, 
H. C. Risner and 20 others, John W. Dorsey and 20 others, and 
Delmer W. Lander and 20 others, all of Baltimore, Md., in favor 
of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Providence (R. I.) Chamber of Com
merce, relative to the completion of the Point Judith harbor of 
refuge-to the Commit tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolutions of James 1\Iayes 
Post, No. 480, of Mount Erie, ill., and Z. B. Lee Post, No. 692, of 
Orchardville, ill. , Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a serv
ice-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. WOODYARD: PetitionofJ. B. McGregorand37others, 
of Pennsboro, W.Va., in favor of the pa sage of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE~ 

THURSDAY, January 28!! 1904. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDwARD EVERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesj;erday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. BuRRows, and by unanimous 
consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap
proved. 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu
nication from the Attorney--General, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of all. judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases since Decem
ber 5, 1903; which with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

L.~TERNA.TION.AL CONGRESS OF HYGJE.·•m AND DEMOGRAPHY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the Secretary of State, requesting authority to 
extend to the Twelfth International Congress of Hygiene and 
Demography a formal invitation to hold the thirteenth congress 
at the city of Washington in 1909; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concuiTence of the 
Senate: • 

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. Stephen's me
ridian; and 

A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala .. in section 3 
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian. ' 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of R. B. Hays Post, No. 120, 

of Plano; of Veteran Post, No. 49, of Elgin; of Streator Post, No. 
68, of Streator, and of General W. B. Hazen Po t, No. 7, of Chicago, 
all of the Department of Ill!nois, Grand Army of the Republic, 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of North Dakota, remonstrating against the pas age of the so
called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Reading, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Reading, Pa., 
remonstrating against the passage o( the s~called anti-injunction 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel
phia, Pa., praying for the ratification of the treaty between the 
United States and the Republic of Panama; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Colonel IDric Dahlgren Post, No. 
14, ofPhiladelphia;ofLieutenantWilliamA. Bruner Pot, No.335, 
ofSunbury;.ofPerkinsPost,No.202,of Athens;ofPostNo.145 of 
Richland Center; of Post No. 114, of Philadelphia; of Brandy
wine Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of George Smith Pot, No. 79, 
of Conshohocken; of Lieutenant James M. Lysle Post, No. 123, of 
Allegheny; of Robert Oldham Po t, No. 527, of South Bethlehem; 
of General D. B. Birney Post, No. 63, of Philadelphia; of Lafayette 
Post No. 217, of Easton; of General Phil Kearney Post, No. 55, of 
Philadelphia; of Colonel James Cameron Post, No. 185, of Dalma
tia; of Larimer Post, No. 179, of Clearfield and of Hiram Warner 
Post, No. 594, of Wilcox, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, of 
Mehoopany; of Captain John Whitney Post, No. 368, of Lacey
ville; of J. W. Reynolds Post No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Captain 
E. J. Rice Post, No. 211, of Factoryville, and of Captain Rufus 
Freas Post, No. 323, of Beaumont, all of the Department of Penn
sylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsyl
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy of }he United 
States when 50 years of age and over, and increasing Widows' pen
sions to $12 per month; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitionsof the Hawthorne Club, of 
Wyoming; of the Ladies' Missionary Society of Wyoming, and 
of the Home Missionary Society of Wyoming all in the State of 
Iowa, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED SlfOOT. a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on P1ivileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Lenox Post, No. 316, of Lenox; 
of Richmond Post. No. 230, of Richmond; of Pitzer Post, No. 55, 
of Winterset; of Mulligan Post, No. 102, of Sheffield; of J. C. 
Sumners Pos~, No. 296. of .Shellsburg; of S. S. Dillman Post, No. 
343, of Toledo; of Captain Alex Dowd Post, No. 375, of Iowa; of 
Rica Post, No. 283, of Conway: of Weldon Post. No. 426 of Wel
don; of Eaton Post, No. 86, of Woodbine; of Colonel Mills Post. No. 
45,of Adel; of Maxwell Post,N o.14,of Stuart; of Charles PaynePost, 
No.141, of Iowa Falls; of Robert F. Lowe Post, No.167,ofSigour
ney; of Post No. 367, of Fairbank; of A.M. Taylor Post No.153. 
of Wapello; of John B. Hancox Post, No. 314, of Belle Plaine; of 
Albert Winchels Post, No. 327, of Lyons, and of P.M. Corder 
Post, No. 98, of Vinton, all of the Department of Iowa, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in the State of Iowa, praying for the en
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Minnesota Society, 
Sons of the American Revolution, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent the desecration of the American flag; which 
was referred to the Com1nittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of George N. Morgan Post, No.4, 
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of lrlin
neapolis. Minn., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen ions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented. a petition of John T. Sennott Pot, 
No. 12, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of West Rutland, Vt., and a petition of Jarvis Post, No. 43, De-
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